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I. STATEMENT

1. On September 26, 2011, Public Service Company of Colorado (Public Service or Company) filed PSCo's Motion for Prehearing Conference and Request Shortened Notice (Motion).  Public Service requests that the pending prehearing conference in this matter be rescheduled to determine the procedures in this case going forward because no answer testimony stands in opposition to the application and discovery is sought as to party positions in the proceeding to determine whether a hearing is necessary.  Public Service requests shortened response time to the request because it believes that it will be in all of the parties’ interest to hold the requested prehearing conference and to determine whether there needs to be a hearing.
2. On September 27, 2011, Ms. Leslie Glustrom filed the 11A-325E Glustrom Response Mtn PHC and Hearing.  Ms. Glustrom addresses Public Service’s stated purpose of determining whether a hearing is necessary and possibly changing the dates.  She has been scheduled to be out of town and specifically planned her travels around the scheduled hearing date in this matter.  Additionally, as she plans to cross-examine Public Service witnesses based upon discovery conducted herein.

3. On September 28, 2011, the Response to Motion for Prehearing Conference was filed by Climax Molybdenum Company (Climax).  Climax states that it and CF&I Steel, LP, doing business as Evraz Rocky Mountain Steel (ERMS) object to rescheduling the prehearing conference. 

4. Climax and ERMS contest the Company's application and intend to 
cross-examine Public Service witnesses at hearing.  It is argued that requested relief should be denied as declining to file answer testimony does not mean the Company’s factual testimony is undisputed.

5. On September 28, 2011, Western Resource Advocates' (WRA) Response to PSCo's Motion for an Order Scheduling a Prehearing Conference was filed.  WRA supports the relief requested in the Motion. It is suggested to be most efficient for all parties to have an understanding of the scope and possible length of the hearings set for October 17 through 19, 2011. Furthermore, counsel for WRA is scheduled to participate in another hearing in another Commission proceeding that begins on October 19, 2011.

6. Public Service requests shortening of response time to two business days, for a request to conduct a prehearing conference in 7 days, when a prehearing conference is already scheduled in 18 days.  The stated grounds are Public Service’s speculative belief that it is in the best interest of all to conduct a prehearing conference, which is already scheduled to occur.

7. No response filed to date specifically opposes Public Service’s request to shorten response time.  However, the undersigned will not assume the motion for shortened response time is unopposed prior to the expiration of response time provided in Rule 1400, Rules of Practice and Procedure, 4 Code of Colorado Regulations 723-1.  Public Service does not represent that the motion for shortened response time is unopposed.  

8. Under the circumstances present, it is found that Public Service failed to demonstrate good cause to shorten response time to its motion to September 28, 2011.  

II. ORDER
A. It Is Ordered That:

9. The Request to Shortened Notice filed September 26, 2011 is denied.

10. This Order is effective immediately.
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Doug Dean, 
Director
	THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO



G. HARRIS ADAMS
________________________________

Administrative Law Judge
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