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BEFORE THE PUBUC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLO.RADO 

INVESTIGATION INTO THE DEVELOPMENT ) 
OF RULES CONCERNING INTEGRATED ) DOCKET NO. 91R-642EG 
RESOURCE PLANNING. ) 

ADVANCE NOTICE QI PROPOSED BW1EMATC1Nfi 
SEfiiNG P.REIIEAlUNG CONFERENCE FOR MA¥ 21, 1992; AND 

EVIDENTIARY BEARINGS FROM JUNE 2, 1992 THROUGH 
IONE U, 1992 ON INTEGRATED RF.SOURCE PLANNING. 

The Colondo Public Utilities CornrnittiOI\ c•commwion•) hereby gives 

Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaki.ng concerning integrated resource planning. The 

Comminon, at this time, will not propose any specific rules. lnJtead, we will alert all 

interested parties as to the nature of this nilernaking, in the list of issues at the end of 

this notice. 

'Ibis ruJemaking dock= will proceed in a separate, but parallel track, with ·an 

adjudicatory docket, Docket No. 91A-480EG. Docket No 91A-480EG concerns the 

Public Service Company of Colorado, and a proposal to decouple the revenues of the 

company from its sales. Por the convenience .of all interested parties, the Commission 

will attach, as Appendix •A• to this Advance Notice of Proposed Rulcmaking, 

Cornmiuion Decision No. C91-1S88 (released December 16, 1991), which further 

details the procedure and background of this rulemaking docket. This rulemaking 

docet, like Docket No. 91A-480EG, originated in the settlement of the 1991 Public 

Service Co.mpany of Colorado rate case. ~ Decision No, C91-918 in. Docket No. 

91S-091EG and Doc.et No. 90F-226E (Commission Order approving settlement) (July 

23, 1991), 
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The Commission will file this Advance Notice of Propose:d Rulemaking with the 

Office of Regulatory Reform during January 1992, because the proposed rulemaking 

may affect small businesses. The Commission will send the Advance Notice of 

Proposed RuJemaJdng to the Secretary of State during January 1992, in order that the 

Secretary of State can publish the notice in the Colorado ReJiUCit on or about February 

10, 1992. S= Colorado Revised Statute.1 f 24-4-103.5 (1988 Repl. Vol. lOA) 

(requiring lo-days advance notice to the office of regulatory reform); Colorado Revised 

Statutes f 24-4-103(3)(a) (1988 Repl. Vol.lOA) (requiring a minimum of 2C>-days 

notice of hearing after publication by the secietary of state). The Commission will 

conduct public he,ring, on the integrated resoun:e planning ruJles issues, commencing 

each working day at 9:30 o'clock a.m., from June 2, 1992 through June 12, 1992 at 

the Cornrnini011' s offices, 1580 Logan Street, Office Level 2:, Hearing Room "A•, 

Denver, Colorado 80203. Sec Appendix •A• to this Advmce Notice of Proposed 

Rulemaldng, Cornrniw011 Decision No. C91-1588 (released December 16, 1991), 

(further details of this Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking procedure). 

To summari7.C the schedule in this rulemaking docket, alll intere$ted entities who 

wish to participate in this rulemaldng shall file their initial coimrnents, testimony and 

exhibits, and any draft rules proposed individually or jointly by some or all of the 

parties, on or before February 14, 1992. The initial filings will be subject to 

discovery, with a shortened 21-day response time, in preparation for reply comments to 

be tiled on April 15, 1992. The reply testimony will be due c:m April 15, 1992, and 

also subject to discovery, with a 21-day ~sc time. All dascovery shall close on 

May 20, 1992. On or before May 13, 1992, participants shalll file pretrial disclosure 

certificates pursuant to Colo. R. Civ. P. 16, in the format: set forth in ordering 

paragraph 2 in Decision No. R91-1421-L ~ Decision No, C91-1588 (Appendix A). 
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The Commission will nold a prchearing conference on 'Thursday May 21, 1992 

at 9:30 a.m. at the Commission's Offices, 1580 Logan Street, Office Level 2, Hearing 

Room ·A,· Denver, Colorado 80203. From rune 2, 1992 thrlougb June 12, 1992, the 

Cnmmiuion will hold evidentiary hearings, commencing each day al 9:30 a.m. at the 

CQmmiS-1ion's Offim, 1580 Logan Street, Office Level 2:, Hearing Room •A,• 

Denver, Colondo 80203. (The pn:bcaring confCICDCC and miicntiaxy hearings will be 

consolidated with the Public Service Company of Colorado •decoupling and incentives" 

docket, Docket No. 91A-480EG. Separate recmds will be bpt for the two dockets.) 

On June 29, 1992, the parties shall file statements of position. On or about August L4, 

1992, the Cl'mmiuion 'Rill issue its decision. in this rulemaldlng docket, setting forth 

proposed integrated resource ptanoin1 rules, to be noticed in accordance with the State 

Administrative Procedure Act. The subsequent rulemakiJng proceeding will be 

conducted expeditiously in accordance with the State Administrative Procedure Act. 

The issues in this rulemaking will be the substantially the same as those that the 

five parties1 to Revised Settlement Agreement IP (the agreerncnt which resolved the 

1991 Public Service Company Rate Case) expected the Co111Jm:ission to resolve. ~ 

Decision No, C91-918 in Docket No. 91S-091EG and Docket No. 90F-226E 

(Commis.,ion Order approwig settlement of 1991 Public Service Rate Case) (July 23, 

1991). 

1• The fi-ve parties an::; (1) the Public Service Company of Coilorado; (2) the Colorado 
Office of Consumer Counsel; (3) the Colorado Office of Energy Conservation; ( 4) the 
Land & Wazr Fund of the Rockies; and (S) the Staff of the Colorado Public Utilities 
01mmiuion. 

. ~ Qecisjon No, C91-918 in Docb:t No. 91S-091EG and Docket No. 90F-226E 
(Commwion Order approving xu1cmcnt) (July 23, 1991). Revised Settlement 
Agreement II is attached to the Decision No, C91-918 as Com:posite Exhibit ·c." The 
integrated resource planning rulemaki.ng issues are on pages 5 through 6 of Composite 
Exhibit •c • to Decision No, C9l-9 t8. 
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The Commission expects to resolve at least the following issues in the integrated 

resource planning rulemaldng: 

• Th.e integmtion of demand side management (energy efficiency and 

conservati.on propams) into resource PWlmnl. 

• The evaluation of eaviromnental externalities and whether and how they 

are ta.lam. into account in resource selection. 

• The use of the societal test, or other tests, in determining the cost 

enccu.v1eness of resources. 

• The procedmes, if any, to be used for the review of the planning 

assumptions, forecasts, and methodologies, for electric and gas 

ccxporations within the jurisdiction of the Colorado Public Utilities 

. 

• The appropriate methodology for determination of avoided costs of 

supply side resources and appropriate discount rateso 

• The objectives of integrated resource planning, and any matter related to 

the implementation of integrated resource planning. 

• Methods to address the uncertainty of demand forecasts (for example, 

accommodate are higher or lower 

than expected). 
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ADOPTED IN OPEN MEETING ON December 4, 1991. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

(S EAL) 

ARNOLD H. COOK 

GARY L. NAKARADO 

CHRISTINE E. M. ALVAREZ 

Conn1ss1one"o?t!~~ 
. Acting D1 rector 

an'IST: A1Uaft 

3. This Advance Notice of Proposed 'Qulemalcing was not received by the Secretary of 
State in time for publication in tile Ianuary 10, 1992 issue of the Colorado Re,ister. 
Accordingly, we are sending a new copy, and a copy to all the parties, of lhe same 
notice mailed on December 16, 19'Jl. 
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Appendix •A• to Advance Notice of Proposed R.ulemaking, December 16, 1991 
Page 1 of 10 

(Decision No. C91-l.S88) 

BEFORE THE PUBUC UTll.lTIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

INVPSTIGATION INTO 'IBE DEVELOPMENT ) 
OF RUI...a CONCERNING INTEGRATED ) DOCKET NO. 91R-642EG 
RF.sOURCE PLANNING. ) 

COMMISSION ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR ESTABLISHMENT 
OF PROCEDURAL SC :UEl>ULE; 'VACATING-PREVIOUS DEADLINE; 

AND SHORTENING RESPONSE TIME 

Mailing date: December 16, 1991 
Adopted date: December 4, 1991 

On December 3, 1991, the five parties1 (•parties•) to Revised Settlement 

Agreement IP (the agreement which resolved the 1991 Public Service Company Rate 

case) filed a •Motion for F.stablisbmcnt of Procedural Schedule, Issuance of Advance 

Noace ofProposed RulernaJring, Vacation of Comment, Dare, and to Reduce rime.· 

1bis ruJemaJdn1 docket is one of the four new dockets spawned by the 

agn:cment which resolwd the 1991 Public Service Rate Case, Rm.sed Settlement 

Agreement IL The four dockets are: (1) the docket created to address the issues of 

decoupling me ~ue:s of die Public Service Company of Colorado &om its sales, 

1 . The five parties are: (1) the Public Service Company of Colorado; (2) the Colorado 
Office of Comumcr Counsel; (3) the Colorado Office of Energy Conservation; ( 4) the 
Land & W~ Fund of the Rockies: and (5) the St3ff of the Colorado Public Utilities 
Commission. 

1 . ~ Decision No, C91-918 in Docket No. 91S--091EG and Docket No. 90F-226E 
(Commission Order approving settlement of the 1991 Public Service rate c.ue) (July 
23, 1991}. Revised Settlement Agreement n is attached to Decision No, C91-9l8 as 
Composite Exhibit ·c. • 
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Appendix •A• to Advance Notice ofProposed Rulemak:ing, December 16, 1991 
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Docket No. 91A480EG, opened July 15, 1991 (the •incentives• or •decoupling• 

docket); (2) the demand-side management programs collaborative precess docket, 

Docket No. 91A-481EG, opened July 15, 1991; (3) this dockd - the Integrated 

Resource Planning ffllemaking docJc:et. Docket No. 91R--642EG, opena1 October 1, 

1991; and, (4) the low-income energy assi staJJCe docket, Docket No. 91A..783EG, 

opened December 2, 1991. 

Revised Settlement Agreement II contained an ambitious schedule for these four 

dockets. The parties intended ·to complete tbe four dockets in advance of Public 

Service Company's next gme:ral me case, which will be filed on November 2, 1992. 

Sm Reyigd Seuleincnt Amemcot rr at 10, aaached as Composite Exhibit ·c· to 

Decision No, C91-91 in Docket No. 91S-091EG and Docket No. 90F-226E 

(Commission Order approving settlement of the 1991 Public Service rate case) (July 

23, 1991). 

1be Colorado Public Utilities Commission (•Commission•) has supported the 

parties in this ambitious schedule, but bas encourapd the partie.1 to clarify the issues 

and outcomes mquired to be addreu:d. On numerous occasions, in prehearing 

confermca in Che Decoupling Dockd and elsewbere, the Commission bas questioned 

whether the parties have adequately addrased fundamentd issues such as 

•cost-etrec:tivenea• tests and •avoided ~• as well as important factual matters 

relating to the Public Service Company of Colorado such as supply data, demand data, 

and company-specific fom:asting data. s=, G...L, Ds;cision No, C91-1421-1 at 3-4 in 

Docket No. 91A-480EG (discussions between the parties and the commissioners at the 

October 8, 1991 Preheating Conference in the Decoupling Docket). Further, the 

Commissioners ha e repeatedly stated that they will insist on a thorough examination of 

all wucs involved, building a clear record which forms a rational basis for the 

fundamental changes proposed by the parties - such as to decoup e a utility's revenues 
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Appendix •A• to Advance Notice of Proposed JluJemaking, December 16, 1991 
Page 3 of 10 

from its sales; to invest in mea.Nn:S which will save energy instead of letting demand 

increase and building new power plants to meet the increased demand; and to approach 

Colando's energy resoun:es on an inregrared basiL 

Although the Commission, includiq two of the three COIDIDi.uioners now 

sittina, issued a policy staaemenr in ~bet 1990 supportive of energy efficiency and 

stating a serious inr.cnrion that the Commission deal proactively with the many wues 

involved in the em:qy efficiency areal, the Commission bas Dill pn:detmnined either 

that a massive •demand side management• effort is a 
•' 

wise course for the Public Service 

Company of Colon.do al this time, or what the needs of Colorado are regarding 

inteparal resource planning. The Demand Side Management Policy Sratement stated 

that the objectives and directions enumcratm in the Statement •wiJl not have the legal 

force of rules..• Demaod Side Maoa&eroc;nt Policy Statement at 3 (Decembers, 1990). 

The Commission has been troubled by the parties' apparent conclusion, from the non­

binding Demand Side Management Policy Stuement, that the Commission had already 

decided, in a leplly bindin& way, to implement specific demand side management 

programs and intqrated resource planning. Again, the Commission must have a 

complete m;pnl upon wbich ta base US decisiOIJI, and it needs I strong, clear, fact­

specific basis upon which ta predic:ate fundamental changes, which may appear to be 

counter-intuitive at first glance.4 This is both a legal necessity and a practical 

J. The Policy Stataaeot WIS entered in Commiuion Docet No. 90I-227EG, and 
entitled ~ Side Management, Energy Efficiency, Renewable Energy Resources, 
and Environmentll Quality•. 

4• For many, it 4JPC-lS to be counter-intuitive to pay an electric company nm to 
produce electricity. Thi3 year, however, an inu::nnediale appellate cowt in New York 
upheld euctly such a result against legal challenge, and issued what is probably rhe 
first reponed case in the country concerning both the legality of swe public utility 
commission demand side management programs, and •incentive regulation· - Multiple 
Intervcnon v, Public Service Commission of New York. 569 N.Y.S.2d 522, 
166 A.D.2d 140, 122 PUR4th 600 (N.Y. App. Div. 1991). [n Multiple Inter:venors. 
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Appendix •A• to Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemalcing, Deceimber 16, 1991 
Page 4 of 10 

approach, iroundcd in a recognition of disparate views of the proper role of the 

Commission in initiating change. Our constituents and Siakeholders - including the 

public, the industrial and COIDJDCZ'Cial mas, the lqjslatme, and the courts - have a 

right to know how any eYOlutionary change we might make is n!ionally based on a 

cautious and tborougJ, eurn!nariQI\ of cuefully detamined f.acts. 

In emphasizing here that we have not yet decided whether any particular 

demand side management or integrated resource planning program is appropriate, we 

do noc mean in any manner to discourage this ambitious undertakjing by the parties. As 

we noted in approving Revised Settlement Agreement n, the Apeement embodies ·the 

building of a framework for rapomiblc and sustainable energy planning for years to 

come. In all respectS, the Agreement represents a potential tu.ming point for how 

utilitie5 may be regulated in Colorado.• Decision No C91-9l1 at 2 (Commission 

order approving settlement) (July 23, 1991). The Commission is generally supponive 

of the undertaking, but the public, the Legislature, and the t1ourts will insist on a 

responsible fact finding and market-based approach. 

After me October 8, 1991 Prebarin& Conference in ttu: Decoupling Docket, 

Docket No. 91A-480EG, and the October 15, 1991 Special Open Meeting in the 

CoUaborati~ Docket, Docka No. 91A-481EG, the parties conficrrcd in an attempt to 

oomproamc and rcconc:ile their SU'Ollg desire to complete all four dqckcts by the 

November 2, 1992 goal set in Revised Settlement Agreement Il, with the 

sma, the New York Appellate Division affirmed the award of an incentive payment of 
209' for Orange & Rockland Utilities and 10" for Niagara Mohawk Power for the 
dollar savings in reduced consumption of electricity caused lby the • demand side 
management• (energy efficiency and consetvation) programs, rejecting the argument 
that paying an electric company not to produce electricity was beyond the New York 
Public Service Commission· s rate-making jurisdiction. 
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Conunis.sion' s ~ce on a complete examination and discussion of the issues 

involved. As the motion asserts: 

The proposed schedule bas been agreed upoll after extensive and difficult 
dimmio'lS among the Applicants and other adhe parties. It seela to 
~ tbe Commisskn's desn to baYe cost effectivmess and 
avoided cost issues addiased in the Dc:c:oupliDa-Incenti~ docket and 
the parties' coo.Cinuing belief that those issues should be addressed 
primarily in the broader amtat of the IRP docket. It al.so has t&km into 
account that the Decoupling-Incentives docket is an adjudicatory 
proceeding while the final phase of the IRP docket must be conducted as 
rulemaking, the need for separate records and separate decisions, and the 
related legal requirements. rinally' the proposed schedule recognizes 
that Public Service will be filing its next rate case on November 2, 1992. 

With all of these factors in mind, the proposed schedule provides for 
conducting the Decoupling-Incentive docket and the IRP docket 
separately but on parallel tracks. The sequence is designed so that the 
particular events in each docket complement each other logically, 
because the issues in the two dockets are interrelated, while nevertheless 
maintaining separate records. 

Joint Motion at 2-3 (filed December 3, 1991). 

The Commission has reviewed the motion, with its proposed schedule, and will 

grant the motion, except that the evidcntiary hearing will commence on June 2, 1992, 

instead of June 1, 1992. The proposed schedule represents an appropriate response to 

the Coannis,ion's concans., and an innowdve accommodalion of the various interests. 

Accordingly, the motion.in the Integrated Raourcc Planning Docket, Docket No. 91R-

642EG, is granted. 

The parties filed a similar procedural motion in the Decoupling-Incentives 

Docket, [.x:ket No. 91A--480EG, whidl he Commission will also grant, by separate 

order issued today, Decision No. C91-1589. For the convenience of the parties, the 

Commission will list the procedural dates for both dockets in both orders issued today, 

in the ordering paragraphs below. 
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Appendix •A• to Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, December 16, 1991 
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THEREFORE THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT: 

1. The •Motion for Establishment of Procedural Schedule, ls.suancc of Advance 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, Vacation of Comment Date, and to Reduce Tune,• 

filed on December 3, 1991, by the Public Service Company of Colorado; the Colorado 

Office of Consumer Counsel; the Coloado Office of Energy Conservation; the Land & 

Wat1:.r Fund of the Rockies; and the Staff of the Colorado Public Utilities Commission; 

is hereby granted. 

2. The response time for this motion is hereby reduced to December 4, 1991. 

3. The December 16, 1991 date for tiling comments in this docket, set forth in 

Decision No. C91-1398, is hereby vacated. 

4. The Commission will issue an Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in 

the Integrated Resource Planning Doc~ Docket No. 91R-642EG, during the month 

of December 1991. The Commission will submit the Advance Notice of Proposed 

Rulemaking to the Colondo Secretary of State on or before December 31, 1991, for 

publication in the Colqrado Recw;r on January 10, 1992. The Advance Notice of 

Proposed Ruiemaldng will not contain a proposed integrated resource planning rule, but 

rather will rely upon the integrated iaoun:e planning issues listed in the parties• 

Revised, Settlement Ar;rcement U at mf7 page s-6; attached as Composite Exhibit ·c· 
to Po;ition No. C91-91 in Docket No. 91S-091EG and Docket No. 90F-226E 

(Commission Order Approving Revised Settlement Agreement m(July 23, 1991). The 

Advance Notice of Proposed Rulcmak:ing is attached as Appendix "A• to this Decision. 

5. In the Decoupling-Incentives Docket, Docket No. 91A-480EG, the Public 

Service Company of Colorado shall file supplemental direct testimony pertaining to 

cost effectiveness dara, avoided cost data, supply data, demand data, and orecasting 
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data on or before January 13, 1992. The supplemental direct testimony will be subject 

to discovery, with a shortened 21--day response time. 

6.. In the Intepated Resource PJamring Docket, Docket No. 91R-642EG, the 

parties shall file their initial comments, testimony and exbibits, and any draft rules 

proposed individually or jointly by some or all of the parties, on or before February 

14, 1992. The initial tilings will be subject to discovery, with a shortened 21-day 

response time, in preparation for reply comments to be tiled on April 15, 1992. 

7. In the Decoupling-lnccntiva Docket, Docket No. 91A-480EG, the parties 

shall file answer tatimoay and exhibits regarding cost effectiveness data, avoided cost 

data, supply data, demand data, and forecasting data (answering the supplemental direct 

testimony tiled by the Public Service Company of Colorado on January 13, 1992) on or 

before March 13, 1992. The answer testimony will be subject to discovery, with a 

shortened 21-day response time. 

8. In the Integrated Resource Planning Docket, Docket No. 91R-642EG, the 

parties shall file reply comments, testimony, and exhibits (to the initial February 14, 

1992 filings) on or before April 15, 1992. The n:ply testimony will be subject to 

discovery, with a shortened 21--day response time. 

9.. In the Decoupling-Incenti.ves Docket, Docket No. 91A-480EG, the parties 

shall file rebuttal and cross-rebuttal testimony to previously tiled matters on or before 

April 30, 1992. 

10.. W1111 respect to diSCO\'ery deadlines in the IntegrateJ Resource Planning 

Docket, Docket No.. 91R-642EG, the final absolute discovery deadline is May 20, 

1992. The discovery schedule shall track the procedural schedule with the respect to 

the filings, and shall contain several mini-deadlines before the final cut-off date. Em, 
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Appendix •A• to Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, December 16, 1991 
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on April IS, 1992, all written discovery on ~ February 14, 1992 initial comments, 

testimony and exhibits and draft rules, is due. Second, on April 24, 1992, all written 

discovery on the April 15, 1m Reply comments. t.estimony and exhibits, is due. 

Ihim, oa May 20, im, all depositions shall be completed and no funher discoyqy of 

any kind shall be allowed. absent an order by the Commimon. 

11. With te$peCt to discovery deadlines in the Decoupling-Incentives Docket, 

Docket No. 91A-480EG, the final absolute discovery deadline is May 20, 1992. The 

discovery schedule shall track the: procedural schedule with the n:spect to the filings, 

and shall contain several mini~ before the final cut-off date. Em. on March 

13, 1992, all written discovery on the January 13, 1992 filing by the Public Service 

Company, as well as discovery on all the previously-filed direct testimony, is due. 

Second. on April 30, 1992, all written discovery on the March 13, 1992 Reply 

testimony is due. From April 30, 1992 onward, all discovro regyests or responses 

shall be served by hand-delivery or by overnight mail. lllim, on May 7, 1992, all 

written discovery on the April 30, 1992 rebutl21 and cross-rebutl21 testimony is due. 

Fourth. oa May 15, tm, all responses to the May 7, 1992 written discovery are due. 

Eitlll, on May 20, 1m, all depositions shall be completed and no further discovery of 

any kind sball be allows;d. absent an order by the Commission. 

12. In the Integrated Resource Planning Docket, Docket No. 91R--642EG, the 

parties shall file pretrial discl~ certificates pursuant to Colo. R. Civ. P. 16, in the 

format set forth in ordering pa:agraph 2 in Decision No. R91-1421-~ on or before May 

13, 1992. 

13. In the Decoupling-Incentives Doc~ Docket No. 91A-480EG, the parties 

shall file prcaial disclosure certificates pursuant to Colo. R. Civ. P. 16, in the format 
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set forth in ordering paragraph 2 in Decision No. R91-142l•I, on or before May 13, 

1992. 

14. 1be Commission will hold a consolidared prehearlng confen:nce in both 

dockds, the Jntcgrated Rcsoun:e Plaooinc Docket, Dock1:t No. 91R-642EG, and the 

Decoupling-Incmtives Docket, DocJrzt No. 91A-480EG, on Thursday May 21, 1992 at 

9:30 a.m. at the Commission•s Offices, 1580 Logan S~ Office Level 2, Hearing 

Room •A: Denver, Colorado 80203. 

15. From June l, 1992 through June 12, 1992, the Commission will hold 

consolidated evidentiary hearings on both docb:ts~ the Integrated Resource Planning 

Dockd, Doc:la:t No. 91R-642EG, and the Decoupling-Incentives Docket, Docket No. 

91A-480EG, commencing each day at 9:30 a.m. at the Commission's Offices, 1580 

Logan Street, Office Level 2, Hearing Room •A,• Denver, Colorado 80203. The 

hearing record will be made a part of the separate records of each docket. 

16. On June 29, 1992y the parties shall file statements of position, separately, 

.in the lntegntm R.esoun:e Planning Docket, Oocbt No. 91R-642EG, and in the 

Decoupling-Incentives Docket. Docket No. 91A-480EG. 

17. On or about August 14, 1992, the Commission will issue its decision in the 

Decoupling-Incentives Docket, Oocbt No. 91A-480EG. 

18. On or about August 14, 1992, the Commimon will issue its decision in the 

Integrated Resource Planning Docket, Docket No. 91R--642EG, setting forth proposed 

integrated resource planning rules, to be noticed in accordance with , • tate 

Administrati>1e ProcedUIC Act. The subsequent rulemak:ing proceeding will be 

conducted expeditiously in accordance with the State Administtati c Procedure Act. 

19. This deci ion is effective on its date of mai ing. 
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. 
ADOPI'EO IN OPEN MEETING ON December 4, 1991. 

($ t A L) 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COHHISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

ARNOLD H. COOIK 

GARY L. NAKAR!A0O 

ATTEST: A~ <Xlf'T CHRISTINE E. M. ALVAREZ 

Coll'llli s; s i onersW:Jp~
Robert E. Temner 
Acting Director 
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