
1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

~ 28 
~ 

I llllll lllll lllll1llll lllll lllll Ulll Ill1 lllll lllll /Ill Ill1 
0 0 0 0 0 2 1  1 7 8  

BEFORE THE AIUZO&E&@%@ON COMMISSION 1 

COMMISSIONERS 

KRISTIN K. MAYES 

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF 
ARIZONA WATER COMPANY, AN ARIZONA 
CORPORATION, FOR ADJUSTMENTS TO ITS 
RATES AND CHARGES FOR UTILITY SERVICE 
FURNISHED BY ITS WESTERN GROUP AND 
FOR CERTAIN RELATED APPROVALS. 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

SECOND AMENDED 
RATE CASE PROCEDURAL ORDER 

On September 8,2004, Arizona Water Company (“AWC” or “Company”) filed an application 

&h the Arizona Corporation Commission (“Commission”) to adjust its rates and charges for utility 

;ervice provided by the Applicant’s Western Group. 

A Procedural Order was issued on November 15,2005, setting the procedural schedule for the 

iearing on the application. 

On April 12, 2005, a Procedural Order was issued rescheduling the pre-hearing conference in 

,his matter from June 13, 2005 to June 10, 2005; rescheduling the date for the filing of rejoinder 

estimony from June 9, 2005 to June 8, 2005; and changing the deadline for objections to pre-filed 

.estimony to the new pre-hearing conference date of June 10,2005. 

On May 19, 2005, the Commission’s Utilities Division Staff (“Staff’) filed a Notice of 

Settlement Negotiations on the issue of the Company’s past, present and future costs associated with 

ts Central Arizona Project water allotments. 

On June 6,  2005, AWC, the Residential Utility Consumer Office (“RUCO’) and Staff 

ippeared at the request of AWC at a procedural conference, at which AWC requested authority to file 

ts rejoinder testimony on June 10, 2005 by noon. AWC stated that it had contacted counsel for 

ntervenors Pivotal Utility Group and the City of Casa Grande, and had authority to report that those 

Iarties were not opposed to the Company’s request. AWC explained that its request is prompted by 

m unforeseen delay in a separate pending proceeding and also by the possibility of reaching a 

i:\TWolfe\AWC650\ratecasepo3 .doc 1 



4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

DOCKET NO. W-O1445A-04-0650 

settlement on a large issue in this case. AWC explained that the rejoinder testimony of multiple 

witnesses might be affected if a settlement is reached. 

At the procedural conference, RUCO stated that an extension of the date for filing rejoinder 

testimony without a corresponding continuation of the hearing date would hinder its ability to prepare 

for the hearing in this proceeding. 

During the Procedural Conference, the parties agreed to a short continuance of both the pre- 

hearing conference and the commencement of the hearing, in conjunction with the requested delay in 

filing rejoinder testimony. RUCO proposed a two day delay of the hearing. A one day delay will be 

granted at this time. If further continuance of the hearing is required, the parties may request it at the 

pre-hearing conference. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the hearing in this matter shall be continued from June 

16, 2005 to June 17, 2005 at 9:30 a.m. Opening statements by the parties shall be permitted at the 

commencement of the hearing on that date. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that public comment shall be taken as previously scheduled at 

1O:OO a.m. on June 16,2005. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the pre-hearing conference currently scheduled for June 

10, 2005 shall instead be held on June 16,2005, immediately following public comment at 1O:OO 

a.m. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that rejoinder testimony and associated exhibits to be presented 

at the hearing on behalf of the Company shall be reduced to writing and filed before noon on June 

10,2005. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that any objections to any testimony or exhibits which have 

been prefiled as of June 10, 2005, shall be made before or at the June 16, 2005 pre-hearing 

conference. 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Ex Parte Rule applies to this proceeding and shall 

remain in effect until the Commission's Order in this matter is final and non-appealable. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Presiding Officer may rescind, alter, amend, or waive 

my portion of this Procedural Order either by subsequent Procedural Order or by ruling at hearing. 
ĉ  .-* 

Dated this / day of June, 2005 

i 
ADMhJIS'fhTIVE LAW JUDGE 

rhe for ing was maileddelivered 
,his 

VormanD. James 
lay L. Shapiro 
'EMMORE CRAIG 
3003 N. Central Avenue, Ste. 2600 
?hoenix, AZ 85012 
4ttorneys for Arizona Water Company 

day of June, 2005 to: * 
Scott S. Wakefield, Chief Counsel 
xuco 
1 110 West Washington, Ste. 220 
?hoenix, AZ 85007 

leffiey W. Crockett 
leborah R. Scott 
SNELL & WILMER 
3ne Arizona Center 
$00 E. Van Buren 
'hoenix, AZ 85004-2202 
4ttorneys for Pivotal Group, Inc. 

Marvin S. Cohen 
SACKS TIERNEY, P.A. 
$230 N. Drinkwater Blvd., 4' Floor 
Scottsdale, AZ 8525 1 

loan S. Burke 
3SBORN MALEDON, P.A. 
2929 North Central Avenue, Ste. 2100 
?hoenix, AZ 85012-2794 
4ttorneys for City of Casa Grande 

3 

Ursula J. Gordwin 
Casa Grande Assistant City Attorney 
5 10 E. Florence Blvd. 
Casa Grande, AZ 85222 

Christopher Kempley, Chief Counsel 
Timothy J. Sabo, Attorney 
Legal Division 
ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION 
1200 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

Ernest G. Johnson, Director 
Utilities Division 
ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION 
1200 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

ARIZONA REPORTING SERVICE 
2627 N. Third Street, Ste. Three 
Phoenix, AZ 85004- 1003 

By: 

Secreta?$ to Teena Wolfe 


