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I. STATEMENT

1. On March 3, 2015, Public Service Company of Colorado (Public Service, PSCo, or Company), filed Advice Letter No. 876 - Gas (Advice Letter).  Generally speaking and as a high-level description of the filing, the Company proposes:  (a) to implement a Multi-Year Rate Plan (MYRP), which has several components, for the years 2015 through 2017; (b) to increase, through three General Rate Schedule Adjustments (GRSAs) based on Future Test Years (FTYs), the base rates for its natural gas sales and transportation customers (one GRSA for each year 2015 through 2017
); and (c) to extend the applicability of the Pipeline System Integrity Adjustment (PSIA) through December 31, 2020 and to change PSIA programs.
  Accompanying the Advice Letter are tariff sheets that, if in effect and among other things, would put into effect the Company’s proposals.  

2. On March 3, 2015, the Company filed the direct testimony and exhibits of 15 witnesses in support of the Company’s proposals and proposed tariffs.  

3. On March 19, 2015, by Decision No. C15-0255, the Commission set this Proceeding for hearing and suspended for a period of 120 days the effective date of the tariffs that accompanied the Advice Letter.  The initial suspension period expires on August 1, 2015.  

4. In Decision No. C15-0255, the Commission referred this Proceeding to an Administrative Law Judge (ALJ).  

A. Extension of Suspension Period.  

5. The tariffs that accompanied the Advice Letter have an effective date of April 3, 2015.  Pursuant to § 40-6-111(1), C.R.S., the Commission suspended the effective date of the tariffs that accompanied Advice Letter No. 876 - Gas for a period of 120 days (that is, until August 1, 2015).  Pursuant to § 40-6-111(1), C.R.S., by separate decision, the effective date of the tariffs that accompanied the Advice Letter may be suspended for a period of an additional 90 days (that is, until October 30, 2015).  

6. By this Interim Decision and in accordance with § 40-6-111(1), C.R.S., the ALJ will suspend the effective date of the tariffs that accompanied the Advice Letter for a period of an additional 90 days (that is, until October 30, 2015).  If the Commission does not establish new rates on or before October 30, 2015, the tariffs that accompanied the Advice Letter may become effective.  If the Commission does not permanently suspend, on or before October 30, 2015, the tariffs that accompanied the Advice Letter, those tariffs may become effective.  

B. Interventions.  

7. In Decision No. C15-0255, the Commission established a 30-day intervention period.  The intervention period expired on April 20, 2015.
  

1. Interventions as of Right.  

8. On March 27, 2015, Staff of the Commission (Staff) filed (in one document) its Notice of Intervention as of Right, Entry of Appearance, Notice Pursuant to Rule 1007(a) and Rule 1401 and Request for Hearing.  In accordance with Rule 4 Code of Colorado Regulations (CCR) 723-1-1007(a),
 in that filing Staff identified the Trial Advocacy (Litigation) Staff and the Advisory Staff.  Staff is an intervenor as of right and a party in this Proceeding.  

9. On April 1, 2015, the Colorado Office of Consumer Counsel (OCC) filed (in one document) its Notice of Intervention of Right, Entry of Appearance and Request for Hearing.  OCC is an intervenor as of right and a party in this Proceeding.  

2. Interventions by Permission.  

10. Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1401(c) governs interventions by permission.  As pertinent here, that Rule provides:  

 
A motion to permissively intervene shall state the specific grounds relied upon for intervention; the claim or defense within the scope of the Commission’s jurisdiction on which the requested intervention is based, including the specific interest that justifies intervention; and why the filer is positioned to represent that interest in a manner that will advance the just resolution of the proceeding.  The motion must demonstrate that the subject proceeding may substantially affect the pecuniary or tangible interests of the movant (or those it may represent) and that the movant’s interests would not otherwise be adequately represented.  If a motion to permissively intervene is filed in a natural gas ... proceeding by a residential consumer, [an] agricultural consumer, or [a] small business consumer, the motion must discuss whether the distinct interest of the consumer is either not adequately represented by the OCC or inconsistent with other classes of consumers represented by the OCC.  The Commission will consider these factors in determining whether permissive intervention should be granted.  Subjective, policy, or academic interest in a proceeding is not a sufficient basis to intervene.  Motions to intervene by permission will not be decided prior to expiration of the notice period.  

(Emphasis supplied.)  Pursuant to Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1500, the person seeking leave to intervene by permission bears the burden of proof with respect to the relief sought.  In accordance with Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1400(d), the “Commission may deem a failure to file a response as a confession of the motion.”  
11. On April 3, 2015, the City and County of Denver (Denver) filed its Motion to Intervene (Denver Motion).  As pertinent here, Denver has a franchise agreement with PSCo for the provisioning of natural gas within Denver.  Denver also is a gas customer of PSCo.  In the Denver Motion, Denver establishes that this Proceeding may substantially affect its pecuniary or tangible interests and that its interests are not otherwise adequately represented.  The Denver Motion is unopposed.  Denver has demonstrated that it meets the requirements for intervention by permission established in Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1401(c).  By this Interim Decision, the ALJ will grant the Denver Motion and will grant Denver permission to intervene.  Denver is an intervenor and a party in this Proceeding.

12. On April 3, 2015, the Federal Executive Agencies (FEA) filed its Motion to Intervene (FEA Motion).  FEA is a group of United States government federal agencies that “have offices, facilities, and/or installations in the service area of [PSCo] and also purchase gas utility service from PSCo.”  FEA Motion at ¶ 2.  The General Services Administration has delegated to the United States Department of Defense the authority “to represent, through Department of the Air Force counsel, the consumer interest of the FEA in this” Proceeding.  Id.  In the FEA Motion, FEA establishes that this Proceeding may substantially affect its pecuniary or tangible interests and that its interests are not otherwise adequately represented.  
The FEA Motion is unopposed.  FEA has demonstrated that it meets the requirements for intervention by permission set out in Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1401(c).  By this Interim Decision, the ALJ will grant the FEA Motion and will grant FEA permission to intervene.  FEA is an intervenor and a party in this Proceeding.  

13. On April 3, 2015, SourceGas Distribution LLC (SourceGas) filed its Motion to Intervene by Permission (SourceGas Motion).  SourceGas is a gas transportation customer of PSCo; SourceGas takes service under one of Public Service’s transportation tariffs at issue in this Proceeding.  In the SourceGas Motion, SourceGas establishes that this Proceeding may substantially affect its pecuniary or tangible interests and that its interests are not otherwise adequately represented.  The SourceGas Motion is unopposed.  SourceGas has demonstrated that it meets the requirements for intervention by permission set out in Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1401(c).  By this Interim Decision, the ALJ will grant the SourceGas Motion and will grant SourceGas permission to intervene.  SourceGas is an intervenor and a party in this Proceeding.  

14. On April 13, 2015, WoodRiver Energy, LLC (WoodRiver) filed its Petition to Intervene (WoodRiver Petition).  WoodRiver is a gas transportation customer of PSCo and takes service under three of Public Service’s transportation tariffs.  Public Service proposes to increase its rates for one or more of the tariffs under which WoodRiver takes transportation service.  
As of the date of this Interim Decision, the response time to the WoodRiver Petition has not run.  

15. On April 17, 2015, Climax Molybdenum Company (Climax) filed its Petition to Intervene (Climax Petition).  Climax is a gas transportation customer of PSCo and takes service at its facilities at the Climax molybdenum mine near Leadville, Colorado and at the Henderson molybdenum mine near Empire, Colorado.  Public Service proposes to increase its rates for the tariff under which Climax takes transportation service.  As of the date of this Interim Decision, the response time to the Climax Petition has not run.  

16. On April 17, 2015, the Colorado Gas Transporters, a group of six customers taking gas transportation service from PSCo, filed a Motion to Intervene (Colorado Gas Transporters Motion).  Colorado Gas Transporters take gas transportation service from various gas rate tariffs of Public Service.  Public Service proposes to increase its rates for one or more of the tariffs under which the Colorado Gas Transporters take transportation service.  As of the date of this Interim Decision, the response time to the Colorado Gas Transporters Motion has not run.  

17. On April 20, 2015, Energy Outreach Colorado (EOC) filed (in one document) a Motion to Intervene and Entry of Appearance (EOC Motion).  EOC is a nonprofit corporation, the mission of which “is to ensure that low-income Colorado households meet their home energy need” (EOC Motion at ¶ 1) by collecting and disbursing low-income energy assistance funds.  These funds include monies donated to EOC by Public Service in accordance with Commission decisions.  EOC seeks to assure continuation of that source of donations.  In addition, EOC is a natural gas commercial ratepayer of Public Service.  Public Service proposes to increase its rates for the tariff under which EOC takes service.  Finally, EOC states that the proposed rate “increases will also affect the low-income Colorado households in PSCo’s service territory that take natural gas service from PSCo whose interests EOC represents (EOC Motion at ¶ 3 (emphasis supplied)).  As of the date of this Interim Decision, the response time to the EOC Motion has not run.  

18. As of the date of this Interim Decision and for purposes of this Interim Decision only, Climax, Colorado Gas Transporters, Denver, EOC, FEA, OCC, SourceGas, Staff, and WoodRiver, collectively, are the Intervenors; each individually is an Intervenor.  Public Service and the Intervenors, collectively, are the Parties.  

C. Motions for Admission Pro Hac Vice.  

19. Legal counsel who are not licensed to practice law in Colorado (out-of-state attorneys) must be granted permission to appear pro hac vice in this Proceeding.  Counsel who seek to appear pro hac vice must comply with Colorado Rule of Civil Procedure (Colo.R.Civ.P.) 205.5.  Colo.R.Civ.P. 205.5 incorporates by reference Colo.R.Civ.P. 205.3.  
20. As pertinent here, Colo.R.Civ.P. 205.3(2)(a) details what an out-of-state attorney must do to be permitted to appear pro hac vice and includes these requirements:  

(i)
File a verified motion with the [administrative agency] requesting permission to appear;  

(ii)
Designate an associate attorney who is admitted and licensed to practice law in Colorado;  

(iii)
File a copy of the verified motion with the Clerk of the Supreme Court Office of Attorney Registration at the same time the verified motion is filed with the [administrative agency];  

(iv)
Pay the required fee to the Clerk of the Supreme Court collected by the Office of Attorney Registration; and  

(v)
Obtain permission from the [administrative agency] for such appearance.  

21. Colo.R.Civ.P. 205.3(2)(b) specifies the content of a motion for leave to appear pro hac vice.  Of particular importance here are:  (a) Colo.R.Civ.P. 205.3(2)(b)(vi), which requires that a motion for leave to appear pro hac vice include the “name, address, and membership status of the licensed Colorado attorney associated for purposes of the representation;” and (b) Colo.R.Civ.P. 205.3(2)(b)(viii), which requires such a motion to include the “signature of the licensed Colorado associate attorney, verifying that attorney’s association on the matter[.]”  

22. In addition, Colo.R.Civ.P. 205.3(3) provides:  

 
The name and address of the licensed Colorado associate attorney must be shown on all papers served and filed by the out-of-state attorney in a pro hac vice representation.  The Colorado associate attorney shall appear personally and, unless excused, remain in attendance with the out-of-state attorney in all pro hac vice appearances.  

23. On April 3, 2015, Lt. Col. John C. Degnan entered his appearance in this Proceeding by signing the FEA Motion to Intervene.  Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1201(c).  Lt. Col. Degnan appears to be an out-of-state attorney, and he has not filed in this Proceeding a motion for permission to appear pro hac vice.  

24. For the reasons discussed above, Lt. Col. Degnan may not appear in this Proceeding unless and until he has been granted permission to appear pro hac vice to represent FEA in this matter.  

25. The FEA Motion to Intervene requests that all filings in this Proceeding be served on Juan J. Godinez and Thomas A. Jerrigan.  From the FEA Motion, the ALJ cannot determine whether either Juan J. Godinez or Thomas A. Jerrigan (or both) represents FEA in this matter.  If one of these individuals seeks to represent FEA and is an out of-state attorney, that individual must meet the requirements discussed here.  

26. The ALJ will order that motions for admission pro hac vice be filed not later than May 4, 2015.  

D. Prehearing Conference.  

27. It is necessary to schedule hearing dates, to establish a procedural schedule, and to discuss other matters in this Proceeding.  To do so, by this Interim Decision the ALJ will schedule a May 6, 2015 prehearing conference in this Proceeding.  

28. At the prehearing conference, the Parties must be prepared to discuss the Climax Petition, the Colorado Gas Transporters Motion, the EOC Motion, the WoodRiver Petition, and any other pending motions or petitions requesting permission to intervene in this Proceeding.  

29. At the prehearing conference, each intervenor must be prepared to state whether it supports, opposes, or takes no position on the Public Service proposals pertaining to the MYRP (taken as a whole) contained in the tariffs that accompany the Advice Letter.  

30. At the prehearing conference, each intervenor must be prepared to state whether it supports, opposes, or takes no position on the Public Service proposals with respect to the PSIA (taken as a whole) contained in the tariffs that accompany the Advice Letter.  

31. On March 10, 2015, Public Service filed a Motion for Extraordinary Protection of Highly Confidential Information (PSCo Motion).  In that filing, Public Service seeks extraordinary protection for “the highly confidential information expected to arise in this proceeding, for which the Commission granted highly confidential protective orders in the 2014 Electric Rate Case” (PSCo Motion at 1-2).
  At the prehearing conference, each intervenor other than OCC and Staff must be prepared to state whether it supports, opposes, or takes no position on the PSCo Motion and the requested extraordinary protections.  

32. In Proceeding No. 12AL-1268G, In the Matter of Advice Letter No. 830-Gas of Public Service Company of Colorado, with Accompanying Tariff Sheets Concerning Implementing a General Rate Schedule Adjustment (GRSA), to be Effective January 12, 2013 (2012 PSCo Gas Rate Case or 2012 Gas Rate Case), as relevant here, Public Service  

requested three separate rate increases in the form of a General Rate Schedule Adjustment for 2013, 2014, and 2015 ... pursuant to a Multi-Year Plan (MYP) tariff[.]  

 
A legal dispute arose regarding whether the Commission may suspend the base rate increases proposed for 2014 and 2015 for a total of up [to] 210 days after these increases otherwise would go into effect (210 days after January 1, 2014 and January 1, 2015) or whether the Commission is limited to a single suspension period for all base rate increases set forth on the MYP tariff sheet (210 days after January 12, 2013).  The parties disagreed on the interpretation of 
§ 40-6-111(1)(b), C.R.S., other statutes in Title 40, and applicable Commission Rules.  

* * *  

 
We reaffirm [the conclusion reached in the 2012 PSCo Gas Rate Case] that a resolution of these legal issues will benefit the Commission, regulated utilities, ratepayers, and other stakeholders.  We therefore find good cause to open a proceeding on our own motion to consider these matters.  

* * *  

 
We refer this proceeding to an Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) for issuance of a recommended decision.  We direct the ALJ to address the legal disputes addressed in the [legal briefs of which administrative notice was taken] and to address whether the Commission should open a rulemaking to codify its rulings on the merits of those legal issues.  

Decision No. C14-0302 at ¶¶ 1-2, 4, and 6.
  That Commission Decision commenced Proceeding No. 14M-0241EG, In the Matter of Commission Consideration of Multi-Year Rate Plan Advice Letter Filings and Tariff Sheets.  

33. On March 4, 2015, by Decision No. R15-0202, the undersigned ALJ issued these declaratory rulings in Proceeding No. 14M-0241EG:  

... electric public utilities and gas public utilities have the statutory right to file in one proposed tariff a Multi-Year Rate Plan (MYRP) that has a single effective date and that seeks to change the filing public utility’s rates, terms, and/or conditions for utility service over time based on stepped (or phased-in) changes that will occur on specific dates in the future.  

... if the Commission elects to suspend an MYRP tariff for investigation and hearing pursuant to § 40-6-111(1), C.R.S., by its decision the Commission suspends the entire MYRP tariff filing.  

... if the Commission elects to suspend an MYRP tariff for investigation and hearing pursuant to § 40-6-111(1), C.R.S., the suspension period commences on the proposed effective date of the entire MYRP tariff as stated in the filing utility’s Advice Letter.  

Decision No. R15-0202 at Ordering Paragraphs No. 1 through No. 3.  No exceptions were filed.  The Commission sua sponte stayed Decision No. R15-0202.  As of the date of the Interim Decision, the Commission has not issued a decision.  
34. At the prehearing conference, the Parties must be prepared to discuss the impact (if any) of Decision No. R15-0202 in the instant Proceeding.  In particular, the ALJ is interested in knowing whether one or more Parties intends to raise in this case the legal issues addressed in Proceeding No. 14M-0241EG.  

35. In the summary of her direct testimony at unnumbered page 2, PSCo witness Deborah A. Blair states:  “She provides the [Historical Test Year (HTY)] for informational purposes and as the starting point for the development of the Test Years which [are] the basis for the Company’s requested rate increase” (emphasis supplied).  

36. At the prehearing conference, the Company must be prepared:  (a) to explain the meaning of the phrase “informational purposes”; and (b) to explain the informational role that the Company expects the HTY presented in the Direct Testimony and Attachments of PSCo witness Blair to play in the Company’s case given the Company’s apparent reliance on the HTY as the basis for development of the Company-supported FTYs.  See, e.g., Decision 
No. R13-1307
 at ¶ 78 (the Company “neither relies on nor endorses the Commission-ordered HTY as a basis for a Company-sponsored or Company-requested revenue requirement”) and id. at ¶¶ 74-78 (general discussion of issue).  

37. At the prehearing conference, each intervenor must be prepared to explain the role (if any) that the intervenor expects the Company’s informational HTY presented in the Direct Testimony and Attachments of PSCo witness Blair to play in the intervenor’s case.  

In its Intervention, OCC requests that the ALJ order Public Service to make additional filings in this Proceeding.  OCC requests that:  (a) “the ALJ order PSCo to file 

38. historical test year data for calendar year 2014” (OCC Intervention at ¶ 5(c)); and (b) “the ALJ order PSCo to amend its Direct Testimony to comply with” Decision No. R13-1307 at ¶ 155 (OCC Intervention at ¶ 5(i)).  At the prehearing conference, the Parties must be prepared to discuss these OCC requests.  

39. In the 2012 PSCo Gas Rate Case, as pertinent here, the Company filed an MYRP with FTYs and a Commission-ordered HTY.  In that Proceeding, the Commission clarified the burden of going forward and the burden of proof:  

 
Public Service, as the proponent of a rate increase, shall have the burden of going forward and the burden of proof as to the FTY case it has filed.  Intervenors shall have the burden of going forward on any adjustment to the FTY sponsored by Public Service.  Intervenors shall have the burden of going forward and the burden of proof if an HTY is the result sought.  Public Service does not have the burden of disproving an HTY in order to prevail on its FTY.  

Decision No. C13-0064 at ¶ 15 (emphasis supplied).  At the prehearing conference, the Parties must be prepared to discuss whether this clarification is relevant to, and should apply in, the instant Proceeding.  
40. At the prehearing conference, and assuming that the clarification is appropriate for use in this Proceeding, the Parties must be prepared to discuss how to implement the clarification given that, if it is the proponent of an HTY, an intervenor is entitled to rebut testimony challenging the advocated HTY.  In the 2012 Gas Rate Case, the following procedure was used:  (a) in answer testimony, intervenors presented their cases, including their “direct” HTY cases; (b) in rebuttal testimony, the Company responded to answer testimony and included its “answer” to the “direct” HTY case presented in answer testimony; (c) in cross-answer testimony, intervenors responded to other intervenors’ answer testimony and included “answer” to the “direct” HTY case presented in answer testimony; and (d) in sur-rebuttal testimony, intervenors that advocated an HTY presented “rebuttal” to the “answer” HTY testimony contained in rebuttal and cross-answer testimony.  At the prehearing conference, the Parties must be prepared to discuss whether this approach should be adopted in this Proceeding with respect to intervenor-advocated HTYs.  If the Parties believe that another procedural approach would be preferable, the Parties must be prepared to discuss what (if any) accommodation needs to be made to allow intervenors who are proponents of an HTY to present their “rebuttal” testimony and, thus, to have the last word on this issue.  

41. At the prehearing conference, the Parties must be prepared to discuss the procedure that should be adopted with respect to an intervenor’s PSIA-related proposals.
  
If the Parties or an intervenor believes that the usual process of filing answer testimony that contains proposed changes is not sufficient, the Parties or the intervenor must be prepared to present proposals regarding testimony (e.g., the HTY process described above; something else).  

42. The ALJ will issue a recommended decision in this Proceeding.  The hearing dates must allow adequate time for statements of position, a recommended decision, exceptions to the recommended decision, response to exceptions, and a Commission decision on exceptions that issues not later than October 30, 2015.  To accomplish this goal and assuming that PSCo neither files an Amended Advice Letter with proposed tariff sheets with a new effective date nor proposes an alternative that enlarges the time for a Commission decision in this case, the ALJ preliminarily estimates:  (a) the evidentiary hearing in this Proceeding will take at least ten full days of hearing (based on the 2012 Gas Rate Case) and must be concluded not later than June 26, 2015; (b) not later than July 3, 2015, statements of position will be filed (with no response); (c) not later than August 7, 2015, the recommended decision will issue; 
(d) not later than August 27, 2015, exceptions will be filed; (e) not later than September 4, 2015 (shortened response time), responses to exceptions will be filed; (f) Commission deliberations held sufficiently in advance of October 30, 2015 to allow a technical conference to be held in order to derive (based on the Commission’s deliberations and decisions) the appropriate change in PSCo’s base rate revenues and the GRSA to become effective;
 and (g) not later than October 30, 2015, the Commission decision on exceptions (that takes into consideration the results of the technical conference) will issue.  

43. At the prehearing conference, the Parties must be prepared to discuss:  (a) the date by which Public Service will file, if necessary, supplemental direct testimony and attachments; (b) the date by which each intervenor will file answer testimony and attachments, which will include the proponent’s “direct” testimony and attachments in support of an HTY (or perhaps “direct” testimony and attachments in support of a new or significantly changed PSIA, or both); (c) the date by which Public Service will file rebuttal testimony and attachments, which will include “answer” testimony and attachments in response to HTY (and perhaps PSIA) “direct” testimony and attachments; (d) the date by which each intervenor will file cross-answer testimony and attachments, which will include “answer” testimony and attachments in response to HTY (and perhaps PSIA) “direct” testimony and attachments;
 (e) to permit an intervenor that advocates an HTY (and perhaps a new or significantly changed PSIA, or both) the opportunity to respond in writing to “answer” HTY (and perhaps PSIA) testimony presented in PSCo’s rebuttal testimony and attachments, the date by which that intervenor will file sur-rebuttal testimony and attachments limited to the HTY issue (and perhaps the PSIA issue); (f) to permit an intervenor that advocates an HTY (and perhaps a new or significantly changed PSIA) the opportunity to respond in writing to “answer” HTY (and perhaps PSIA) testimony presented in cross-answer testimony and attachments, the date by which that intervenor will file sur-cross-answer testimony and attachments limited to the HTY issue (and perhaps the PSIA issue); (g) the date by which each party will file corrected testimony and exhibits; (h) the date by which each party will file prehearing motions, including motions in limine and motions to strike testimony or attachments;
 (i) whether a final prehearing conference is necessary and, if it is, the date for that prehearing conference; (j) the date by which the Parties will file any stipulation
 or settlement agreement
 reached;
 (k) the dates for the evidentiary hearing; and (l) the date by which each party will file its post-hearing statement of position,
 to which no response will be permitted.  

44. At the prehearing conference, the Parties must be prepared to discuss whether one or more hearings to take public comment should be held in this Proceeding and, if so, the date for each hearing and the city or town in which each hearing should be held.  

45. At the prehearing conference, the Parties must be prepared to discuss discovery if the procedures and timeframes contained in Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1405 are not sufficient.  The Parties are advised and are on notice that, subject to Rules 4 CCR 723-1-1100 and 
723-1-1101, the ALJ will require a party propounding discovery to serve the discovery requests on all Parties and will require a party responding to discovery to serve the discovery responses on all Parties.  

46. At the prehearing conference, the Parties must be prepared to discuss any matter pertaining to the treatment of information claimed to be confidential and of information claimed to be highly confidential if the procedures and timeframes contained in Rules 4 CCR 723-1-1100 and 723-1-1101 are not adequate.
  
47. At the prehearing conference, the ALJ may raise additional issues.  

48. At the prehearing conference, a party may raise any additional issue.  

49. The Parties must consult prior to the prehearing conference with respect to the matters to be discussed at the prehearing conference and are encouraged to present, if possible, a procedural schedule and hearing date(s) that are satisfactory to all Parties.  The ALJ requests that Public Service coordinate the discussions.  

50. The Parties are advised and are on notice that, if a proposed procedural schedule does not permit the Commission to issue a decision in this Proceeding by October 30, 2015, the proposal must include or must explain the process (including a time table) by which the time for Commission decision will be enlarged in order to accommodate the proposed procedural schedule.  

51. The Parties are advised and are on notice that failure to attend or to participate in the prehearing conference will be deemed a waiver of objection to the rulings made, the procedural schedule established, the prehearing conference date, and the hearing dates established at the prehearing conference.  

52. The Parties are advised and are on notice that out-of-town (i.e., outside the Colorado Front Range) counsel may appear and participate in the prehearing conference by telephone provided that, not later than May 1, 2015, counsel contact the ALJ by electronic mail (e-mail address:  mana.jennings-fader@state.co.us) to make arrangements.  

E. Additional Advisements and Other Matters.  

53. The Parties are advised and are on notice that they must be familiar with, and must abide by, the Rules of Practice and Procedure, 4 CCR 723 Part 1.  These Rules are available 
on-line at www.dora.colorado.gov/puc.  

54. All Parties are represented by counsel.  The ALJ calls counsel’s attention to the requirement of Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1202(d) that  

[e]very pleading of a party represented by an attorney shall be signed by the attorney, and shall state the attorney’s address, telephone number, e-mail address, and attorney registration number.  
(Emphasis supplied.)  The Parties are advised and are on notice that filings must comply with this requirement
 and with the other requirements found in Commission rules pertaining to filings made with the Commission.  

55. The Parties are advised and are on notice that timely filing with the Commission means receipt by the Commission by the due date.  Thus, if a document is placed in the mail on the date on which the document is to be filed, the document is not filed timely with the Commission.  

56. The Parties are advised and are on notice that the Commission has an 
E-Filings System available.  One may learn about -- and if one chooses to do so, may register to use -- the E-Filings System at www.dora.colorado.gov/puc.  

II. ORDER  
A. It Is Ordered That:  
1. In accordance with and pursuant to § 40-6-111(1), C.R.S., the effective date of the tariff sheets that accompanied Advice Letter No. 876 - Gas (filed on March 3, 2015) is suspended for an additional 90-day period (that is, through and including October 30, 2015).  
If the Commission does not establish new rates on or before October 30, 2015, the tariffs that accompanied Advice Letter No. 876 - Gas may become effective.  If the Commission does not permanently suspend, on or before October 30, 2015, the tariffs that accompanied Advice Letter No. 876 - Gas, those tariffs may become effective.  

2. Trial Advocacy Staff of the Commission is a party in this Proceeding.  

3. The Colorado Office of Consumer Counsel is a party in this Proceeding.  

4. The Motion to Intervene filed on April 3, 2015 by the City and County of Denver is granted.  

5. The City and County of Denver is a party in this Proceeding.  

6. The Motion to Intervene filed on April 3, 2015 by the Federal Executive Agencies is granted.  

7. The Federal Executive Agencies is a party in this Proceeding.  

8. The Motion to Intervene by Permission filed on April 3, 2015 by SourceGas Distribution LLC is granted.  

9. SourceGas Distribution LLC is a party in this Proceeding.  

10. Consistent with the discussion above, legal counsel who appear in this Proceeding must be licensed to practice law in, and must be in good standing in, Colorado or must be granted permission to appear pro hac vice in this Proceeding.  

11. Consistent with the discussion above, legal counsel who are not licensed to practice law in Colorado and who wish to represent a party in this Proceeding shall file a motion for admission pro hac vice that complies with the requirements of Colorado Rule of Civil Procedure 205.3.  Counsel shall file motions for admission pro hac vice not later than 
May 4, 2015.  

12. A prehearing conference is scheduled in this Proceeding as follows:  

DATE:
May 6, 2015  

TIME:
11:00 a.m. Mountain Time  

PLACE:
Commission Hearing Room  

1560 Broadway, Suite 250  

Denver, Colorado  

13. Consistent with the discussion above, at the prehearing conference, the Parties shall be prepared to discuss the identified matters.  

14. Public Service Company of Colorado is requested to coordinate the discussions as set out in ¶ 49.  
15. A party’s failure to attend or to participate in the prehearing conference is a waiver of objection to the rulings made during the prehearing conference, the procedural schedule established as a result of the prehearing conference, the prehearing conference date scheduled as a result of the prehearing conference, and the hearing date scheduled as a result of the prehearing conference.  
16. The Parties are held to the advisements contained in this Interim Decision. 

17. This Interim Decision is effective immediately.

	(S E A L)
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Doug Dean, 
Director
	THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO


MANA L. JENNINGS-FADER
________________________________
                     Administrative Law Judge




� The Company proposes that the 2015 GRSA become effective on April 3, 2015; that the 2015 GRSA become effective on January 1, 2016; and that the 2017 GRSA become effective on January 1, 2017.  


� For example (and without limitation), Public Service proposes to accelerate the Accelerated Main Replacement Program effort; to accelerate the Programmatic Risk-Based Pipe Replacement Program effort; and to implement an Inside Meter Replacement Plan.  


�  The 30-day intervention period expired on Saturday, April 18, 2015.  By operation of law, the intervention period was extended to the close of the following business day (i.e., April 20, 2015).  


�  This Rule is found in the Rules of Practice and Procedure, Part 1 of 4 Code of Colorado Regulations 723.  


�  The referenced Electric 2014 Rate Case is Proceeding No. 14AL-0660E, In the Matter of Advice Letter �No. 1672-Electric of Public Service Company of Colorado to Revise the General Rate Schedule Adjustment (GRSA) Rider Applicable to All Electric Base Rate Schedules and Revise the Transmission Cost Adjustment (TCA) to Remove Costs That Have Been Shifted to Base Rates to Become Effective July 18, 2014 (2014 PSCo Electric Rate Case or 2014 Electric Rate Case).  In that Proceeding, the Company filed six motions for extraordinary protection which were granted by Decisions No. C14-1043 (issued on August 28, 2014); No. R14-1118-I (issued on September 12, 2014); No. R14-1256-I (issued on October 17, 2014), as modified by Decision No. R14-1329-I (issued on November 4, 2014); No. R14-1385-I (issued on November 18, 2014); and Decision No. R14-1426-I (issued on December 3, 2014).  


�  That Decision was issued on March 24, 2014.  


�  That Decision was issued on October 22, 2013 in the 2012 PSCo Gas Rate Case.  


�  In raising this issue for discussion, the ALJ does not suggest -- and does not intend to suggest -- that the usual procedure should be modified for PSIA-related proposals.  





�  The ALJ believes a technical conference will be necessary irrespective of the test chosen, be it an HTY or the FTYs.  


�  Cross-answer testimony responds only to the answer testimony of another intervenor.  


�  This date must be at least seven calendar days before the final prehearing conference or, if there is no final prehearing conference, must be at least ten calendar days before commencement of the hearing.  


�  Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1407 governs and pertains to stipulations.  


�  Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1408 governs and pertains to settlement agreements.  


�  This date must be at least ten calendar days before the first day of hearing.  


�  This date can be no later than one week after the close of the evidentiary hearing.  


�  This is a general discussion and is separate from the ruling on the pending PSCo Motion.  


�  During the course of this proceeding, the ALJ may have occasion to inform counsel, on short notice, of rulings.  The ALJ will make such notifications by e-mail and will rely solely on signature blocks for the appropriate e-mail addresses.  
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