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IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF DOCKET NO. W-01676A-04-0463
PINEVIEW WATER COMPANY, INC. FOR
AUTHORITY TO ISSUE PROMISSORY NOTE(S)
AND OTHER EVIDENCE OF INDEBTEDNESS
PAYABLE AT PERIODS OF MORE THAN
TWELVE MONTHS AFTER THE DATE OF
ISSUANCE.

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF DOCKET NO. W-01676A-04-0500
PINEVIEW WATER COMPANY, INC. FOR AN
INCREASE IN ITS WATER RATES FOR
CUSTOMERS WITHIN NAVAJO COUNTY,
ARIZONA. PROCEDURAL ORDER

BY THE COMMISSION:

On June 18, 2004, Pineview Water Company (“Pineview” or “Applicant™) filed an application
with the Arizona Corporation Commission (“Commission™) for authority to issue promissory note(s)
and other evidences of indebtedness payable at periods of more than twelve months after the date of
issuance not to exceed $730,978.

On July 9, 2004, Pineview filed a rate application with the Commission.

By Procedural Order issued October 5, 2005, a hearing on the application was scheduled for
February 24, 2005.

On December 8, 2004, the Commission’s Utilities Division Staff (“Staff™) filed a Motion to
Consolidate (“Motion™), stating that the financial situation of Pineview will be under review in both
dockets, and that the prudence of the financing may be affected by the level of rates approved in the
rate docket. The Motion stated that Pineview does not oppose the consolidation.

On December 17, 2004, a copy of the Motion was provided to the intervenors in the rate case
with instructions to respond to the Motion by January 7, 2005.

Arizona Corporation Commission
No opposition to the Motion was filed. DOCKETED
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DOCKET NO. W-01676A-04-0463 et al.

1 These cases are substantially related, and the rights of the parties will not be prejudiced by

2 || consolidation.

3 Staff’s request to consolidate is reasonable.

4 IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that Staff’s Unopposed Motion to Consolidate is granted.
5 Dated this /_d’ \#ﬁday of January, 2005

6

7

8

9

10 | The foregoing was mailed/delivered
1 this {’7/’ day of January, 2005 to:

Richard L. Sallquist

12 | SALLQUIST & DRUMMOND

2525 E. Arizona Biltmore Circle, Ste. 117
13 | Phoenix, AZ 85016

14 Attorneys for Pineview Water Company

Dan E. Simpson
15 | 1021 White Tail Drive
16 Show Low, AZ 85901

Thomas R. Cooper
17 18578 N. Ventura Avenue
18 Ventura, California 93001

Christopher Kempley

19 || Chief Counsel, Legal Division

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
20 | 1200 W. Washington Street

21 Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Ernest Johnson

22 || Director Utilities Division

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
23 | 1200 W. Washington Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85007
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25 | By: MW{/"\AL’[/”QA’\_/
Molly Jphnson

26 Secretary to Teena Wolfe
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