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I. By the Commission

A. Statement

1. This matter comes before the Commission for consideration of exceptions to Recommended Decision No. R10-0271 (Recommended Decision) filed by Public Service Company of Colorado (Public Service or Company) and Tom and Hanna Altman (Altmans) on May 14, 2010.  On June 1, 2010, both Public Service and the Altmans filed responses to each others’ exceptions.  Now, being fully advised in the matter and consistent with the discussion below, we schedule a hearing for additional oral argument on August 4, 2010.

B. Background

2. Docket No. 09F-505E concerns a complaint by the Altmans against Public Service filed on July 8, 2009.  In general, the Altmans contend the electrical service to their residence is deficient, causing premature failure of household appliances and personal discomfort.  Public Service states it has inspected and tested its service to the Altmans’ home and has found no problems.

3. Public Service filed its Answer Testimony on August 6, 2009, and a hearing was held on November 23 and 24, 2009.  Statements of position were filed by both parties on December 15, 2009, and the Recommended Decision was then issued March 25, 2010.  Exceptions and responses were filed as described above.

4. The Exceptions filed by Public Service include a request for additional oral argument pursuant to the provisions of Rule 1505(c) of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, 4 Code of Colorado Regulations (CCR) 723-1.  The Company states that additional oral argument could assist the Commission in its decision due to the fact that much of the testimony in this docket is technical and could be confusing.

C. Discussion 

5. After initial review of the record, as well as the parties’ exceptions, we agree with Public Service that additional oral arguments would be helpful.  We do not intend, though, for parties to reargue their case.  Rather, arguments should be limited to issues raised in the exceptions.  Rule 1505(c), 4 CCR 723-1.  However, parties may be asked to put the various studies and testimony in context, in order to demonstrate the degree to which each party relies on this information to support their current position. 

6. As for the procedure of the additional oral argument, each party will be given 30 minutes to make further argument before the Commission.  The Altmans will argue first.
II. order

A. The Commission Orders That:

1. A hearing for additional oral argument in this matter is scheduled as follows:  

DATE:

August 4, 2010

TIME:

1:30 p.m. to 3:30 p.m.  

PLACE:
Commission Hearing Room
 

1560 Broadway, Suite 250
 

Denver, Colorado  

2. This Order is effective on its Mailed Date.

B. ADOPTED IN COMMISSIONERS’ WEEKLY MEETING
June 30, 2010.
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