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COMES NOW Arizona Interfaith Coalition on Energy ("AZ-ICE") 

by and through its attorney undersigned and as with its Direct 

Testimony secommends that APS be required to retain E-20 as a 

Permanent Rate, in an "unfrozen" status, allowing the movement to 

the E-20 rate for existing Houses of Worship presently on other 

rates and dew Houses of Worship that may be constructed in the 

future. In laddition, AZ-ICE requests that experimental rates E-22 

through E-24 be retained in an Irunfrozen statusll and continue to 

be available to those Houses of Worship currently on those rates 

and such new Houses of Worship for whom those rates may be 

appropriate. While E-20 has been an appropriate rate for many 

Houses of Worship, other Houses of Worship due to their demand and 

usage characteristics have elected to receive service on rates E- 

22 through €k-24. 
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Since these rates were authorized the participating 

Houses of Worship have benefited from fair, appropriate designed 

rates recognizing their unique characteristics while having 

diminimus effect on APSJ' returns. 

In the alternative, AZ-ICE urges the Commission to retain 

E-20 in an "unfrozen status" and either E-23 or E-24 unrestricted 

for present and future Houses of Worship client users. 

Because of the'similarity in design and effect of E-20, 

E-21 and E-22 the diskontinuation of E-21 and E-22 will not 

adversely affect House of Worship customers as long as E-20 

remains llunfrozenll and open to new customers. E-23 or E-24 should 

be retained for larger Houses of Worship for which E-20 is not a 

good fit. 

These Houses of Worship should not be forced as the 

company proposes onto E-32 or E-32TOU. Such an action does damage 

to the concepts for which AZ-ICE lobbied so diligently during the 

1 9 8 0 s  and 1 9 9 0 s  and pursued rate cases which gave rise to the 

creation of these rates as experimental rates. 

The Commission should not fail to recognize that by 

granting APS the relief sought concerning Rates E-20 through E-24 

it will have allowed APS to out maneuver the Commission and remove 

those rates to whose creation APS vehemently objected. Under the 

APS proposal, Houses of Worship that elected the E-21, E-22 would 

be precluded from moving to E-20 and forced to E-32 and E-32TOU. 

The larger Houses of Worship who may have elected E-23 and E-24, 

now see themselves being forced to E-32 or E-32TOU. 

The compelling issues are: that E-20 is a fair and 

2 



appropriately designed rate for small to medium sized Houses of 

Worship and recognizes their unique usage characteristics. E-23 

and E-24 are appropriately designed rates for larger Houses of 

Worship and although not specifically designated take into 

consideration their unique usage characteristics. APS' proposal 

to shift such customers to E-32 and E-32TOU is neither fair nor 

appropriate and serves to defeat the creation of House of Worship 

rates established by this Commission in earlier years. This is 

measured against a modest impact on APS' revenues characterized in 

testimony as diminimus. 

AZ-ICE would like to thank the Commission for its 

consideration of AZ-ICE'S arguments and looks forward to a 

favorable and just resolution to the current rate hearings. 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 22nd day of January, 2007. 
-c-? 
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D m D  C. KENNEDY, AttAey for 
Arizona Interfaith Coalition on 
Energy (AZ-ICE) 

Original + 13 copies filed 
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Docket Control 
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5401 N. 25th St. 
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PMB 411 
Anthem, A2 85086 
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Interwest Energy Alliance 
7650 S. McClintock, #103-282 
Tempe, AZ 85284 

Steven B. Bennett 
Deputy City Attorney 
3939 N. Drinkwater Blvd. 
Scottsdale, AZ 85251 

Janna Van Ness 
Arizona Public Service 
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Phoenix, Arizona 85004 

Michelle Livengood 
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Phoenix, AZ 85004 

Tracy Spoon 
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(Attorneys for The Kroger Co.) 

C. Webb Crockett 
Patrick J. Black 
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3003 N. Central Ave, #2600 
Phoenix, AZ 85012 
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Mining Company and Arizonans 
for Electric Choice and 
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Arizona Water Company 
P. 0. Box 29006 
Phoenix, A2 85038 
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1 2 0 0  W. Washington 
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Suite 3 
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Lt. Colonel Karen S. White 
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Litigation Team 
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Ernest G. Johnson 
Director - Utilities Division 
Arizona Corp. Comm. 
1 2 0 0  W. Washington 
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Mesa, AZ 8 5 2 0 1  

Andrew W. Bettwy David Berry 
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Jewish Community of Sedona 
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