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I. Statement

1. On April 12, 2012, as amended on April 23, 2012, the County of Boulder, the City and County of Denver, and the City of Boulder (collectively, Petitioners) filed a Joint Petition for Declaratory Order (Petition). 

2. The Petition, as amended, seeks a declaration from the Commission regarding whether the new customer data disclosure rules adopted in Docket No. 10R‑799E preclude the release of data for utility customers who signed utility disclosure forms before the effective date of the rule, February 14, 2012. 

3. Pursuant to Decision No. C12-0460, issued on April 27, 2012, the Commission granted the permissive intervention of Public Service Company of Colorado (Public Service) and acknowledged the intervention as of right filed by the Colorado Office of Consumer Counsel. 

4. By minute order dated May 9, 2012, the Commission referred this Docket to the undersigned Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) for disposition. 

II. Discussion.

5. The ALJ notes that a separate proceeding was initiated on March 15, 2012, with the filing of an Advice Letter by Public Service.
  This separate proceeding was assigned Docket No. 12AL-250E and was also referred to the ALJ for disposition by order of the Commission.
6. Each of the Petitioners pursued permissive intervention and the OCC intervened of right in Docket No. 12AL-250E.  Accordingly, that proceeding and the instant Docket feature identical parties.
7. A preliminary review of the filings in this Docket and in Docket No. 12AL-250E suggests that there may be substantial overlap between the subject matter as well.  Given that the participants are the same, the ALJ inquires whether and to what extent the parties believe that the proceedings in these two dockets should be coordinated.
8. The ALJ will schedule a single prehearing procedural conference in this Docket and in Docket No. 12AL-250E.  The agenda for the conference is set forth below, but the ALJ encourages the parties to confer in advance to determine whether there is any agreement on the following topics:
a)
Scheduling date(s) for an evidentiary hearing;

b)
Establishing a prehearing procedural schedule, including deadlines for prefiling any written testimony, discovery cut-off dates, and the filing of any prehearing motions;

c)
Establishing a post-hearing deadline for the filing of written statements of position, if any;

d)
Determining whether the procedural schedule in this Docket should be coordinated with the schedule in Docket No. 12AL-250E;

e)
Establishing how, if such coordination is warranted, the issues framed by the two dockets will be presented at the time of hearing; and

f)
Resolving any relevant procedural matters raised by the parties.
9. The ALJ will schedule the joint prehearing procedural conference on June 25, 2012, in the Commission offices.  If the parties and/or their counsel have a conflict with that date, the ALJ is also available on June 26 and 28, 2012.  In such event, the parties should confer in advance and propose a mutually agreeable time for a prehearing conference on one of those two alternate dates.  

III. ORDER

A. It Is Ordered That:
1. A prehearing procedural conference will be convened as follows regarding the topics set forth in Paragraph No. 8, above:

DATE:

June 25, 2012

TIME:

9:30 a.m.

PLACE:
Commission Hearing Room


1560 Broadway, Second Floor


Denver, Colorado

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


KEITH J. KIRCHUBEL
________________________________

Administrative Law Judge



�  This Advice Letter seeks a Commission Order approving tariff sheets implementing privacy rules previously adopted by the Commission and applicable to electric utility service.
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