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CARL J. KUNASEK 
CHAIRMAN 

JIM IRVIN 
COMMISSIONER 

WILLIAh4 A. MUNDELL 
COMMISSIONER 

IN THE MATTER OF THE JOINT APPLICATION 
OF SUN CITY WATER COMPANY AND SUN 
CITY WEST UTILITIES COMPANY FOR 
APPROVAL OF CENTRAL ARIZONA PROJECT 
WATER UTILIZATION PLAN AND FOR AN 
ACCOUTING ORDER AUTHORIZING A 
GROUNDWATER SAVINGS FEE AND 
RECOVERYOFDEFERREDCENTRAL 
ARIZONA PROJECT EXPENSES. 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

2 

DOCKET NO. W-O1656A-98-0577 
DOCKET NO. SW-02334A-98-0577 

PROCEDURAL ORDER 

On July 31, 2000, Sun City Water Company and Sun City West Utilities (“collectively 

“Companies”) filed a Request for Extension (“Request”) to provisions in Decision No. 62293, dated 

February 1, 2000. In particular, the Companies requested an additional three month extension to 

submit binding agreements for the delivery of Central Arizona Project water to golf courses. Our 

August 10,2000 Procedural Order granted the extension until November 1,2000. 

On August 10, 2000, Staff of the Arizona Corporation Commission (“Staff’) filed a Response 

to the Request. On August 17,2000, the Companies filed a Reply to Staffs Response. 

Staff did not object to the Companies Request for a three-month extension. However, Staff 

requested an extension of corresponding time frames contained in Decision No. 62293 to allow Staff 

to submit their comments/obj ectionsh-ecommendations 60 days after the Companies file their binding 

commitments. In Reply, the Companies opposed Staffs request to postpone the date for 

comments/objections/recommendations until the binding agreements are submitted. The Companies 

opined that the binding agreements are completely independent from the preliminary engineering 

report. Further, the Companies asserted that the binding agreements “will not be subject to review, 

comment or changes and should not be a part of the review and comment period.” According to the 

Companies, postponing the review period will likewise postpone the construction of the project 

resulting in continuing direct groundwater declines. 
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DOCKET NO. W-O1656A-98-0577 ET AL. 

After review of Staffs Response, the Companies Reply, and the August 1, 2000 filing by the 

Zompanies, we find a short continuance is reasonable to allow Staff and other parties to evaluate the 

x-eliminary desigdupdated cost estimates. As to the binding agreements, we shall allow Staff and the 

Yemaining parties until November 1 , 2000 or 15 days after the Companies file the binding agreements, 

whichever comes later, to submit comments/objections/recommendations to the binding agreements. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the Commission’s Utilities Division as well as the 

remaining parties shall have until November 1, 2000 in which to file any 

:omments/obj ections/recommendations regarding the preliminary desigdupdated cost estimates. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Commission’s Utilities Division as well as the 

-emaining parties shall have until November 1, 2000 or 15 days after the Companies file the binding 

Lgreements, whichever comes later, to submit any comments/objections/recommendations regarding 

:he binding agreements. 

DATED this /@%a, of August, 2000. 

FERRY L. RUDIBAUGH 
CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE 

regoing mailed/delivered 
of August, 2000 to: 

Craig Marks 
CITIZENS UTILITIES COMPANY 
2901 N. Central Avenue, Suite 1660 
Phoenix, Arizona 85012 

Scott S. Wakefield 
RUCO 
2828 N. Central Ave., Suite 1200 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004 

Paul R. Michaud 
MARTINEZ & CURTIS 
2712 N. Seventh Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85006-1 090 
Attorneys for Sun City Taxpayers Association 
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DOCKET NO. W-O1656A-98-0577 ET AL. 

'alter W. Meek 
UIA 
100 N. Central Avenue, Suite 210 
ioenix, Arizona 85004 

rilliam G. Beyer 
EYER, McMAHON & LaRuE 
1448 W. Coggins, Suite C 
un City, h z o n a  8535 1 
ttorneys for CAP Task Force 

yn Farmer, Chief Counsel 
obert Metli, Staff Attorney 
EGAL DIVISION 
200 W. Washington Street 
hoenix, Arizona 85007 

beborah Scott, Director 
FTILITIES DIVISION 
200 W. Washington Street 
hoenix. Arizona 85007 

Dedbi Person ' 
Secretary to Jerry L. Rudibaugh 
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