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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.  

2. By Decision No. R11-1056-I, issued September 28, 2011, the request for shortened response time was denied.

3. 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.

4. 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.  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 that it will 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. On September 28, 2011, the Sierra Club's Response to Motion for Prehearing Conference was filed by the Sierra Club Environmental Law Program (Sierra Club).  The Sierra Club does not object to Public Service’s request to reschedule the conference.  Whether at the currently scheduled time or Public Service’s requested alternative, Sierra Club requests to participate in the conference by telephone.  Sierra Club accepts the risk that technical complications may disrupt Sierra Club’s ability to participate in the prehearing conference.  Sierra Club anticipates that it will have few, if any, cross-examination questions and believes there may be value in the parties reevaluating the scope of hearing.

7. On October 5, 2011, the Response of CEC and CIEA to PSCo's Motion for Prehearing Conference.pdf was filed by the Colorado Energy Consumers Group (CEC).  CEC and the Colorado Independent Energy Association (CIEA) oppose the requested relief and dispute the stated grounds.  They state the application remains opposed and that failure to file answer testimony alone is no grounds to find otherwise and does not forfeit their right to 
cross-examine witnesses as their interests may appear.

8. Public Service failed to show good cause to reschedule the prehearing conference in this contested matter.  The application remains contested and concerns raised by all parties can be addressed at the previously-scheduled prehearing conference.  Sierra Club may participate in the conference by telephone.

II. ORDER
A. It Is Ordered That:

9. PSCo's Motion for Prehearing Conference filed by Public Service Company of Colorado on September 26, 2011, is denied.

10. This Order is effective immediately.
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________________________________
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