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I.
BY THE COMMISSION
A. Statement

1.
This matter comes before the Commission for consideration of a Motion filed on March 24, 2009 by Ms. Leslie Glustrom.  In the Motion, Ms. Glustrom requests that the Commission review the assumptions related to future coal costs used by Public Service Company of Colorado (Public Service) and the Independent Evaluator when modeling resources in Phase II of the Electric Resource Plan.  Now, being fully advised in the matter and consistent with the discussion below, we deny the Motion.

2.
Ms. Glustrom states that coal costs are going up more than 2.33 percent per year provided for in Decision No. C09-0929 (Phase I Decision).  She argues that the assumptions about coal costs will affect many of the cost evaluations done as part of Phase II as well as the RES-NO RES cost evaluations for Renewable Energy Standard Plans.  Ms. Glustrom includes updated information on recent coal costs, filed in Docket No. 08A-532E.  She further states that the Commission recently reviewed a number of assumptions and procedures to be used in Phase II and argues that the Commission should do so on this issue as well.

3.
Public Service filed a response to the Motion on April 6, 2009.  Public Service argues that the Motion is an untimely application for rehearing, reargument, or reconsideration.  Public Service states that Ms. Glustrom’s argument that long term coal price forecasts should be modified due to short term increases in coal prices was rejected by the Commission in the Phase I Decision. Public Service also states that the post-decision issues that the Commission recently considered are the issues where the Commission specifically requested additional filings or are issues raised by the Independent Evaluator.  Public Service argues that this does not create a carte blanche opportunity for parties to re-litigate issues decided during Phase I.


4.
We agree with Public Service.  We previously considered the argument presented by Ms. Glustrom in her Motion in detail.  See Phase I Decision, at ¶¶259-263.  We find that the information related to the actual coal prices for the last quarter of 2008 does not change the basic argument itself, which is that the Commission should project long term coal prices from short term variations.  We therefore deny the Motion.

II.
ORDER

A.
The Commission Orders That:

1. The Motion requesting that the Commission review the assumptions about future coal costs used by Public Service Company of Colorado when modeling resources in Phase II of the Electric Resource Plan, filed on March 24, 2009 by Ms. Leslie Glustrom, is denied.
2. This Order is effective on its Mailed Date.

B.
ADOPTED IN COMMISSIONERS’ WEEKLY MEETING
April 15, 2009.
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