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IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF TRI-STATE GENERATION AND TRANSMISSION ASSOCIATION, INC., (a) FOR A CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY FOR THE SAN LUIS VALLEY-CALUMET-COMANCHE TRANSMISSION PROJECT, (b) for specific findings with respect to emf and noise, and (c) for approval of ownership interest transfer as needed when project is completed.  
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IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF public service company of colorado (a) FOR A CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY FOR THE SAN LUIS VALLEY to CALUMET to COMANCHE TRANSMISSION PROJECT, (b) for specific findings with respect to emf and noise, and (c) for approval of ownership interest transfer as needed when project is completed.  
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1.
The first sentence of paragraph no. 293 on page 90 of this Decision reads as:
The San Luis Valley contains Colorado’s best solar energy resources because the San Luis Valley has the highest annual incidence of direct normal insulation.
The word “insulation” is incorrect.  The correct word is insolation.  Replace insulation with insolation.  The sentence shall be amended to read as follows:

The San Luis Valley contains Colorado’s best solar energy resources because the San Luis Valley has the highest annual incidence of direct normal insolation.

2.
The second indented paragraph on page 160 of this Decision reads as:

Id., at 666 (emphasis added).  The majority rejected the dissenting opinion that a “possibility” or “good probability” or “substantial opportunity” for unfair competition was insufficient to justify denial of an application.  Id., at 667.  

The first part of the paragraph has a different font.  That font is incorrect.  The paragraph shall be corrected so that the entire paragraph has the same font.  The paragraph shall be amended to read as follows:

Id., at 666 (emphasis added).  The majority rejected the dissenting opinion that a “possibility” or “good probability” or “substantial opportunity” for unfair competition was insufficient to justify denial of an application.  Id., at 667.  

3.
Fact (b) in the list of facts contained in paragraph no. 466 on page 160 reads as:
(b) the San Luis Valley (ERZ 4) contains the premier solar resource in Colorado because of its particular characteristics (such as days of direct insulation and elevation);
The word “insulation” is incorrect.  The correct word is insolation.  Replace insulation with insolation.  Fact (b) shall be amended to read as follows:

(b) the San Luis Valley (ERZ 4) contains the premier solar resource in Colorado because of its particular characteristics (such as days of direct insolation and elevation);
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