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I. STATEMENT  
1. On October 13, 2011, Public Service Company of Colorado (Public Service, PSCo, or Applicant) filed a Verified Application that seeks Commission approval of changes to PSCo's Windsource program and that seeks Commission approval of a new and additional 
long-term fixed-price Windsource offering.  That filing commenced this proceeding.  

2. On October 14, 2011, the Commission issued its Notice of Application Filed (Notice).  That Notice established an intervention period.  In addition, the Notice contained a procedural schedule.  Decision No. R11-1376-I vacated that procedural schedule.  
3. The following parties intervened of right or were granted permission to intervene:  CF&I Steel, LP, doing business as Evraz Rocky Mountain Steel (CF&I); City of Boulder (Boulder); Climax Molybdenum Company (Climax); Colorado Energy Consumers (CEC); Colorado Governor's Energy Office (GEO); Colorado Harvesting Energy Network (CHEN); 
Colorado Independent Energy Association (CIEA); Colorado Office of Consumer Counsel (OCC); EnCana Oil & Gas (USA) (EnCana); Interwest Energy Alliance (Interwest); Leslie Glustrom (Glustrom); Noble Energy, Inc. (Noble); Trial Staff of the Commission (Staff); and Western Resource Advocates (WRA).  
4. Boulder, CEC, CF&I, CHEN, CIEA, Climax, EnCana, GEO, Glustrom, Interwest, Noble, OCC, Staff, and WRA, collectively, are the Intervenors.  Applicant and Intervenors, collectively, are the Parties.  

5. By Decision No. C11-1336, the Commission referred this matter to an Administrative Law Judge (ALJ).  

6. By Decision No. R12-0017-I, as pertinent here, the ALJ established the procedural schedule and scheduled the final prehearing conference and the evidentiary hearing in this matter.  As relevant here, the procedural schedule states:  on or before February 21, 2012, each intervenor is to file its answer testimony and exhibits; on or before March 8, 2012, Public Service is to file its rebuttal testimony and exhibits; and on or before March 8, 2012, each intervenor is to file cross-answer testimony and exhibits.  
7. On February 21, 2012, OCC filed (in one document) a Motion for Modification of Procedural Schedule and for an Extension of Time to File Answer Testimony and Exhibits and Rebuttal [and] Cross-Answer Testimony and Exhibits [OCC Motion] and Request for Waiver of Response Time [OCC Request].  In that filing, OCC states that, on the afternoon of February 18, 2012, PSCo filed a verified application, now docketed as Docket No. 12A-155E, that references this Windsource proceeding and that may have an impact on this proceeding.  OCC seeks a 
two-day extension of time for the filing of answer testimony and exhibits, apparently so that Intervenors, if they wish to do so, may take the new application into consideration in their answer testimony and exhibits.  OCC also seeks a limited extension of time 
(to and including March 12, 2012) for the filing of rebuttal testimony and exhibits and of cross-answer testimony and exhibits.  No other procedural dates will change or be affected if the OCC Motion is granted.  Finally, OCC seeks a waiver of response time to the OCC Motion.  

8. The OCC represents that the following parties do not oppose the OCC Motion:  Applicant, CEC, CHEN, CIEA, GEO, Staff, and WRA.  OCC further represents that, although copied on all e-mails pertaining to the OCC Motion, the following parties did not respond:  Boulder, CF&I, Climax, EnCana, Glustrom, Interwest, and Noble.  

9. On February 21, 2012, Interwest filed a response to the OCC Motion in which Interwest states that it has no objection to the relief sought in the OCC Motion.  Interwest states that it was not included in the e-mails pertaining to the OCC Motion.  

10. On February 21, 2012, EnCana and Noble filed a response to the OCC Motion in which they state that they have no objection to the relief sought in the OCC Motion.  EnCana and Noble also state that they were not included in the e-mails pertaining to the OCC Motion.  

11. On February 21, 2012, Boulder filed its answer testimony and exhibits.  

12. The ALJ finds that the OCC Request states good cause and that no party will be prejudiced if the OCC Request is granted.  The ALJ will grant the OCC Request and will waive response time to the OCC Motion.  

13. The ALJ finds that the OCC Motion states good cause and that no party will be prejudiced if the OCC Motion is granted.  The ALJ will grant the OCC Motion and will modify the procedural schedule established in Decision No. R12-0017-I as follows:  (a) on or before February 23, 2012, each intervenor will file its answer testimony and exhibits; (b) on or before March 12, 2012, Applicant will file its rebuttal testimony and exhibits; and (c) on or before March 12, 2012, each intervenor will file cross-answer testimony and exhibits.  

14. The remainder of the procedural schedule established in Decision No. R12-0017-I is unaffected by the modifications made in this Order.  Likewise, the advisements contained in previous orders entered in this docket are unaffected by this Order.  

II. ORDER  
A. It Is Ordered That:  
1. The Motion for Modification of Procedural Schedule and for an Extension of Time to File Answer Testimony and Exhibits and Rebuttal [and] Cross-Answer Testimony and Exhibits is granted.  

2. The procedural schedule adopted in Decision No. R12-0017-I is modified as follows:  (a) on or before February 23, 2012, each intervenor shall file its answer testimony and exhibits; (b) on or before March 12, 2012, Public Service Company of Colorado shall file its rebuttal testimony and exhibits; and (c) on or before March 12, 2012, each intervenor shall file cross-answer testimony and exhibits.  
3. The remainder of the procedural schedule, including the final prehearing conference and the evidentiary hearing dates, is as established in Decision No. R12-0017-I.  

4. The Request for Waiver of Response Time is granted.  

5. Response time to the Motion for Modification of Procedural Schedule and for an Extension of Time to File Answer Testimony and Exhibits and Rebuttal [and] Cross-Answer Testimony and Exhibits is waived.  

6. The Parties shall be held to the advisements in the orders entered in this docket.  

7. This Order is effective immediately.  

	(S E A L)

[image: image1.png]



ATTEST: A TRUE COPY


[image: image2.wmf] 

 

 


Doug Dean, 
Director
	THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO



MANA L. JENNINGS-FADER
________________________________

Administrative Law Judge




5

_1219490348.doc
[image: image1.png]Lo




[image: image2.png]





 












