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I. BY THE COMMISSION

A. Statement, Findings, and Conclusions
1. By this Decision, we deny the motion filed by Staff of the Commission (Staff) on August 14, 2017, requesting leave to file a response to the joint application for rehearing, reargument, or reconsideration (RRR) filed July 31, 2017. 

2. An application for RRR was filed jointly by Public Service Company of Colorado (Public Service or Company), the Colorado Energy Office, Southwestern Energy Efficiency Project, Vote Solar, and Western Resource Advocates (collectively, Joint Parties) on July 31, 2017.  Within the RRR filing, Joint Parties request reconsideration of Decision No. C17-0557
 regarding whether the Commission should uphold the Administrative Law Judge’s determination to use a total revenues method, as opposed to a revenue-per-customer method proposed by Public Service, for the Company’s Electric Revenue Decoupling Adjustment mechanism.  

3. One argument within the RRR is that Decision No. C17-0557 that affirms Decision No. R17-0337
 regarding the total revenues method, improperly relied on certain Staff arguments raised for the first time in Staff’s Response Brief to Exceptions.  

4. On August 14, 2017, Staff filed its motion requesting it be permitted to file a response to the RRR. Within its filing, Staff states that “[i]t is unclear the extent to which the Commission relied on Staff’s arguments in reaching its decision….”
 Nevertheless, Staff states it “believes the Commission correctly pointed to Staff’s arguments in Decision No. C17-0557.”
 In addition, Staff states it is willing to provide a response to the Joint Parties’ RRR “if the Commission believes it would be helpful.”
 

5. Pursuant to Rule 1506(b) of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, 4 Code of Colorado Regulations 723-1, no response to an application for RRR may be 
filed, except upon motion.  A motion to respond to RRR “must demonstrate a material misrepresentation of fact in the record; an incorrect statement or error of law; an attempt to introduce facts not in evidence; accident or surprise…; or newly discovered facts or issues….”  

6. Consistent with Rule 1506(b), a response to RRR generally is impermissible.  Staff’s motion does not clearly identify why its response is needed pursuant to demonstrations required by Rule 1506(b).  In this instance, we deny Staff’s request to file a response to its RRR.  

II. ORDER

A. It Is Ordered That:
1. The motion filed by Staff of the Commission on August 14, 2017, requesting leave to file a response to the joint application for rehearing, reargument, or reconsideration filed July 31, 2017, is denied, consistent with the discussion above. 

2. This Decision is effective upon its Mailed Date.
B. ADOPTED IN COMMISSIONERS’ WEEKLY MEETING 
August 16, 2017.
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� Decision No. C17-0557 was issued in this Proceeding on July 11, 2017.


� Decision No. R17-0337 was issued in this Proceeding on May 2, 2017.


� Staff Motion at 2.


� Id. at 2.


� Id. at 2.
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