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I. BY THE COMMISSION

A. Statement

1. As a part of the Commission’s new active case management process, we wish to provide input to parties early in the proceeding to improve efficiency and to allow parties to better understand the issues the Commission deems important in deciding the matter.  At the January 23, 2008 prehearing conference, we established dates for subsequent proceedings where we could address procedural, legal, and other threshold issues for three associated dockets.  These three dockets are:  Docket No. 07A-447E, the Electric Resource Planning (ERP) docket; Docket No. 07A-420E, the Demand Side Management (DSM) docket; and Docket No. 07A‑469E, the Renewable Energy Standard (RES) docket.  This Decision results from the first scheduled case management proceeding held on February 6, 2008.
  

2. In Decision No. C08-0109 we requested that the parties in this DSM docket suggest issues and priorities for us to consider in reaching our decision.  The information was to be filed with the Commission by January 30, 2008, and was to include suggestions concerning the scope of this docket.  

3. Written comments were filed by Commission Staff (Staff), Mr. Baeverstad, and the Energy Efficiency Business Coalition (EEBC).  

4. On February 6, 2008, Public Service Company of Colorado (Public Service) provided oral comment to the issues raised in the January 30, 2008 comments.  We do not find in any of these comments an issue that must be addressed in advance of the proceedings as currently scheduled, as discussed more fully below.  After the hearing, we held a separate deliberations meeting to discuss the issues and make determinations regarding the scope of the associated dockets and provide direction to the parties as to what issues we consider central in reaching decisions in the associated dockets.  

B. Discussion

5. Mr. Baeverstad, a pro se intervenor, comments on the merits of a particular DSM program currently offered by Public Service.  However, the application does not propose specific DSM programs, so that Mr. Baeverstad’s comments regarding specific DSM programs are outside of the scope this docket.  Moreover, Public Service has stated in its application its intention to file an electric DSM plan application later in 2008 which will presumably describe its proposed programs.  We find that this future docket is the more appropriate forum for the issues raised by Mr. Baeverstad.

6. Staff commented that the scope of this docket is narrowly defined and does not include the Demand Side Management Cost Adjustment (DSMCA).  During oral rebuttal on February 6, 2008, Public Service represented that its application in this docket does include a proposal concerning modifications to the DSMCA, with the particular calculation of a revised DSMCA occurring via a separate filing.  We concur that this docket does include within its scope, possible revisions to the DSMCA with specific values and the calculation of the DSMCA occurring in a subsequent filing by Public Service.
7. EEBC inquired whether the Commission should direct Public Service to update or revise its market assessment.  Public Service has filed within its direct testimony, a market assessment.  The EEBC comment speaks to the merits of filed testimony.  As such, we find that it is not appropriate for the Commission to presumptively rule on the merits of filed testimony.  Rather, parties are welcome to address such issues in answer testimony.  

8. The Commission currently does not have rules specific to electric DSM programs, other than a rule including DSM as a resource within our Electric Resource Planning Rules at Rule 4 Code of Colorado Regulations 723-3-3604.  Thus, the framework for DSM deliberations is found primarily in the statutes enacted in 2007 and codified at §§ 40-1-102, and 40-3.2-104, C.R.S.  The balance of the DSM scoping comments received pertain generally to the design, magnitude, and cost-effectiveness of DSM and corresponding financial incentives, all of which represent an aspect of how the statutes are to be applied to this application.  Consequently, we find the issues raised by the filed comments are clearly within the scope of this docket and we encourage the parties here to consider and address those issues within pre-filed testimony and during cross-examination.

II. ORDER

A. The Commission Orders That:

1. The parties adhere to the parameters concerning the scope of this docket as set forth in Paragraph Nos. 5, 6, 7, and 8, above.

2. This Order is effective upon its Mailed Date.

B. ADOPTED IN COMMISSIONERS’ WEEKLY MEETING
February 13, 2008.
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� We will issue separate decisions in the ERP, DSM, RES dockets.
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