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  Questar Gas Company (“Questar Gas” or the “Company”) responds to the Division of 

Public Utilities’ Motion Opposing Office of Consumer Services’ Briefing Request and Request 

for Expedited Treatment and Shortened Response Time (“Motion”) filed in this docket on 

January 28, 2013.  The Company supports the Motion.  The Company will not repeat the 
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arguments in the Motion, but provides the following additional information in support of the 

Motion. 

Following the filing of the Application in this docket, the Office filed a Request for Pre-

Hearing Order and Schedule (“Request”).  The Request identified certain claimed legal 

deficiencies with the Application, including arguments regarding jurisdiction, the relationship 

between the Wexpro II Agreement and the Wexpro Stipulation and Agreement (“Wexpro I”), the 

circumstances surrounding Wexpro I, and the Division of Public Utilities’ (“Division”) authority 

to enter into the Wexpro II Agreement.  Questar Gas and the Division filed responses accepting 

certain procedural aspects of the Request and objecting to other aspects.  Both parties noted that 

the issues raised by the Office were legal issues that could be addressed through briefing prior to 

proceeding with testimony in this matter. 

The Commission held a scheduling conference on October 3, 2012, to set a schedule in 

the matter.  The Office raised the same issues and additional legal issues during that conference.  

Because the parties were unable to agree on a schedule, the Commission continued the 

scheduling conference to October 4, 2012, to take argument on the record. 

At the October 4, 2012 hearing, the Office argued several legal issues in support of its 

position that a schedule should be set for legal briefing prior to the filing of testimony.  These 

issues included essentially the same issues that the Office now suggests should be the subject of 

post-hearing briefing.  In response, the Division and Company argued that all of the Office’s 

issues were legal issues and should be addressed in pre-hearing briefs.  They also provided brief 

responses to other arguments. 

The parties agreed to a briefing schedule which would allow the Office and any other 

party opposing the Application on legal grounds to raise their issues in briefs to be filed on 

October 26, other parties to respond by November 7, the moving parties to reply by November 
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16, and a hearing on November 28, 2012.  This was all to take place prior to the filing of 

testimony.  The Commission adopted this schedule in its Scheduling Order issued October 16, 

2012. 

As discussed in the Division’s Motion, on October 22, 2012, the Office informed the 

Commission that it was “electing not to file a dispositive motion allowed for by the 

Commission’s October 16, 2012 Scheduling Order.”  The Office further stated that it would 

“address the utility rate and regulatory actions proposed by the application and contract at issue 

through the public hearing process and in testimony.” 

The Office proceeded in its direct testimony to raise the same type of issues regarding the 

Application.  The Company responded in rebuttal testimony to these issues on regulatory policy 

grounds.  In surrebuttal testimony, the Office responded that these were legal issues and 

recommended “that the only way for the Commission to rule on such issues is by accepting post-

hearing briefs from all parties.”  OCS Exhibit 1SR lines 188-189.  The Company believes this 

suggestion is inconsistent with the foregoing history. 

While the Company is always willing to provide any information or argument the 

Commission believes is necessary for a decision, the Company believes the issues raised in the 

Office’s direct testimony are principally questions of regulatory policy and have been adequately 

addressed in testimony.  Therefore, the Company does not believe that this proceeding should be 

delayed further to require parties to file briefs. 
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Accordingly, the Motion should be granted. 

Dated:   January 29, 2013. 

     Respectfully submitted, 

     QUESTAR GAS COMPANY 

 
     __________________________________ 
     Colleen Larkin Bell 
     Questar Gas Company 
 
     Gregory B. Monson 
     Stoel Rives LLP 

     Attorneys for Questar Gas Company 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

This is to certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing QUESTAR GAS 

COMPANY’S RESPONSE TO THE DIVISION OF PUBLIC UTILITIES’ MOTION 

OPPOSING OFFICE OF CONSUMER SERVICES’ BRIEFING REQUEST AND 

REQUEST FOR EXPEDITED TREATMENT AND SHORTENED RESPONSE TIME 

was served upon the following persons by email on January 29, 2013: 

Patricia E. Schmid 
Assistant Attorney General 
160 East 300 South 
P.O. Box 140857 
Salt Lake City, UT  84114-0857 
pschmid@utah.gov 
 

Chris Parker 
Director 
Division of Public Utilities 
160 East 300 South 
P.O. Box 146751 
Salt Lake City, UT 84114-6751 
chrisparker@utah.gov 
 

Justin Jetter 
Assistant Attorney General 
160 East 300 South 
P.O. Box 146751 
Salt Lake City, UT 84114-6751 
jjetter@utah.gov 
 
 
Jerrold Jensen 
Assistant Attorney General 
160 East 300 South 
P.O. Box 140857 
Salt Lake City, UT  84114-0857 
jerroldjensen@utah.gov 
 

Michele Beck 
Director 
Office of Consumer Services 
160 East 300 South 
P.O. Box 146782 
Salt Lake City, UT 84114-6782 
mbeck@utah.gov 
 
Betsy Wolf 
Salt Lake Community Action Program 
764 South 200 West 
Salt Lake City, UT  84101 
bwolfe@slcap.org 
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Ivan Williams 
Senior Counsel 
Wyoming Office of Consumer 
Advocate 
2515 Warren Avenue, Suite 304 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Ivan.williams@wyo.gov 
 
Dennis Miller  
Division of Public Utilities 
160 East 300 South 
P.O. Box 146751 
Salt Lake City, UT 84114-6751 
dennismiller@utah.gov 
 
Marlin Barrow 
Division of Public Utilities 
160 East 300 South 
P.O. Box 146751 
Salt Lake City, UT 84114-6751 
mbarrow@utah.gov 
 
 

Bryce Freeman 
Administrator 
Wyoming Office of Consumer Advocate 
2515 Warren Avenue, Suite 304 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Bryce.Freeman@wyo.gov 
 
 
Artie Powell  
Division of Public Utilities 
160 East 300 South 
P.O. Box 146751 
Salt Lake City, UT 84114-6751 
wpowell@utah.gov 
 
Doug Wheelwright 
Division of Public Utilities 
160 East 300 South 
P.O. Box 146751 
Salt Lake City, UT 84114-6751 
dwheelwright@utah.gov 
 

Gary A. Dodge 
HATCH, JAMES & DODGE 
10 West Broadway, Suite 400 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101 
gdodge@hjdlaw.com 
 
 
 
David L. Taylor 
Utah Regulatory Affairs Manager 
Rocky Mountain Power 
201 South Main Street, Suite 2300 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
dave.taylor@pacificorp.com 
 
Eric Orton 
Office of Consumer Services 
160 East 300 South 
P.O. Box 146782 
Salt Lake City, UT 84114-6782 
eorton@utah.gov 
 

Kevin Higgins 
Neal Townsend 
ENERGY STRATEGIES 
215 S. State Street, #200  
Salt Lake City, UT 84111 
khiggins@energystrat.com 
ntownsend@energystrat.com 
 
Yvonne R. Hogle 
Senior Counsel 
Rocky Mountain Power 
201 South Main Street, Suite 2300 
Salt Lake City, Utah  84111 
yvonne.hogle@pacificorp.com 
 

      ____________________________________ 


