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I. STATEMENT

1. As noted in Decision No. R12-1125-I, issued on September 27, 2012, Applicant Public Service Company of Colorado (Public Service) filed a Stipulation on September 26, 2012, representing an agreement between Public Service and intervenor Colorado Energy Consumers (CEC) by which CEC would withdraw its request for hearing.  Public Service also filed a Motion to Approve Application and Stipulation (Motion) on September 26, 2012.  In the Motion, Public Service notes that CEC was the only party to request a hearing in this Docket.  Public Service polled the remaining intervenor parties
 and determined that none opposed the Stipulation.  Public Service moves for approval of the application without a hearing.

2. The undersigned Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) has now reviewed the Stipulation with the Commission’s Advisory Staff, along with the original Application filed on July 26, 2012.

3. Before considering and ruling on the merits of the application and the Stipulation, the ALJ requests that Public Service respond to the following questions:

a)
Assuming that the Stipulation is approved and the application granted, describe the process by which the Arapahoe 3 Station will be retired from service.

b)
Please set forth a timeline for the actions described in the answer to the previous question.

c)
What is the best estimate of the costs associated with retiring Arapahoe 3 from service?  How do these anticipated costs compare to the estimate for conversion of Arapahoe 3 to a synchronous condenser?

d)
When, and by what process will Public Service seek Commission approval for the costs associated with the retirement of Arapahoe 3?

e)
Please explain how, if at all, the abandonment of the plan to convert Arapahoe 3 to a synchronous condenser will affect the attainment of air quality goals under applicable state and/or federal law.

4. The ALJ requests that Public Service make a filing setting forth verified answers to these questions on or before November 26, 2012.

II. order

A. It Is Ordered That:

1. Applicant Public Service Company of Colorado shall make a filing setting forth verified answers to the questions posed in Section I, Paragraph No. 3, on or before November 26, 2012.

2. 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


KEITH J. KIRCHUBEL
________________________________
                      Administrative Law Judge



�  Trial Staff of the Commission, the Colorado Office of Consumer Counsel, and Western Resource Advocates.
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