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ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER’S 

MOTION FOR AMENDED 
PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE 

 
  

 
 Comes now Rocky Mountain Power (“RMP” or the “Company”) and respectfully 

requests that the Public Service Commission of Utah (the “Commission”) grant the 

Company’s request for an amended procedural schedule in Docket No. 12-035-92 (the 
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“Bridger SERD Proceeding”).  In support of its Motion, Rocky Mountain Power states as 

follows:     

 1. On December 21, 2012, the Sierra Club filed a Motion for Continuance or 

Stay (the “Motion”) in the Bridger SERD Proceeding, requesting that the Commission 

stay its review of the Company’s decision to install selective catalytic reduction systems 

(“SCR”) at Units 3 and 4 of the Jim Bridger power plant located in Sweetwater, 

Wyoming. 

2. The Company is preparing its response to the Sierra Club’s Motion, which 

will be filed with the Commission the week of January 7, 2013. 

3. Concurrently with the Bridger SERD Proceeding, the Company has filed 

an application with the Wyoming Public Service Commission requesting approval of a 

Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity (“CPCN”) to construct the SCR systems 

at Units 3 and 4 of the Jim Bridger power plant.   

4. The Company’s rebuttal testimony is currently scheduled to be filed with 

the Commission in the Bridger SERD Proceeding on January 9, 2013.  This date, 

however, due to amendments to the procedural schedule in the Wyoming CPCN 

proceeding is before the Wyoming intervening parties are required to file their direct 

testimony with the Wyoming Public Service Commission, which is now due January 25, 

2013. 

5. It would be disadvantageous for the Company and its ratepayers if the 

Company is required to file rebuttal testimony responding to the direct testimony of the 

intervenors in the Utah SERD Proceeding (several of whom are also participants in the 

Wyoming CPCN proceeding) before the Wyoming parties file their direct testimony.  



  3 

6. Accordingly, the Company respectfully requests that the Commission 

modify the Scheduling Order and Notice of Hearing, issued September 24, 2012, as 

follows: 

a. Parties file rebuttal testimony—move from January 9, 2013 to February 
11, 2013  

b. Parties file sur-rebuttal testimony—move from January 28, 2013, to 
February 28, 2013 

c. Hearing—move from February 5-6, 2013, to mid-late March 2013 (the 
week of March 18th or March 25th). 

 
7. A similar motion was granted by the Wyoming Public Service 

Commission on January 3, 2013, extending the date for pre-filed testimony by two 

weeks. 

8. The Company’s request will not cause an undue burden on any party to 

this proceeding, and is in the public interest.  The Company has conferred with each of 

the intervening parties in this proceeding regarding the proposed scheduling change.  No 

party objects to the amended deadlines for the testimony filing, and the Office of 

Consumer Services, Utah Association of Energy Users, Utah Industrial Energy 

Consumers, Western Resource Advocates, and Division of Public Utilities support a new 

hearing date in March that will accommodate all schedules.  Sierra Club does not oppose 

the change of the testimony dates, but believes that establishing new hearing dates is 

premature at this point.  The Company requests that the Commission schedule a 

telephone conference as soon as possible to establish hearing dates in mid to late March 

2013. 
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WHEREFORE, Rocky Mountain Power requests that the Commission grant the 

request to move the testimony filing dates and hearing as outlined above.    

 

Respectfully submitted this __ day of January, 2013. 

 
     

   
ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER 
 
 
 
 
_____________________________ 
Daniel E. Solander 
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