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IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF 
ARIZONA WATER COMPANY FOR AN 
EXTENSION TO ITS EXISTING 
CERTIFICATE OF CONVENIENCE AND 
NECESSITY. 

PAL0 VERDE UTILITIES COMPANY FOR 
AN EXTENSION OF ITS EXISTING 
CERTIFICATE OF CONVENIENCE AND 
NECESSITY. 

SANTA CRUZ WATER COMPANY FOR AN 
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EXTENSION OF ITS CERTIFICATE OF ITS 
EXISTING CERTIFICATE OF 
CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 
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,, 9 ‘3 -. 39 
JEFF HATCH-MILLER, Chairman 

RESPONSE TO CMR’S REQUEST FOR 
EXTENSION OF THE INTERVENTION 

DEADLINE AND FOR LEAVE TO 

P O 1  G E C  i” Ed‘ io36 
WILLIAM A. MUNDELL 
MIKE GLEASON 
KRISTIN K. MAYES 
BARRY WONG 

INTERVENE 

On December 6, 2006, CMWCasa Grande LLC (“CMR’) filed a Motion to Extend the 

lntervention Deadline and for Leave to Intervene. Staff of the Arizona Corporation Commission 

(“Staff ’) hereby responds that it does not oppose the requested extension of deadline or intervention 

by CMR. Further, by procedural order of December 18, 2006, Staff was instructed to discuss the 

relationship of CMR to the Copper Mountain Ranch Development. 

1. 

Staff contacted CMR and determined that CMR is the property owner of the land at the 

Copper Mountain Ranch development. Copper Mountain Ranch is located in the northeast corner of 

the territory requested by Arizona Water Company’s (“AWC”) request for extension of its Certificate 

of Convenience and Necessity (“CC & N’). 

CMR’s relationship to Copper Mountain Ranch 

2. Staffs Response to CMR’s Motion for Extension of Intervention Deadline and Leave 

to Intervene 
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In the Staff Report filed October 26, 2006, Staff expressed the opinion that, in this case, only 

ireas for which requests for service were received should be included in the CC & N extensions 

iwarded in this case. 

While this continues to be Staffs position, Staff also believes that the interests of a complete 

ecord discussing all aspects of a CC & N application other than requests for service may be relevant 

o the Commission’s determination whether to grant such applications. It was on this basis that Staff 

ecommended denial of CHI Construction Company’s (“CHI”) motion for exclusion from the CC & 

\I extension though it has clearly expressed that it is not requesting service. CHI’s motion to be 

:xcluded was denied by the December 18,2006 procedural order. 

The justification for denial of CHI’s request for exclusion from the CC & N extension 

tpplication support granting CMR’s request for intervention. CMR presents similar issues to those 

orwarded by the CHI request for exclusion. With regard to determining the importance of requests 

or service to the CC & N application process, granting CMR’s request for intervention may 

:ontribute to a fuller evidentiary record pertaining to these issues. 

For these reasons, Staff does not oppose CMR’s request for intervention. 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 29th day of December 2006. 

-- 
/ 

Charles H. Hains 
Attorney, Legal Division 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
1200 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 
(602) 542-3402 

Original and nineteen (1 9) copies 
sf the foregoing were filed this 
&day of December 2006 with: 

Docket Control 
Arizona Corporation Commission 
1200 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 
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Co 
=day of December 2006 to: 

of the foregoing mailed this 
tFY 

Robert W. Geake 
ARIZONA WATER COMPANY 
P . 0  Box 29006 
Phoenix, Arizona 85038 

Steve A. Hirsch 
Rodney W. Ott 
BRYAN CAVE 
Two North Central Avenue, Suite 2200 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004 

Michael W. Patten 
ROSHKA, DeWULF & PATTEN 
400 East Van Buren, Suite 800 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004 
Attorneys for Palo Verde Utilities and Santa 
Cruz Water Company 

Brad Clough 
ANDERSON & BARNES 580, LLP 
ANDERSON & MILLER 694, LLP 
8501 North Scottsdale Road, Suite 260 
Scottsdale, Arizona 85253 

Jeffrey W. Crockett 
Marcie Montgomery 
SNELL & WILMER 
400 East Van Buren Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004 
Attorney for CHI Construction Company and 
CP Water Company, Robson Utilities 

Kenneth H. Lowman 
KEJE Group, LLC 
7854 West Sahara 
Las Vegas, NV 89 1 17 

Zraig Emmerson 
ANDERSON & VAL VISTA 6, LLC 
3501 North Scottsdale Road, Suite 260 
3cottsdale, Arizona 85253 
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Philip J. Polich 
GALLUP FDJANCIAL, LLC 
8501 North Scottsdale Road, Suite 125 
Scottsdale. Arizona 85253 


