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I. BY THE COMMISSION

A. Statement

1. By Decision No. C08-0448, mailed April 29, 2008, the Commission opened this investigatory docket to consider regulatory structures and incentives that influence electric and gas utility actions under existing regulatory structures in Colorado, and to investigate alternative incentives and alternative regulatory and rate structures that may alter or influence utility actions.

2. The Commission sought comments from interested parties on the following general areas:  (1) the manner in which the existing regulatory structures and incentives influence energy utilities’ behaviors; (2) the extent to which these incentives align results with Commission policy goals; (3) the manner in which alternative regulatory structures and incentives for these utilities may impact their actions; and (4) the extent to which these alternative regulatory structures may achieve results consistent with Commission policy goals.  
3. Additionally, workshops were held on October 16, 2008 and November 13, 2008 at which parties participated in discussions related to:  (1) the future of the energy utility industry and Commission policy goals; (2) efficient management practices; (3) incentives; (4) performance measurements; (5) energy efficiency; and (6) adjustment clauses. 

4. Outside experts were also asked to provide analyses of the topics indicated above.  From the National Regulatory Research Institute, Nancy Brockway provided an overview of the benefits and drawbacks of utility and non-utility administration of energy efficiency initiatives; Scott Hempling and David Boonin submitted “Overview of Regulatory Incentives in the Context of Public Policy Goals”; and Ken Costello provided “Outsourcing of Gas Procurement and Related Functions.”  Dr. Gary Schmitz of Schmitz Consulting, LLC prepared “History of Colorado Energy Industry Regulatory Incentives.”  
B. Discussion

The range of topics covered in this docket, through comments and workshops, has been broad and we appreciate the participation of the parties.
  Parties provided comments on issues related to infrastructure and the capital requirements to maintain and upgrade it; the impact of new technologies, in general, and renewable resources, in particular, on the infrastructure; electric system reliability; stabilization of customer bills; alternative forms of ratemaking, including future/historic test years, multi-year/step-rate plans, formula rates, earnings sharing, use of adjustment clauses, and decoupling; the adequacy of traditional 

5. cost‑of‑service ratemaking; and demand-side management and energy efficiency.

6. Each of the topics listed above, and subtopics within, was rich enough to warrant individual investigation, as was shown in the breadth of comments filed.  The record in this docket contains a wealth of information and discussion on these topics.  It also included participatory conversation with a broad range of stakeholders.  In that, the docket has achieved several of its stated goals.  

7. When we opened this docket the outcomes were not predictable, but we did anticipate that a formal record could be created that could be included in other Commission proceedings.  That record has been created in the form of the reports and comments described above.  However, the scope of the issues examined and commented on in this docket proved to be too broad to draw specific conclusions or to provide recommendations for rule changes or legislative policy changes. 

8. In order to better understand the issues raised in this docket, we find that additional reports and comments may be required on specific topics.  Thus, building upon the information received in this docket, informational repositories dedicated to specific issues should be developed, which we may then draw upon in future proceedings.  We will direct Commission Staff to create a repository mechanism(s) through which we may solicit and retain relevant information on specific issues raised by this docket.

9. The purpose of this docket has concluded; therefore, this docket will be closed.

II. ORDER

A. The Commission Orders That:

1. Commission Staff shall create a repository mechanism(s) through which we may solicit and retain relevant information on specific issues raised in this docket.  This mechanism(s) shall not contemplate additional filings in this docket.

2. This docket is closed.
3. The 20-day time period provided by § 40-6-114, C.R.S., to file an application for rehearing, reargument, or reconsideration shall begin on the first day after the effective date of this Order.
4. This Order is effective on its Mailed Date.

B. ADOPTED IN COMMISSIONERS’ WEEKLY MEETING
October 5, 2011.
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� Decision No. C08-0448 replaced Decision No. C08-0364, issued April 8, 2008.


	� Comments were filed by Aquila Networks WPC; Atmos Energy Corporation; Dr. Robert A. (Andy) Bardwell; Black Hills Utility Holding Company, Inc.; Colorado Energy Consumers Group; Colorado Independent Energy Association; Colorado Office of Consumer Counsel; Colorado Solar Energy Industry Association; Energy Outreach Colorado; Leslie Glustrom; Governor’s Energy Office;  Interwest Energy Alliance; Tom Konrad, Ph.D; Nancy LaPlaca; Public Service Company of Colorado; Ratepayers United of Colorado, LLC; Rocky Mountain Steel Mills, doing business as CF&I Steel; Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. and Sam’s West, Inc.; and Western Resource Advocates.  A number of these parties also filed letters of disclosure of ex parte meetings with Commissioners.  Letters of ex parte meetings were also filed by Climax Molybdenum Company; Dane Cobble; Ronald Lehr; and SourceGas Distribution LLC.
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