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I. By the Commission

A. Statement

1. On May 4, 2012, Ms. Leslie Glustrom filed a Motion Requesting a Commission Decision on Whether Electric Commodity Adjustment (ECA) Issues Should be Addressed in this Resource Plan Docket.  On May 18, 2012, Public Service Company of Colorado (Public Service) filed a response.

2. Now being duly advised in the matter we find we find that the ECA cost recovery issues raised by Ms. Glustrom are outside the scope of Docket No. 11A-869E.

B. Discussion

3. Ms. Glustrom states that in Docket No. 09AL-299E the Commission considered a number of issues related to the ECA, including whether Xcel Energy, Inc. should bear some responsibility for fuel costs incurred to operate its fossil fuel fleet.  Ms. Glustrom asserts that in paragraph 252 of Decision No. C09-1446 issued in Docket No. 09AL-299E on December 24, 2009, the Commission stated that discussions of the ECA “are best suited for future planning dockets and even in investigatory dockets on incentive mechanisms, but not in the current case.”  Ms. Glustrom further states that issues related to costs covered by the ECA are likely best handled in a docket that is not a Resource Planning docket, but she requests a decision from the Commission on where the issues of fuel cost sharing under the ECA should be addressed.  She adds that it appears to her that a discussion of ECA issues would be best handled in a docket devoted to ECA or other cost recovery issues.
4. Public Service responds that ECA cost recovery issues are not relevant to a resource planning docket and should not be addressed in Docket No. 11A-869E.  Public Service also asserts that Ms. Glustrom misinterpreted paragraph 252 of Decision No. C09-1446.  Contrary to Ms. Glustrom’s statements, Public Service asserts that this paragraph discusses the concept that resource fuel choice proposals can be addressed in future resource planning dockets or investigatory dockets.  The Commission did not suggest that cost recovery decisions will or should be addressed in resource planning dockets.

5. First, we agree with Public Service and Ms. Glustrom that this docket is not the proper venue to address Ms. Glustrom’s ECA issues.  ECA cost recovery issues are not relevant to a resource planning docket, and we find that the ECA cost recovery issues raised by Ms. Glustrom are outside the scope of Docket No. 11A-869E.  

6. Next, we agree with Public Service that Ms. Glustrom misconstrues paragraph 252 of Decision No. C09‑1446.  We clarify here that paragraph 252 does not intend to introduce ECA cost recovery issues into resource planning dockets.  Rather, fuel choice proposals should be addressed in resource planning dockets.

II. ORDER

A. The Commission Orders That:

1. The Electric Commodity Adjustment cost recovery issues raised by 
Ms. Leslie Glustrom in her May 4, 2012 Motion Requesting a Commission Decision on Whether Electric Commodity Adjustment Issues Should be Addressed in this Resource Plan Docket are outside the scope of Docket No. 11A-869E.

2. This Order is effective upon its Mailed Date.

B. ADOPTED IN COMMISSIONERS’ WEEKLY MEETING, 
May 30, 2012.
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Doug Dean, 
Director
	THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO


JOSHUA B. EPEL
________________________________


JAMES K. TARPEY
________________________________

Commissioners

COMMISSIONER MATT BAKER RESIGNED EFFECTIVE MAY 11, 2012.
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