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I. STATEMENT

1. On January 27, 2016, Public Service Company of Colorado (Public Service, PSCo, or Company), filed a Verified Application for Approval of its Solar*Connect Program (Application).  Accompanying the Application are the direct testimony and exhibits of four witnesses in support of the Application.  

2. On January 27, 2016, Public Service filed a Motion for Approval to Issue Targeted Request for Proposals to Acquire Generation Resources to Support the Solar*Connect Program.  This filing is discussed below.  

3. On January 28, 2016, the Commission issued its Notice of Application Filed (Notice) in this Proceeding.  That Notice established an intervention period, which has expired.  
4. On February 29, 2016, the Company filed in this Proceeding a Notice of Intent as ordered by the Commission in Decision No. C16-0127.
  

5. On March 9, 2016, by Minute Order, the Commission referred this matter to an Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) for disposition.  

A. Time for Commission Decision.  

6. On March 9, 2016, by Minute Order, the Commission deemed the Application complete as of that date.  

7. When it filed the Application, the Company filed its direct testimony and attachments in support of the Application.
  Absent an order enlarging the time for Commission decision, § 40-6-109.5(1), C.R.S., provides that the Commission decision in this matter should issue within 120 days of the date on which the Application is deemed complete.  
8. The ALJ has reviewed the Application and the relief requested, the interventions as of right, and the petitions and motion for leave to intervene.  The issues that the Intervenors seek to address in this Proceeding are varied and potentially complex.  

9. Based on her review and her experience with adjudicative proceedings, the ALJ finds that additional time for Commission decision is required in this matter.  Accordingly and pursuant to § 40-6-109.5(1), C.R.S., the ALJ will extend the time for Commission decision in this Proceeding an additional 90 days.  Thus, absent a further enlargement of time by the Commission
 or Applicant’s waiver of § 40-6-109.5, C.R.S., a Commission decision on the Application should issue not later than October 5, 2016, which is 210 days from the date on which the Commission deemed the Application to be complete.  
B. Interventions.  

10. The intervention period expired on February 29, 2016.
  

1. Interventions as of Right.  

11. On February 1, 2016, 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.  

12. On February 26, 2016, the Colorado Energy Office (CEO) filed its Notice of Intervention by Right.  CEO is an Intervenor as of right and a Party in this Proceeding.  

13. On February 29, 2016, 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.  

2. Interventions by Permission.  

14. 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.  ...  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.”  
On February 23, 2016, the City of Boulder (Boulder) filed its Petition for Leave to Intervene (Boulder Petition).  As pertinent here, Boulder is an electric customer of PSCo and takes service under Schedule C.  In the petition, Boulder establishes that this Proceeding may 

15. substantially affect its pecuniary or tangible interests and that its interests are not otherwise adequately represented.  The Boulder Petition is unopposed.  Boulder has demonstrated that it meets the requirements for intervention by permission established in Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1401(c).  The ALJ will grant the Boulder Petition and will grant Boulder permission to intervene.  Boulder is an Intervenor and a Party in this Proceeding.

16. On February 24, 2016, the Interwest Energy Alliance (Interwest) filed its Petition to Intervene (Interwest Petition).  Interwest is a trade association of utility-scale solar, wind, and other renewable energy project developers and equipment manufacturers and, as pertinent here, works to promote “cost-effective renewable energy opportunities for ratepayers in ... Colorado[.]”  Interwest Petition at ¶ 1.  In the petition, Interwest establishes that this Proceeding may substantially affect pecuniary or tangible interests of its members and that these interests are not otherwise adequately represented.  The Interwest Petition is unopposed.  Interwest has demonstrated that it meets the requirements for intervention by permission set out in Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1401(c).  The ALJ will grant the Interwest Petition and will grant Interwest permission to intervene.  Interwest is an Intervenor and a Party in this Proceeding.  

17. On February 26, 2016, the Colorado Solar Energy Industries Association (COSEIA) filed its Petition for Leave to Intervene (COSEIA Petition).  COSEIA is a trade association whose “membership is comprised of renewable energy users and approximately 200 solar-related businesses, including solar electric (PV) and solar thermal contractors, most of which operate in the Company’s service territory.”  COSEIA Petition at ¶ 2.  In the petition, COSEIA establishes that this Proceeding may substantially affect pecuniary or tangible interests of its members and that those interests are not otherwise adequately represented.  The COSEIA Petition is unopposed.  COSEIA has demonstrated that it meets the requirements for intervention by permission set out in Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1401(c).  The ALJ will grant the COSEIA Petition and will grant COSEIA permission to intervene.  COSEIA is an Intervenor and a Party in this Proceeding.  

18. On February 26, 2016, the Energy Freedom Coalition of America (EFCA) filed its Motion to Intervene (EFCA Motion).  “EFCA is a national advocacy group that promotes the use of distributed energy [r]esources (DERs).  ...  EFCA’s current members include Silevo, LLC, SolarCity Corporation and ZEP Solar, LLC.”  EFCA Motion at ¶ 1.  In the motion, EFCA establishes that this Proceeding may substantially affect pecuniary or tangible interests of its members and that those interests are not otherwise adequately represented.  The EFCA Motion is unopposed.  EFCA has demonstrated that it meets the requirements for intervention by permission set out in Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1401(c).  The ALJ will grant the EFCA Motion and will grant EFCA permission to intervene.  EFCA is an Intervenor and a Party in this Proceeding.  

19. On February 26, 2016, the Solar Energy Industries Association, Inc. (SEIA), filed its Petition for Leave to Intervene (SEIA Petition).  SEIA is the trade association “of the U.S. solar energy industry.  ...  SEIA member companies consist of installers, project developers, manufacturers, contractors, financiers, and non-profits that operate in every market segment, including behind-the-meter rooftop, utility-scale, and community solar.”  SEIA Petition at ¶ 1.  In the petition, SEIA establishes that this Proceeding may substantially affect pecuniary or tangible interests of its members and that those interests are not otherwise adequately represented.  The SEIA Petition is unopposed.  SEIA has demonstrated that it meets the requirements for intervention by permission set out in Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1401(c).  The ALJ will grant the SEIA Petition and will grant SEIA permission to intervene.  SEIA is an Intervenor and a Party in this Proceeding.  

20. On February 26, 2016, SunShare LLC (SunShare) filed its Motion to Intervene (SunShare Motion).  SunShare is a company that operates community gardens in four counties in Colorado.  In the motion, SunShare establishes that this Proceeding may substantially affect its pecuniary or tangible interests and that its interests are not otherwise adequately represented.  The SunShare Motion is unopposed.  SunShare has demonstrated that it meets the requirements for intervention by permission set out in Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1401(c).  The ALJ will grant the SunShare Motion and will grant SunShare permission to intervene.  SunShare is an Intervenor and a Party in this Proceeding.  

21. On February 26, 2016, Vote Solar filed its Motion to Intervene (Vote Solar Motion).  Vote Solar is a non-profit grassroots organization that works “to foster economic opportunity, promote energy independence, and fight climate change by making solar a mainstream energy resource across the United States.”  Vote Solar Motion at ¶ 1.  Vote Solar members are customers who receive electric service from Public Service.  As relevant here, Vote Solar’s particular emphasis is on “rate design and public policy issues related to solar energy resources, including distributed solar generation ... and community solar projects[.]”  Vote Solar Motion at ¶ 2.  In the motion, Vote Solar establishes that this Proceeding may substantially affect pecuniary or tangible interests of its members and that those interests are not otherwise adequately represented.  The Vote Solar Motion is unopposed.  Vote Solar has demonstrated that it meets the requirements for intervention by permission set out in Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1401(c).  The ALJ will grant the Vote Solar Motion and will grant Vote Solar permission to intervene.  Vote Solar is an Intervenor and a Party in this Proceeding.  

22. On February 29, 2016, the Colorado Independent Energy Association (CIEA) filed its Motion to Intervene (CIEA Motion).  CIEA is a non-profit corporation and trade association of Independent Power Producers, some of whom may choose to respond to the Request for Proposals that PSCo asks the Commission to approve in this Proceeding.  In the motion, CIEA establishes that this Proceeding may substantially affect pecuniary or tangible interests of its members and that those interests are not otherwise adequately represented.  The CIEA Motion is unopposed.  CIEA has demonstrated that it meets the requirements for intervention by permission set out in Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1401(c).  The ALJ will grant the CIEA Motion and will grant CIEA permission to intervene.  CIEA is an Intervenor and a Party in this Proceeding.  

23. On February 29, 2016, NextEra Energy Resources, LLC (NextEra), filed its Motion to Intervene (NextEra Motion).  NextEra is a company that develops, owns, and operates renewable energy projects, including solar facilities in Colorado.  In the motion, NextEra establishes that this Proceeding may substantially affect its pecuniary or tangible interests and that its interests are not otherwise adequately represented.  The NextEra Motion is unopposed.  NextEra has demonstrated that it meets the requirements for intervention by permission set out in Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1401(c).  The ALJ will grant the NextEra Motion and will grant NextEra permission to intervene.  NextEra is an Intervenor and a Party in this Proceeding.  

24. On February 29, 2016, Western Resource Advocates (WRA) filed its Motion to Intervene (WRA Motion).  “WRA is a non-profit conservation organization dedicated to protecting the land, air and water of the West.”  WRA Motion at ¶ 1.  WRA has been active in Colorado in the development of voluntary renewable energy programs.  In addition, WRA receives, and has members and financial supporters who receive, electric service from PSCo.  In the motion, WRA establishes that this Proceeding may substantially affect its pecuniary or tangible interests or those of its members and that those interests are not otherwise adequately represented.  The WRA Motion is unopposed.  WRA has demonstrated that it meets the requirements for intervention by permission set out in Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1401(c).  The ALJ will grant the WRA Motion and will grant WRA permission to intervene.  WRA is an Intervenor and a Party in this Proceeding.  

25. Boulder, CEO, CIEA, COSEIA, EFCA, Interwest, NextEra, OCC, SEIA, Staff, SunShare, Vote Solar, and WRA, collectively, are the Intervenors; each individually is an Intervenor.  Public Service and the Intervenors, collectively, are the Parties.  Each Party is represented by legal counsel in this Proceeding.  

C. Motion for Admission Pro Hac Vice.  

26. An attorney who is not licensed to practice law in Colorado (out-of-state attorney) must be granted permission to appear pro hac vice in this Proceeding.  Rule 4 CCR 
723-1-1201(a) governs the admission of out-of-state attorneys.  Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1201(a) requires compliance with Colorado Rule of Civil Procedure (Colo.R.Civ.P.) 205.4.  Colo.R.Civ.P. 205.4 incorporates the requirements of Colo.R.Civ.P. 205.3.  

27. 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.  

28. On March 4, 2016, Jill M. Tauber filed in this Proceeding a Verified Motion to Appear Pro Hac Vice on Behalf of Vote Solar (Tauber Motion).  

29. On March 10, 2016, the Commission received from the Attorney Registration Office of the Supreme Court of Colorado a notice that informed the Commission that Ms. Tauber has been assigned a pro hac vice registration number for this Proceeding.  The notice states that the final decision with respect to Ms. Tauber’s admission pro hac vice lies with the Commission.  

30. The ALJ has reviewed the Tauber Motion, the Attorney Registration Office notice, and the requirements of Colo.R.Civ.P. 205.3.  The ALJ finds that Ms. Tauber has complied with Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1201(a) and Colo.R.Civ.P. 205.4 (and the incorporated Colo.R.Civ.P. 205.3), that the Tauber Motion states good cause, and that no party will be prejudiced if the Tauber Motion is granted.  In addition, the Tauber Motion is unopposed.  The ALJ will grant the motion and will permit Ms. Tauber to appear pro hac vice to represent Vote Solar in this Proceeding.  

31. Jill M Tauber, Esquire, is advised and is on notice that she will be held to Colo.R.Civ.P. 205.3(7) as incorporated by reference into Colo.R.Civ.P. 205.4 and to the acknowledgements contained in the verified Tauber Motion.  

32. Michael Hiatt, Esquire, represents Vote Solar in this Proceeding.  He is the licensed Colorado attorney with whom Ms. Tauber is associated for purposes of Ms. Tauber’s pro hac vice representation of Vote Solar.  
33. Michael Hiatt, Esquire, is advised and is on notice that he will be held to Colo.R.Civ.P. 205.3(3) as incorporated by reference into Colo.R.Civ.P. 205.5.  

D. Time for Responding to Motion for Approval to Issue Targeted 
Request for Proposals.  

34. On January 27, 2016, Public Service filed a Motion for Approval to Issue Targeted Request for Proposals to Acquire Generation Resources to Support the Solar*Connect Program (PSCo Motion).  In that filing and as pertinent here, Public Service “requests the Commission not start the 14 day response time to [the PSCo Motion] until the decision date on Interventions to the Solar*Connect application and set the date for filing of responses for five days following the date that the Commission deems the application complete and grants interventions.”  PSCo Motion at 1-2 (footnote omitted).  

35. On February 26, 2016, SunShare filed its Response to Request for Shortened Response Time on the PSCo Motion (SunShare Response).  In that filing, SunShare “requests that parties be given the full 14-day response time from the date that interventions are granted pursuant to Rule” 4 CCR 723-1-1400(b).  SunShare Response at ¶ 11.  

36. Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1400(b) provides:  “Except in an accelerated complaint proceeding, the responding party shall have 14 days after service of the motion, or such lesser or greater time as the Commission may allow, in which to file a response.”  
37. In this Proceeding, Public Service filed the PSCo Motion on January 27, 2016, before the Commission established the intervention period.  Thus, Public Service could not serve the PSCo Motion at the time the motion was filed as there were no intervenors.  

38. This does not mean, however, that the Intervenors have had no notice of the PSCo Motion.  Through the Commission’s E-Filings System, each Intervenor that looked for filings in this Proceeding had notice of, and had access to, the PSCo Motion.  In addition, given that the Interventions contain relatively detailed descriptions of the content of the Application, it is apparent that the Intervenors read the Application.  The Application at 6 states:  Public Service is “filing a concurrent Motion with this Application asking the Commission for authorization to issue a targeted [Request for Proposals] of up to 50 MW of solar facilities for this program.”  Anyone reading the Application had notice of the PSCo Motion and, acting on that information, could have found the PSCo Motion in the filings made in this Proceeding by using the 
E-Filings System.  

39. Under these circumstances, the ALJ finds that the Intervenors do not need the full 14-day response period, measured from the date of this Interim Decision, as requested by SunShare.  The ALJ also finds that, given that they did not know until this Interim Decision whether their requests for leave to intervene would be granted, Intervenors should have more than the amount of time Public Service requested in the PSCo Motion.  

40. The ALJ will order Intervenors to file, not later than 4:00 p.m. (Mountain Time (MT)) on March 29, 2016, their responses to the PSCo Motion.  

41. The Parties are advised and are on notice that the ALJ will deem an Intervenor’s failure to file a response to the PSCo Motion to be that Intervenor’s confession of the PSCo Motion.  Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1400(d).  

E. Prehearing Conference.  

42. Several Intervenors request a hearing.  As a result it is necessary to schedule hearing dates; to establish a procedural schedule; and to discuss other matters pertaining to this Proceeding.  To accomplish this, the ALJ will schedule a March 31, 2016 prehearing conference in this Proceeding.  

43. At the prehearing conference, each Intervenor must be prepared to state whether it supports, opposes, or takes no position on the Application.  

44. At the prehearing conference, the ALJ will hear argument on the PSCo Motion.  

45. At the prehearing conference, Public Service must be prepared to address the Notice of Intent and its impact (if any) on this Proceeding.  In addition, the ALJ may have questions about the Notice of Intent.  

46. At the prehearing conference, Public Service must be prepared to address the PSCo Verified Application for Acceptance of its Electric Resource Plan Technical Inputs and Assumptions (Technical Inputs Application).
  In addition, Public Service must be prepared to discuss the relationship (if any) of that application to:  (a) the Notice of Intent filed in this Proceeding; (b) the Solar Integration Study for Public Service Company (dated February 9, 2009) that is Attachment JFH-4 to the Direct Testimony of James F. Hill filed in this Proceeding; and (c) the Effective Load Carrying Capacity Study for Solar Generation Resources (dated May 23, 2013) that is Attachment JFH-5 to the Direct Testimony of James F. Hill filed in 
this Proceeding.  In addition, the ALJ may have questions about Attachment A to the Technical Inputs Application.  

47. At the prehearing conference, the Parties must be prepared to discuss:  (a) the date by which each Intervenor will file its answer testimony and attachments; (b) the date by which Applicant will file its rebuttal testimony and attachments; (c) the date by which each Intervenor will file cross-answer testimony and attachments;
 (d) the date by which each Party will file its corrected testimony and attachments; (e) the date by which each Party will file its prehearing motions, including (without limitation) dispositive motions, motions in limine, and motions to strike;
 (f) whether a final prehearing conference is necessary and, if it is, the date for that prehearing conference; (g) the date by which the Parties will file any stipulation
 and any settlement
 reached;
 (h) the dates for the evidentiary hearing; and (i) the date by which each Party will file its post-hearing statement of position,
 to which (absent further order) no response will be permitted.  

48. In considering hearing dates, the Parties are reminded that, absent a further enlargement of time or waiver of § 40-6-109.5, C.R.S., the Commission decision in this matter should issue not later than October 5, 2016.  To allow time for filing statements of position, issuance of a recommended decision, filing exceptions, filing responses to exceptions, and issuance of a Commission decision on exceptions, the hearing in this matter must be concluded not later June 17, 2016.  

49. 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.  

50. 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.  The Parties are advised and are on notice that these requirements are effective on the date this Interim Decision is mailed.  

51. 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.  
52. At the prehearing conference, the ALJ will discuss numbering and marking exhibits for the evidentiary hearing.  

53. At the prehearing conference, the ALJ may raise additional issues.  

54. At the prehearing conference, a Party may raise any additional issue.  

55. The Parties must consult prior to the prehearing conference with respect to the matters identified in ¶¶ 47-51 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.  

56. 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 5, 2016, Public Service must be prepared to address how the § 40-6-109.5, C.R.S., timeframe for Commission decision will be addressed.  

57. 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 (if any), and the hearing dates established at the prehearing conference.  

58. 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 noon (MT) on March 30, 2016, counsel contact the ALJ by electronic mail (e-mail address:  mana.jennings-fader@state.co.us) to make arrangements.  

F. Additional Advisements and Other Matters.  

59. 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.colorado.gov/dora/puc.  

60. 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.  

61. 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.  

62. 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.colorado.gov/dora/puc.  

II. ORDER  
A. It Is Ordered That:  
1. Pursuant to § 40-6-109.5(1), C.R.S., the time for Commission decision in this Proceeding is extended to and including October 5, 2016.  

2. The Colorado Energy Office is a Party in this Proceeding.  

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

4. Trial Advocacy Staff of the Commission is a Party in this Proceeding.  

5. The Petition for Leave to Intervene filed by the City of Boulder is granted.  

6. The City of Boulder is a Party in this Proceeding.  

7. The Motion to Intervene filed by the Colorado Independent Energy Association is granted.  

8. The Colorado Independent Energy Association is a Party in this Proceeding.  

9. The Petition for Leave to Intervene filed by the Colorado Solar Energy Association is granted.  

10. The Colorado Solar Energy Association is a Party in this Proceeding.  

11. The Motion to Intervene filed by the Energy Freedom Coalition of America is granted.  

12. The Energy Freedom Coalition of America is a Party in this Proceeding.  

13. The Petition to Intervene filed by the Interwest Energy Alliance is granted.  

14. The Interwest Energy Alliance is a Party in this Proceeding.  

15. The Motion to Intervene filed by NextEra Energy Resources, LLC, is granted.  

16. NextEra Energy Resources, LLC, is a Party in this Proceeding.  

17. The Petition for Leave to Intervene filed by the Solar Energy Industries Association, Inc., is granted.  

18. The Solar Energy Industries Association, Inc., is a Party in this Proceeding.  

19. The Motion to Intervene filed by SunShare LLC is granted.  

20. SunShare LLC is a Party in this Proceeding.  

21. The Motion to Intervene filed by Vote Solar is granted.  

22. Vote Solar is a Party in this Proceeding.  

23. The Petition for Leave to Intervene filed by Western Resource Advocates is granted.  

24. Western Resource Advocates is a Party in this Proceeding.  

25. Responses to the Motion for Approval to Issue Targeted Request for Proposals to Acquire Generation Resources to Support the Solar*Connect Program shall be filed not later than 4:00 p.m. (Mountain Time) on March 29, 2016.  

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

DATE:
March 31, 2016  

TIME:
10:00 a.m. Mountain Time  

PLACE:
Commission Hearing Room  

1560 Broadway, Suite 250  

Denver, Colorado  

27. Consistent with the discussion above, the identified matters will be addressed during the prehearing conference.  Those attending the prehearing conference must be prepared to discuss the matters identified above and must have authority to agree to a procedural schedule and evidentiary hearing dates.  

28. Public Service Company of Colorado is requested to coordinate the discussions as set out in ¶ 55 of this Interim Decision.  

29. 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 dates scheduled as a result of the prehearing conference.  

30. Consistent with the discussion above, the Verified Motion to Appear Pro Hac Vice on Behalf of Vote Solar filed by Jill M. Tauber, Esquire, is granted.  

31. Jill M. Tauber, Esquire, is granted permission to appear in this Proceeding pro hac vice as counsel for Vote Solar.  

32. Jill M. Tauber, Esquire, is held to the advisement contained in ¶ 31 of this Interim Decision.  

33. Michael Hiatt, Esquire, is held to the advisement contained in ¶ 33 of this Interim Decision.  

34. The Parties are held to the advisements contained in this Interim Decision.  

35. This Interim Decision is effective immediately.  
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Doug Dean, 
Director
	THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO


MANA L. JENNINGS-FADER
________________________________
                     Administrative Law Judge




�  That Decision was issued on February 16, 2016 in Proceeding No. 15V-0473E, In the Matter of the Petition of Public Service Company of Colorado for Approval of Waivers and Variances to Delay the Filings of Its Next Electric Resource Plan and Qualifying Retail Utility Compliance Plan as well as Bifurcate the Filing of Such Plans as Required in Proceeding Nos. 11A-418E; 11A-869E/12A-782E/12A-785E; 11A-870E; 13A-0836E; �14V-0188E.  


�  The Company filed the Direct Testimony and Attachments of Alice K. Jackson, of James F. Hill, of Kevin D. Schwain, and of Steven W. Wishart.  


� Section 40-6-109.5(4), C.R.S., allows the Commission to extend the time for decision an additional 90 days upon a finding of extraordinary circumstances.  


�  The 30-day intervention period expired on Saturday, February 27, 2016.  By operation of law, the intervention period was extended to the close of the following business day (i.e., February 29, 2016).  


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


�  That Application was filed on February 29, 2016 and commenced Proceeding No. 16A-0138E.  


�  Cross-answer testimony may address and respond to only the answer testimony of other Intervenors.  


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


�  Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1407 governs stipulations.  


�  Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1408 governs settlements.  


�  This date must be at least three business days before the first day of hearing.  


�  In light of the October 5, 2016 decision date, the date for filing statements of position can be no later than 14 calendar days following the conclusion of the evidentiary hearing.  


�  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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