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BEFORE THE ARIZON K GIRPGRATTON COMMISSION o

Arizona Corporation Commission
COMMISSIONERS h
COMMISSIORERS b OCT 18 A g u3 DOCKETED
JEFF HATCH-MILLER, Chairman 0CT 1 82008
WILLIAM A. MUNDELL AZ CORP COMMISSION
MIKE GLEASON DOCUMENT CONTRGL oS T
KRISTIN K. MAYES m
BARRY WONG { ]
IN THE MATTER OF THE COMPLAINT OF THE DOCKET NO. E-01750A-05-(y579
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, UNITED
STATES OF AMERICA, AGAINST MOHAVE
ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, INC. AS TO
SERVICES TO THE HAVASUPAI AND
HUALAPAI INDIAN RESERVATIONS.. PROCEDURAL ENTRY
BY THE COMMISSION:

On August 10, 2005, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, United States of America, (“BIA” or
“Complainant”) filed the above-captioned Complaint against Mohave Electric Cooperative, Inc.
(“Mohave” or “Respondent”) with the Arizona Corporation Commission (“Commission”).

On September 7, 2006, a Pre-Hearing Conference was héld in this matter as scheduled by the
Procedural Order issued on August 4, 2006. The BIA, Mohave and the Commission’s Utilities
Division Staff entered appearances through counsel and discussed procedural issues.

On September 11, 2006, a Settlement Conference Procedural Order was issued setting a
settlement conference to commence on September 26, 2006, and informing the parties of procedural
requirements related té the settlement conference.

On September 18, 2006, Respondent filed a Notice of Unavailability and Request to Reset
Settlement Conference. Respondent stated that all three members of its management staff who would

be in a position to negotiate a settlement, subject to the Board of Directors’ ratification, will be

unavailable to appear personally on the scheduled date, and that the member who would be available
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by phone would have a time lag for response. Respondent proposed several alternative dates in

September and October 2006 for the settlement conference.
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On September 20, 2006, Complainant filed its Response to the Notice. Complainant stated

1
2 || that it does not object to a continuance of the settlement conference, and provided three dates on
3 [ which Complainant is available corresponding with Respondent’s availability. By Procedural Order,
4 | the settlement conference was continued to October 17, 2006.
> On October 17, 2006, the BIA and Mohave appeared with counsel at the settlement
6
conference. The parties were unable to resolve the issues raised by the Complaint in this proceeding.
7 ,
8 Accordingly, the presiding Administrative Law Judge will issue a Procedural Order governing
9 further proceedings in this matter.
10 DATED this day of October, 2006.
11
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13 MARC E. STERN  °
1 ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE
15 . . . .
Copies, of the foregoing mailed/delivered/faxed
16 [ this y of October, 2006 to:
17 [ Michael A. Curtis, Larry K. Udall, William P. Christopher Kempley, Chief Counsel
Sullivan, and Nancy A. Mangone Legal Division
18 CURTIS, GOODWIN, SULLIVAN ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1o |UDALL & scHwAB, P.L.C. 5200 West Washington Street
2712 N. 7" Street Oenix, Arizona
20 || Phoenix, Arizona 85006-1090 Ernest Johnson, Director
Attorneys for Mohave Electric Cooperative, Utilities Division
21 | Inc. ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 West Washington Street
22 Paul K. Charlton Phoenix, Arizona 85007
3 | Mark J. Wenker
U S ATTORNEY’S OFFICE
24 |40 N. Central, Suite 1200
Phoenix, Arizona 85004-4408 Bv:
25 || Attorneys for the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Y Person.
26 United States of America N Secretary to Marc ESfem _
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