
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

 
 

* * * * * 
 
 

RE: IN THE MATTER OF THE 
PROPOSED RULES RELATING TO 
DATA ACCESS AND PRIVACY FOR 
ELECTRIC UTILITIES, 4 CODE OF 
COLORADO REGULATIONS 723-3 AND 
DATA ACCESS AND PRIVACY RULES 
FOR GAS UTILITIES, 4 CODE OF 
COLORADO REGULATIONS 723-4 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 
 
PROCEEDING NO. 15A-0789E 

 
 
 

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 
 
 
 

Introduction 

Public Service Company of Colorado (“Public Service” or the “Company”) and 

Mission:data Coalition, Inc. (“Mission:data”) (collectively referred to as the “Settling 

Parties”), hereby enter into this Settlement Agreement to resolve all issues that have 

been raised in this proceeding. 

Background 

On October 2, 2015, Public Service filed a Verified Compliance Application 

(“Application”) commencing this Proceeding No. 15A-0789E, filed in compliance with 

Decision No. R15-0406 in rulemaking Proceeding No. 14R-0394EG. Ordering 

paragraph 3 of that decision directed all electric utilities to file an application or advice 

letter addressing whether and how their respective customers may access and/or share 

his or her own customer data, both raw and utility maintained, in a consumer-friendly 
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and computer friendly-way. Public Service’s Compliance Application addressed the 

differences between the Green Button Download (“GBD”) and Green Button Connect 

(“GBC”) platforms, which allow customers to access and/or share their own Customer 

Data. The GBD service, which the Company already offers to all customers, downloads 

individual customer usage data in a machine-readable XML format, also viewable in a 

spreadsheet, that the customer can then use or share with third parties as they wish. 

The GBC service automatically transfers that same data from the utility directly to the 

customer and third parties the customer authorizes. The Company’s position in its 

Application was that the customer data access services it already provides were 

sufficient and that implementing GBC was not cost effective at the time. 

 On November 6, 2015, Mission:data filed a motion for leave to intervene in the 

proceeding. Mission:data attached comments to the motion, requesting that the 

Commission reject the Company’s contention that GBC was not cost effective and 

examine the costs and benefits of GBC. 

 Subsequently, Public Service solicited a GBC implementation budget from a third 

party vendor. The Company discussed the estimate in confidential settlement 

negotiations with Mission:data.  The Settling Parties now wish to resolve any disputes 

between them.   

Settlement 

 To resolve this proceeding, the Settling Parties agree as follows: 

1. The Company has agreed to disclose in this Settlement Agreement, which 

shall become part of the public record in Proceeding No. 15A-0789E, that the cost 

estimate received by the Company to implement GBC in addition to the Company’s 
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existing information technology (“IT”) infrastructure totals a one-time fee of between 

$1.5 and $2 million.1  The quoted price would result in GBC implementation for all 

Public Service customers, including online registration and authentication of third party 

service providers.  

2. The Company acknowledges that while it has taken the position that GBC 

is not cost effective at this time, that position does not preclude Public Service from 

considering implementation of GBC in the future.  

3. Mission:data will not contest the Company’s Application. 

General Provisions 

1. The Settling Parties understand and agree that this Settlement Agreement 

represents a negotiated resolution of all issues that the Settling Parties either raised or 

could have raised in this proceeding. The Settling Parties understand that the 

Commission’s approval of this Settlement Agreement shall constitute a determination 

that the Settlement Agreement represents a just, equitable, and reasonable resolution 

of these issues. Accordingly, the Settling Parties state that reaching resolution of these 

issues in this proceeding through this negotiated Settlement Agreement is in the public 

interest and that the results of the compromises and agreements reflected in the 

Settlement Agreement are just, reasonable, and in the public interest. 

2. The Settling Parties agree to join in a motion that requests that the 

Commission approve this Settlement Agreement, and to support the Settlement 

Agreement in any subsequent pleadings or filings. Each Settling Party further agrees 

that in the event that it sponsors a witness to address the Settlement Agreement at any 

                                                           
1 The Company has already expended approximately $7 million to create its current customer information system. 
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hearing that the Commission may hold to address it, the Settling Party’s witness will 

testify in support of the Settlement Agreement and all of the terms and conditions of the 

Settlement Agreement. The Settling Parties agree to reasonably seek approval of this 

Settlement Agreement before the Commission against challenges that may be made by 

non-executing parties. 

3. Except as expressly stated herein, nothing in this Settlement Agreement 

shall resolve any principle or establish any precedent or settled practice. 

4. Nothing in this Settlement Agreement shall constitute an admission by any 

Settling Party of the correctness or general applicability of any principle, or any claim, 

defense, rule, or interpretation of law, allegation of fact, regulatory policy, or other 

principle underlying or thought to underlie this Settlement Agreement or any of its 

provisions in this or any other proceeding. As a consequence, no Settling Party in any 

future negotiations or proceedings whatsoever (other than any proceeding involving the 

honoring, enforcing, or construing of this Settlement Agreement in those proceedings 

specified in this Settlement Agreement, and only to the extent, so specified) shall be 

bound or prejudiced by any provision of this Settlement Agreement. 

5. The discussions among the Settling Parties that have produced this 

Settlement Agreement have been conducted with the understanding, pursuant to 

Colorado law, that all offers of settlement, and discussions relating thereto, are and 

shall be privileged and shall be without prejudice to the position of any of the Settling 

Parties and are not to be used in any manner in connection with this or any other 

proceeding. 
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6. All Parties have had the opportunity to participate in the drafting of this 

Settlement Agreement.  There shall be no legal presumption that any specific Settling 

Party was the drafter of this Settlement Agreement. 

7. This Settlement Agreement may be executed in counterparts, all of which 

when taken together shall constitute the entire Settlement Agreement with respect to 

the issues addressed by this Agreement. 
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Dated this 22nd day of April, 2016. 
 
Agreed on behalf of: 
 
MISSION:DATA COALTION, INC. 
 
 

By:   
       Michael Murray 
       Chief Technology Strategist 
 
 
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
 
 
By: ___________________________ 
      Gabriella Stockmayer, # 43770 
      Dietze and Davis, P.C. 
      2060 Broadway, Suite 400 
      Boulder, CO 80307 
      Telephone: (303) 447-1375 
      Email: GStockmayer@dietzedavis.com 
 

 

 

 


