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I. By the Commission

A. Statement

1. On October 31, 2011, Public Service Company of Colorado (the Company) filed an Application for Approval of its 2011 Electric Resource Plan (ERP).  On November 30, 2011, Ms. Leslie Glustrom (Glustrom) filed a petition to intervene.  On December 2, 2011, Ratepayers United of Colorado (RUC) filed a petition to intervene.  By Decision No. C11-1391, issued December 27, 2011 (and reissued on January 3, 2012), we requested Ms. Glustrom and RUC to provide additional information regarding their requests for intervention.

2. On December 30, 2011 Ms. Glustrom filed her Response to Order C11-1391, and on January 4, 2012 RUC filed its Response to Request for Additional Information.

3. We find that the sole basis Ms. Glustrom provides as warranting her intervention in this docket is to provide testimony and information she has compiled on the issues of coal costs and coal supply.  Because delivered coal prices to the Company’s power plants is a valid issue in the context of this ERP proceeding, we will grant Ms. Glustrom’s petition for intervention for the limited purpose of addressing coal price and coal supply issues.  
However, we are not making a determination on whether Ms. Glustrom is qualified to address these issues as an expert witness in the proceeding. 

4. In its response, RUC asserts that it has a statutory right to intervene under 
§ 40-6.5-104(2), C.R.S.  We find that RUC does not meet the requirements for intervention by right under § 40-6.5-104(2), C.R.S.

5. RUC also provides discussion differentiating its interests from those of the Office of Consumer Counsel (OCC).  RUC argues that its interests are more narrowly focused than the OCC’s charge to represent the broad public interest of residential, small business, and agricultural ratepayers.  We accept this representation, and will therefore grant permissive intervention to RUC.  However, we direct RUC to take necessary precautions to avoid duplicating the efforts of the OCC.

II. ORDER

A. The Commission Orders That:
1. The petition for intervention filed by Ms. Leslie Glustrom is granted, consistent with the above discussion.

2. The petition for intervention filed by Ratepayers United of Colorado is granted, consistent with the above discussion.

3. This Order is effective upon its Mailed Date.

B. ADOPTED IN COMMISSIONERS’ WEEKLY MEETING
January 18, 2012.
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