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Summary of Direct Testimony of Edmond A. Beck
On Behalf of Tucson Electric Power Company

AISA Issues
September 9, 2003

In my testimony, I state that, given the uncertain state of retail access in Arizona,
Tucson Electric Power Company believes the Staff’s recommendation (Option 4) — to
maintain the AISA as it currently exists pending a review of the AISA in connection with
the review of the Retail Electric Competition Rules — is reasonable, particularly given the
history of the AISA and its current staffing level. Should the Commission choose to
adopt the Staff’s recommendation, TEP would urge the Commission to conduct a cost-

benefit analysis of the AISA and to clearly state the specific expectations for the AISA.

I also point out that, alternatively, to the extent the Commission believes that the
Protocols developed through the AISA and currently incorporated in the Affected
Utilities” Open Access Transmission Tariffs (OATTSs) can meet the perceived role of an
ISA — with the exception of dispute resolution — then the Commission should consider
suspending the AISA and ordering the Affected Utilities to rely upon the Protocols. TEP
believes that the Protocols would enable retail competition to take place in Arizona.
Moreover, a suspension of the AISA would not foreclose transmission access dispute
resolution because there are options other than the AISA for such dispute resolution,

assuming such disputes will even arise in the near term.



