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I. BY THE COMMISSION

A. Statement
1. This Decision grants the requests for permissive intervention by Western Resource Advocates (WRA), Sunrun, Inc. (Sunrun), and Energy Freedom Coalition of America (EFCA). 

2. We also direct Public Service Company of Colorado (Public Service) to confer with the parties and file a proposed procedural schedule by Monday, December 7, 2015. 

B. Background

3. On October 29, 2015, Public Service filed an Application for Approval of Two Innovative Clean Technology Projects (Application).  Public Service requests expedited treatment of the Application culminating in a final decision by mid-February 2016.

4. For the first project, known as the Panasonic project, Public Service would install utility-scale solar generation and one large battery at a location near Denver International Airport.  The Panasonic project will have the capability to be operated as a microgrid as well as connected to the regional grid.  

5. For the second project, known as the Stapleton project, Public Service would install six batteries on the customer side of the meter at residences that already have rooftop solar.  The Stapleton project will also install six batteries on the feeder in that area, which receives significant power flowing from distributed generation.  These “utility-sited” batteries would store excess energy and discharge it during peak load hours.  

6. On November 25, 2015, by Decision No. C15-1254-I, the Commission set a prehearing conference for December 9, 2015. 
C. Interventions

7. Notices of intervention as of right were timely filed by Staff of the Colorado Public Utilities Commission (Staff), the Office of Consumer Counsel (OCC), and the Colorado Energy Office (CEO).  The OCC contests the Application and originally requested a hearing in this matter.  The OCC has since withdrawn its request for a hearing.

8. Staff, the OCC, and CEO are parties in this Proceeding.

9. WRA filed a petition to intervene, which was not opposed.  We find good cause to grant WRA’s intervention.  WRA is a party in this Proceeding.

10. Requests to intervene were also filed by Sunrun and EFCA, who oppose the Application.  EFCA also requests a hearing.  

11. Rule 1401 of the Rules of Practice and Procedure, 4 Code of Colorado Regulations 723-1, provides the Commission discretion to allow permissive intervention of parties with pecuniary or tangible interests in the proceeding and whose interests are not otherwise adequately represented. 

12. Sunrun designs, installs, and maintains residential solar panel installations.  It also offers renewable energy storage systems through its subsidiary.  Sunrun states that its pecuniary interest may be affected by this proceeding because Public Service intends to offer competitive products as rate-regulated products, which will affect the market for battery storage in Colorado.  

13. EFCA is a national advocacy group that promotes the use of distributed energy resources.  Its members provide solar generation, battery storage, and microgrids.  EFCA states that this proceeding will affect the pecuniary interests of its members because they may wish to submit a proposal to participate in the Stapleton project.  Additionally, Public Service’s proposal may create barriers to entry in the competitive solar plus storage industry. 

14. Public Service opposes Sunrun’s and EFCA’s interventions, arguing that they have not demonstrated pecuniary or tangible interests in the Application.  According to Public Service, Sunrun and EFCA have only policy interests in the proposed innovative clean technology (ICT) projects, which are insufficient for permissive intervention under Rule 1401.

15. We conclude that Sunrun and EFCA have demonstrated that this proceeding may affect their pecuniary interests, and we grant their motions to intervene.  Sunrun and EFCA are parties in this Proceeding.
D. Instructions to the Parties

16. Public Service shall confer with the intervening parties and attempt to develop a proposed procedural schedule.  The proposed schedule shall be filed no later than 5:00 p.m. on December 7, 2015.  If the parties cannot reach consensus on a schedule, Public Service and the parties offering alternative schedules must file their proposals no later than 5:00 p.m. on December 7, 2015.

17. In addition, at the prehearing conference, counsel for the parties should be prepared to state whether any parties oppose examining battery storage as an ICT.  
II. ORDER
A. It Is Ordered That:

1. Staff of the Colorado Public Utilities Commission, the Office of Consumer Counsel, and the Colorado Energy Office are parties in this Proceeding.

2. The Petition for Leave to Intervene filed by Western Resource Advocates (WRA) on November 19, 2015, is granted.  WRA is a party in this Proceeding.

3. The Motion to Intervened filed by Sunrun, Inc. (Sunrun) on November 9, 2015, is granted.  Sunrun is a party in this Proceeding.

4. The Petition to Intervene filed by Energy Freedom Coalition of America (EFCA) on November 19, 2015, is granted. EFCA is a party in this Proceeding.

5. Public Service Company of Colorado shall confer with the parties and file a proposed procedural schedule by 5:00 p.m. on December 7, 2015, consistent with the discussion above.  Any proposed procedural schedule shall be filed no later than December 7, 2015.

6. Consistent with the discussion above, parties shall be prepared to discuss any opposition to battery storage as an innovative clean technology at the prehearing conference.

7. This Decision is effective on its mailed date.

B. ADOPTED IN COMMISSIONERS' WEEKLY MEETING
December 2, 2015.
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