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IN THE MATTER OF THE GENERIC DOCKET NO. E-00000A-02-0051
PROCEEDINGS CONCERNING ELECTRIC
RESTRUCTURING ISSUES.

DOCKET NO. E-01345A-01-0822
IN THE MATTER OF ARIZONA PUBLIC
SERVICE COMPANY’S REQUEST FOR
VARIANCE OF CERTAIN REQUIREMENTS OF
A.A.C. R14-2-1606.

DOCKET NO. E-00000A-01-0630
IN THE MATTER OF THE GENERIC
PROCEEDING CONCERNING THE ARIZONA
INDEPENDENT SCHEDULING
ADMINISTRATOR.

DOCKET NO. E-01933A-02-0069
IN THE MATTER OF TUCSON ELECTRIC
POWER COMPANY’S APPLICATION FOR A
VARIANCE OF CERTAIN ELECTRIC
COMPETITION RULES COMPLIANCE DATES.

DOCKET NO. E-01933A-98-0471
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
TUCSON ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY FOR
APPROVAL OF ITS STRANDED COST
RECOVERY. PROCEDURAL ORDER

BY THE COMMISSION:

On October 18, 2001, the Arizona Public Service Company (“APS”) filed a Request for a
Partial Variance to A.A.C. R14-2-1606(B) and for Approval of a Purchase Power Agreement
(“PPA™).

A Procedural Conference was held on December 5, 2001, to discuss procedural issues and the
appropriate scope of this proceeding. APS filed direct testimony on December 12, 2001, and the
parties filed briefs on procedural matters on December 19, 2001.

DISCUSSION

In its Brief, APS argues that the variance rule is the appropriate procedural mechanism for the

Commission to adjudicate APS’ request. APS cites R14-2-1614(C), stating that it applies to “any” of

the Electric Competition Rules. APS states that “[i]n no instance is the Commission’s power to grant
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a waiver or variance limited in any respect other than by the ‘public interest,” which is a substantive
determination on the merits of the proposed variance or waiver and not a limitation on the procedural
process of seeking the variance or waiver.” (APS Brief p. 3)

APS argues that the rules allow a variance; that Commission practice has been to routinely
consider and grant waivers from other generally applicable rules, often without a hearing; that
Arizona case law recognizes the discretion of the Commission to use utility-specific orders rather
than rules of general applicability; and that to deny APS a rule variance available to other utilities
would violate the equal protection provisions in the Arizona Constitution. APS believes that no
additional notice requirements or constitutional due process considerations are legally necessary, and
that any additional notice would be at the Commission’s discretion.

The Residential Utility Consumer Office (“RUCO”) believes that it may be prudent for the
Commission to comply with the requirements of A.R.S. § 40-252 and recommends that the
Commission also include the caption from the APS stranded cost docket, E-01345A-98-0473.

The Arizonans for Electric Choice and Competition (“AECC”) urge the Commission to
undertake its review of Arizona’s electric policy direction, as it pertains to the future provision of
standard offer service, as part of this docket, but not to re-open the issue of customer choice and the
Settlement Agreement.

The Arizona Competitive Power Alliance (“Alliance™) argues that granting the requested
variance would: be a “de facto repeal of a critical provision of the Electric Competition Rules”
(Alliance Brief p. 2) and would violate the rulemaking requirements of the Arizona Administrative
Procedure Act; would breach the Settlement Agreement; and would violate Decision No. 61973. The
Alliance believes that APS must first negotiate changes to the Settlement Agreement with the parties,
and then seek an amendment to the A.A.C. R14-2-1606(B) through the rulemaking process. Further,
the Alliance argues that APS must also obtain approval of any negotiated amendments to the
Settlement Agreement by requesting that Decision No. 61973 be amended in a separate proceeding
conducted pursuant to A.R.S. § 40-252. Finally, the Alliance requests that the Commission dismiss

APS’ application as legally improper; order APS to submit a Plan of Administration; and suggests

that if the Commission wishes to consider issues raised by APS and the response of the other parties,
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it should use a workshop or generic fact-finding proceeding.

The Arizona Transmission Dependent Utility Group (“ATDUG”) discussed the
appropriateness of a variance request when an approved tariff of the Commission or an order
conflicts with the variance request, and also, when there is a settlement agreement among multiple
parties who may have relied to their detriment on the settlement. ATDUG agrees with Staff that the
transfer of generation assets to APS’ affiliate should be postponed because “[o]nce that asset transfer
is accomplished, the receiving entity, Pinnacle West Energy Corporation (“PWEC”), will be an
exempt wholesale generator and forever beyond the reach of the Commission.” (ATDUG Brief p. 3).

The Southwestern Power Group II, L.L.C. (“SWPG”), Toltec Power Station, L.L.C.
(“Toltec™), and the Bowie Power Station L.L.C. (“Bowie”), argue that APS “cannot achieve the
underlying goal of its Request for Variance without (i) an amendment to the Settlement Agreement
and Addendum and (ii) an amendment to or recission (sic) of the Commission’s Decision No.
61973.” (Brief at pp. 2-3). SWPG, Toltec, and Bowie believe that a proceeding conducted pursuant
to A.R.S. § 40-252 is appropriate to protect the rights of the signatory parties to the Settlement
Agreement and to persons who could be directly and substantially affected. They also believe that
the consent of the signatory parties is a prerequisite to such action.

In its Brief, Staff states that APS’ application complies with A.A.C.R14-2-1614(C) because
APS alleges that it is affected by the Rule and that the requested variance will serve the public
interest. Staff believes that if the Commission were to grant APS’ application for a waiver of A.A.C.
R14-2-1606(B), it would also have to amend Decision No. 61973, the Commission Order that
approved the Settlement Agreement. Staff states that Decision No. 61973 already granted APS a
variance from the terms of 1606(B) by granting a two-year extension, and granting APS an indefinite
extension would involve amending Decision No. 61973. Staff believes that APS should be required
to provide broad public notice of its application, including notice to parties to Decision No. 61973
and to its customers.

By Procedural Order issued January 22, 2002, the Commission has opened a generic docket

on electric restructuring (Docket No. E-00000A-02-0051) (“generic docket™), and has established

deadlines for interested parties to respond to questions raised by Commissioners.
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1 By Procedural Order issued January 25, 2002, a Procedural Conference was scheduled to
2 |[ discuss the procedural posture and schedule in this matter.

3 On January 28, 2002, Tucson Electric Power Company also filed a Request for a Variance

4 [ (Docket No. E-01933A-02-0069).

5 On January 30, 2002, Staff filed a Response to the Procedural Order establishing the generic
docket and requested consolidation of all related electric competition dockets, including the generic
docket, the APS variance request, the TEP variance request, the AISA inquiry, and the TEP request
8 [ to amend its market generation credit, Docket No. E-01933A-98-0471. Staff also suggested that it be
9 | allowed to review the other parties’ initial responses and then submit a report. The Staff Report
10 [ would summarize the positions taken by the various parties, include discussion on any omitted items,
11 | and develop policy recommendations.
12 On January 31, 2002, APS filed its Response to Staff’s January 30, 2002 filing, objecting to
13 | the consolidation of all related electric dockets. APS asked for the prompt consideration of its
14 | Application and believes that the various pending proceedings identified by Staff have not been
15 | shown to be legally interdependent.
16 At the January 31, 2002 Procedural Conference, the parties argued their positions on
17 | consolidation and the procedural timeframes for filing testimony and for hearing.
18 On February 1, 2002, APS filed its Supplemental Brief on Application of A.R.S. § 40-252 to
19 | this Proceeding (“Supplemental Brief”). APS argues that a finding that APS’ filing invokes A.R.S. §
20 | 40-252 is unnecessary at this time, as the procedures for notice and hearing for its “variance request”

21 | can be identical to those pursuant to an A.R.S. § 40-252 proceeding. APS also incorporated its

22 | November 26, 2001 Reply to Staff’s Response and re-argued the points it made in its previous filings:
23 | the Electric Competition Rules specifically include any variances granted thereto; no party to the
24 | Settlement Agreement has alleged that the APS filing required a change to either the settlement or to
25 | Decision No. 61973; that the Commission has granted variances to the Electric Competition Rules
26 | without complying with the procedural requirements of Decision No. 61973; casting the proceeding

27 | as one arising under § 40-252 “may also severely limit or even render moot the Commission’s ability

28 [to act in the public interest”; and that the reference to § 40-252 “could be portrayed and construed as
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1 { the Commission attempting to in some way ‘reopen’ the 1999 APS Settlement” and could “produce a
2 | severely negative financial impact on the Company given the heightened scrutiny being given to the
3 | credit quality of public utilities.” (APS Supplemental Brief pp. 3-4).
4 On February 4, 2002, Panda Gila River, L.P. (“Panda”) filed its Response to APS’
5 | Supplemental Brief. In response to APS’ citation of Decisions Nos. 63316 and 63364, Panda states
6 | that whether or not Decision No. 61973 must be amended requires a case-by-case analysis, and the
7 | fact that amendment of the environmental portfolio standard in Decision No. 63364 did not require
8 [ amendment of Decision No. 61973, is irrelevant to whether § 40-252 should be complied with in this
9 | docket. Panda argues that the fact that none of the parties to the Settlement have alleged that Decision
10 [[No. 61973 must be amended is meaningless, because Decision No. 61973 is a “decision of the
11 | Commission that any person is entitled to rely upon.” (Panda Response p. 3) Finally, Panda argues
12 || that APS’ concern that by invoking A.R.S. § 40-252, the Commission may reopen the Settlement

13 [ which may threaten the financial stability of APS, is a “scare tactic” that is “nothing more than an

14 | attempt to limit the scope of the Commission’s decision to only those issues raised by APS regardless

15 | of what is in the best interest of the other parties and the citizens of Arizona.” (Panda Response p. 3)

16 [ Panda requests that the Commission reject the Supplemental Brief of APS.

17 On February 4, 2002, the Alliance filed its Response to APS’ Supplemental Brief. The
18 | Alliance argues that “A.R.S. § 40-252 provides the sole procedural mechanism by which a decision
19 | of the Commission can be altered or amended. The Commission rule, A.A.C. R14-2-1614(C), only
20 | provides a means by which a party can seek an exemption from certain of the Commission Electric
21 | Competition Rules; it does not and cannot be used to circumvent the exclusive statutory procedure for
22 jamending a Commission decision under A.R.S. § 40-252.” (Alliance Response p. 2, emphasis
23 | original). The Alliance distinguishes the two other Decisions cited by APS as involving variances
24 | that would not compel the Commission to amend Decision No. 61973 nor any other decision, and
25 | neither would have required the “de facto repeal of the rule from which an exemption was sought.”
26 | (Alliance Response p. 2) The Alliance says that APS asserts that “the parties to the Settlement

27 | Agreement always intended that APS be able to escape its obligations under the Settlement

28 [ Agreement by unilaterally obtaining an exemption from the rule incorporating those obligations.”
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1 | (Alliance Response p. 2) The Alliance believes that the language of the Addendum to the Settlement
Agreement where it states that no future Commission “order, rule or regulation” should be construed

as conflicting with the Settlement, as expressing an opposite intent. The Alliance also asserts that

S~ WD

APS is not prejudiced procedurally, and that APS’ assertion of a possible adverse financial impact

W

should have already occurred because APS filed the variance request and because of the scope of
inquiry under the generic electric docket.

On February 6, 2002, Sempra Energy Resources (“Sempra”) filed its Opposition to Arizona

=~ )

Public Service Company’s Attempted Filing of Supplemental Brief. Sempra argues that APS is not

\O

acting in compliance with the December 19, 2001 Procedural Order, which contemplated the filing of
10 J only one brief, and that APS has not shown good cause to extend the time to allow filing reply briefs.
11 || Sempra also cites the arguments contained in the Panda and Alliance filings as support to deny APS’
12 | request for leave to supplement its February 1, 2002 filing.

13 ANALYSIS

14 A.A.C. R14-2-1614(C) allows the Commission to consider variations or exemptions from the
15 | terms or requirements of any of the rules. APS’ application does assert the elements necessary for a
16 | variance request. Additionally, in order for the Commission to take the action APS requests
17 || (approval of the proposed PPA), Commission Decision No. 61973 must be amended. As Staff points
18 | out, APS was originally granted a variance from the terms of R14-2-1606(B) in Decision No. 61973,

19 | and any additional variations will require appropriate amendments to Decision No. 61973. Although

20 || APS cites to previous Commission Decisions Nos. 63316 and 63364"' and argues that there is
21 | precedent for not requiring a § 40-252 proceeding, the circumstances of this proceeding are different.
22 | In neither of those dockets did any party allege that granting the application would violate the

23 [ Settlement Agreement or Decision No. 61973, and the issue was not raised or addressed. Although

24 | APS argues that the Commission has a practice of granting waivers, it did not acknowledge or
25 | address the distinguishing differences with this Request — that its variance is contested and that there
26 | are allegations that what APS is requesting was specifically and particularly rejected in Decision No.

27

28 |1 Presumably, APS meant to refer to Decision No. 63354 (February 8, 2001).
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1 161973 and in the Settlement Agreement to which it was a party.

2 Both the Decision and the Settlement Agreement state that APS will obtain power for
3 | standard offer customers pursuant to the Electric Competition Rules. Decision No. 61973 states:
4 | “Power for Standard Offer Service will be acquired in a manner consistent with the Commission’s
5 | Electric Competition Rules.” (p. 10), and the Addendum to Settlement Agreement provides that
“[a]fter the extensions granted in this Section 4.1 have expired, APS shall procure generation for
Standard Offer customers from the competitive market as provided for in the Electric Competition

Rules. An affiliated generation company formed pursuant to this Section 4.1 may competitively bid

o 0 3 QN

for APS’ Standard Offer load, but enjoys no automatic privilege outside of the market bid on account
10 | of its affiliation with APS.” (Addendum to Settlement Agreement, p. 3). Clearly, APS agreed to, and
11 }the Commission’s Decision approving the Settlement Agreement as modified by the Commission,
12 [ required APS to procure generation for Standard Offer customers from the competitive market
13 [ consistent with the Electric Competition Rules. The fact that APS has requested a “variance” from
14 [ the Electric Competition Rule that directs how power purchased for standard offer service is to be
15 | acquired, clearly shows that the PPA is not consistent with the Electric Competition Rules.

16 Further, the variances that the Commission agreed to in the Settlement Agreement (Section
17 14.1.1, the two-year extension of time to separate assets and the “similar two-year extension”
18 | authorized “for compliance with A.A.C. R14-2-1606(B)”) and granted in Decision No. 61973, were
19 | obviously bargained-for terms of the Settlement Agreement. In fact, one of the parties to the

20 | Decision, but not a signatory to the Settlement Agreement, requested that a provision be “explicitly

21 | stated in the Agreement”, to reflect APS’ intent to procure generation for standard offer customers
22 | from the wholesale generation market as provided for in the Electric Competition Rules, as well as
23 | the understanding that the affiliate generation company could bid for APS’ standard offer load under
24 | an affiliate FERC tariff, but that there would be no automatic privilege outside of the market bid,.
25 | (Decision No. 61973 at p.9) The Commission agreed and ordered APS to “include language as
26 [ requested.” APS has not recognized that parties to the docket resulting in Decision No. 61973 also

27 | have due process rights, even though they may not be signatories to the Settlement Agreement.

28 | Further, it is possible that the Commission may take some action that requires amending Decision
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1 | No. 61973, but that does not implicate the Settlement Agreement.
2 APS initiated and proposed this change in how it is to obtain its power for standard offer
3 || service. By filing the application, APS asked the Commission to take this action, and the issue is not
4 | whether the Commission should “speculate now as to whether the Commission can or will
5 || substantively amend Decision No. 61973 in a manner that somehow implicates Section 40-252.” ‘The
6 |[issue is how to insure that all interested parties’ rights to due process are protected while allowing the
7 | parties to develop a record for the Commission to consider when making its ultimate determination.
8 APS’ argument that the Commission finding that APS’ application required proceeding
9 [ according to A.R.S. § 40-252 “could be portrayed and construed as the Commission attempting to in
10 | some way ‘reopen’ the 1999 APS Settlement” is misdirected. It is APS, not the Commission, that
11 |initiated this action requesting the Commission change the way that APS will procure power for
12 || Standard Offer Customers.

13 In order for the variance APS requests to be granted by the Commission to have meaning or

14 | applicability, the Commission Decision must be amended. Accordingly, in addition to proceeding as
15 |a request for a rule variance, this matter should be processed as an application to amend a
16 | Commission Decision pursuant to A.R.S. § 40-252. By denominating the application as a request to
17 | amend Decision No. 61973 and by proceeding to take evidence, the Commission is not taking or
18 || proposing any action which would be inconsistent with the provisions of the Settlement Agreement.
19 || Several parties have alleged that APS’ filing for approval of the proposed PPA is inconsistent with
20 [ the Settlement Agreement, and that approval of the PPA would violate the Settlement Agreement and
21 | Decision No. 61973. These allegations are serious as they may ultimately affect or limit what action,
22 | if any, the Commission may take. For those reasons, APS is strongly encouraged to meet with the

23 [ parties to Decision No. 61973 and this matter and resolve these issues.

24 Pursuant to A.A.C. R14-3-101, the Commission now issues this Procedural Order to govern
25 | the preparation and conduct of this proceeding.

26 ‘¥ IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that Dockets Nos. E-00000A-02-0051; E-01345A-01-0822;
27 | E-00000A-01-0630; E-01933A-02-0069; and E-01933A-98-0471 are hereby consolidated.

28 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Staff shall file its Staff Report in the generic docket on or
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1 { before March 22, 2002.

2 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that APS’ application will proceed under the schedule
3 | established in this Procedural Order.”

4 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that in addition to APS’ request to process its request as a

5 | variance of a Commission Rule, the application should also be processed pursuant to A.R.S. § 40-

252.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the hearing in the APS matter shall commence on April

29, 2002 at 10:00 a.m., or as soon thereafter as is practical, at the Commission’s offices, 1200 West

Ne R R e

Washington Street, Phoenix, Arizona 85007.

10 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that public comments will be taken on the first day of hearing.

11 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a pre-hearing conference in the APS matter shall be
12 | held on April 25, 2002 at 10:00 a.m., at the Commission’s Phoenix offices, for the purpose of

13 || scheduling witnesses and the conduct of the hearing.

14 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that intervention in the APS matter shall be accordance with
15 | A.A.C. R14-3-105, except that all motions to intervene must be filed on or before March 22,
16 |2002.

17 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Staff and Intervenor testimony and associated exhibits to be
18 | presented at hearing in the APS matter shall be reduced to writing and filed on or before noon on
19 | March 29, 2002.

20 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Company rebuttal testimony and associated exhibits to be
21 | presented at hearing in the APS matter shall be reduced to writing and filed on or before noon on
22} April 22, 2002.

23 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that any objections to any testimony or exhibits which have
24 | been prefiled as of April 25, 2002, shall be made before or at the April 25, 2002 pre-hearing

25 || conference.

26
27

2 The procedural schedule for the TEP applications will be set in a separate Procedural Order and will proceed on a
28 | gifferent track from the APS application.
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1 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that all testimony filed shall include a table of contents which
2 | 1ists the issues discussed.

3 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that any substantive corrections, revisions, or supplements to
4 | pre-filed testimony shall be reduced to writing and filed no later than five days before the witness is
5 [ scheduled to testify.

6 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the parties shall prepare a brief, written summary of the
7

pre-filed testimony of each of their witnesses and shall file each summary at least two working days

8 [ before the witness is scheduled to testify.
9 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that copies of summaries should be served upon the Presiding

10 | Officer, the Commissioners, and the Commissioners’ aides as well as the parties of record.

11 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that APS shall provide public notice of the hearing in this
12 | matter, in the following form and style, with the heading in no less than 24 point bold type and the

13 [[body in no less than 10 point regular type:

14
15 PUBLIC NOTICE OF ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY’S REQUEST FOR
APPROVAL OF A PURCHASE POWER AGREEMENT WITH ITS AFFILIATE,
16 PINNACLE WEST CAPITAL CORPORATION, AND FOR ANY REQUIRED
ASSOCIATEDWAIVERS/AMENDMENTS NECESSARY PURSUANT TO THE ELECTRIC

17 COMPETITION RULES AND COMMISSION DECISIONS.

8 DOCKET NO. E-01345A-01-0822.

19 On October 18, 2001, Arizona Public Service Company (“APS” or
“Company”), filed an application for approval of a long-term purchase

20 power agreement between APS’ affiliate, Pinnacle West Capital
Corporation  (“Agreement”) and for the required associated

21 waivers/amendments necessary pursuant to the Electric Competition Rules
and Commission Decisions with the Arizona Corporation Commission

22 (“Commission”). The Commission will hold a hearing on this matter

23 beginning April 29, 2002, at 10:00 a.m. at the Commission’s offices, 1200
West Washington Street, Phoenix, Arizona 85007. Public Comments will

24 be taken in Phoenix on the first day of hearing.

25 The law provides for an open public hearing at which, under appropriate

26 circumstances, interested parties may intervene. Intervention shall be

permitted to any person entitled by law to intervene and having a direct
and substantial interest in the matter. Persons desiring to intervene must

27 . . . . .2 . .

file a written motion to intervene with the Commission, which motion

28

10
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1 should be sent to the Company or its counsel and to all parties of record,
and which, at the minimum, shall contain the following;:

2
1. The name, address, and telephone number of the proposed
3 intervenor and of any party upon whom service of documents is to made if
A different than the intervenor.
5 2. A short statement of the proposed intervenor’s interest in the
proceeding (e.g., a customer of the Company, a shareholder of the
6 Company, etc.)
7 3. A statement certifying that a copy of the motion: to intervene has
been mailed to the Company or its counsel and to all parties of record in
8 the case.
? The granting of motions to intervene shall be governed by A.A.C.R14-3-
10 105, except that all motions to intervene must be filed on or before March
22, 2002. The granting of intervention, among other things, entitles a
11 party to present sworn evidence at hearing and to cross-examine other
witnesses. However, failure to intervene will not preclude any person
12 from appearing at the hearing and making a statement on such person’s
13 own behalf,
14 .. oL . e
The Commission does not discriminate on the basis of disability in
15 admission to its public meetings. Persons with a disability may request a
reasonable accommodation such as a sign language interpreter, as well as
16 request this document in an alternative format, by contacting Shelly Hood,
ADA Coordinator, voice phone number 602/542-3931, E-mail
17 shood@cc.state.az.us. Requests should be made as early as possible to
allow time to arrange the accommodation.
18
19 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Applicant shall cause the above notice to be published

70 [ at least two days in a daily newspaper of general circulation in its service territory, with publication to
51 | be completed as soon as possible but not later than February 15, 2002, and shall provide copies of the
29 | above notice to its customers by mailing either in bill inserts or other mailing, no later than March 12,
23 [ 2002.

24 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Applicant shall file certification of mailing and
75 | publication as soon as practicable after the mailing and publication have been completed but not later
26 | than March 22, 2002.

77 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that notice shall be deemed complete upon mailing and

»g [ publication of same, notwithstanding the failure of an individual to read or receive the notice.

11
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1 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that any interested person who has not been granted party
2 [ status in any of the above-captioned dockets that wishes to remain on the service list for these
3 [ dockets, shall file such a request with Docket Control® no later than March 1, 2002.
4 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that any party who wishes to accept service via electronic email
5 | shall file such a document with the Commission, indicating how such service should be effected.
6 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Ex Parte Rule (A.A.C. R14-3-113-Unauthorized
7 | Communications) applies to this proceeding as the matter is now set for public hearing.
8 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the time periods specified herein shall not be extended
9 | pursuant to Rule 6(a) or (e) of the Rules of Civil Procedure.
10 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Presiding Officer may rescind, alter, amend, or waive

11 | any portion of this Procedural Order either by subsequent Procedural Order or by ruling at hearing.

12 DATED this day of February, 2002.
13
14
15
16 ER
17 MINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE
Copj Me foregoing mailed/delivered
18 | this day of February, 2002 to:
y y

19

Jaha Van Ness Attorneys for Arizona Municipal Power Users=
2Q\R1ZONA PUBLIC SERVICE CO. Association, Mohave Electric Cooperative, Inc. &

Stiite Regulations, Station 9905 Navopache Electric Cooperative, Inc.
2P.. Box 53999

PHoenix, Arizona 85072-3999 Walter W. Meek, President
22 ARIZONA UTILITY INVESTORS ASSOCIATION

Lifpdy Funkhouser 2100 N. Central Avenue, Suite 210
2RWCO Phoenix, Arizona 85004

28P8 N Central Ave, Suite 1200
2 PHpenix, Arizona 85004 Rick Gilliam

LAND AND WATER FUND OF THE ROCKIES
2 Mijchael A. Curtis 2260 Baseline Road, Suite 200
RTINEZ & CURTIS, P.C. Boulder, Colorado 80302

2 North 7th Street
penix, Arizona 85006

28 |3 The Hearing Division will maintain the service list.

12
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Terry Frothun

ARIZONA STATE AFL-CIO
5818 N. 7th Street, Suite 200
Phoenix, Arizona 85014-5811

Norman J. Furuta

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
900 Commodore Drive, Building 107
San Bruno, California 94066-5006

Barbara S. Bush

COALITION FOR RESPONSIBLE ENERGY
EDUCATION

315 West Riviera Drive

Tempe, Arizona 85252

Sam Defraw (Attn. Code 00I)

Rate Intervention Division

NAVAL FACILITIES ENGINEERING
COMMAND

Building 212, 4® Floor

901 M Street, SE

Washington, DC 20374-5018

Rick Lavis

ARIZONA COTTON GROWERS ASSOCIATION
4139 East Broadway Road

Phoenix, Arizona 85040

Steve Brittle

DON=T WASTE ARIZONA, INC.
6205 South 12th Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85040

COLUMBUS ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, INC.
P.O.Box 631
Deming, New Mexico 88031

CONTINENTAL DIVIDE ELECTRIC
COOPERATIVE

P.O. Box 1087

Grants, New Mexico 87020

DIXIE ESCALANTE RURAL ELECTRIC
ASSOCIATION

CR Box 95

Beryl, Utah 84714

GARKANE POWER ASSOCIATION, INC.
P.O. Box 790
Richfield, Utah 84701

13
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ARIZONA DEPT OF COMMERCE
ENERGY OFFICE
3800 North Central Avenue, 12th Floor
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Christopher J. Emge

ARIZONA COMMUNITY ACTION ASSOC.
2627 N. 3rd Street, Suite 2

Phoenix, Arizona 85004

TUCSON ELECTRIC POWER CO.
Legal Dept — DB203

220 W 6™ Street

P.O.Box 711

Tucson, Arizona 8§5702-0711

A.B. Baardson
NORDIC POWER
4281 N. Summerset
Tucson, Arizona 85715

Jessica Youle

PAB300

SALT RIVER PROJECT
P.O. Box 52025

Phoenix, Arizona 85072-2025

Joe Eichelberger

MAGMA COPPER COMPANY
P.O. Box 37
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