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1 BEFORE THE ARIZONA CORPORATION  _ ______.. “ %
) RECEIVED /1
3 | COMMISSIONERS Atz P31
4 | MIKE GLEASON, Chairman ;7 onre 60 4
WILLIAM A. MUNDELL DOCKET O
5 | JEFF HATCH-MILLER :
KRISTIN K. MAYES
6 | GARY PIERCE |
7 | IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION | DOCKET NO. E-01345A-06-0779
OF ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE
8 | COMPANY FOR AN ORDER OR
ORDERS AUTHORIZING IT TO ISSUE,
9 | INCUR, AND AMEND EVIDENCES OF
LONG-TERM INDEBTEDNESS AND
10 | SHORT-TERM INDEBTEDNESS, TO
EXECUTE NEW SECURITY
11 | INSTRUMENTS TO SECURE ANY SUCH A .
INDEBTEDNESS, TO REPAY AMOUNTS 20n2 Corparation Commission
12 | PAID UNDER ANY PINNACLE WEST K ET ED
CAPITAL CORPORATION GUARANTEE
13 | OF ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE JUN 2 9 2007
COMPANY INDEBTEDNESS AND FOR
14 | DECLARATORY ORDER DOCKETED By
15 | IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION A/~ |
OF PINNACLE WEST CAPITAL )/
16 | CORPORATION FOR AN ORDER OR
ORDERS AUTHORIZING IT TO
17 | GUARANTEE THE INDEBTEDNESS OF
3 ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY
19 REQUEST OF ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY AND PINNACLE
WEST CAPITAL CORPORATION FOR DELAY IN ISSUANCE OF A
20 PROCEDURAL ORDER IN THE ABOVE CAPTIONED MATTER
21 Arizona Public Service Company (“APS” or the “Company”) and Pinnacle West
22 Capital Corporation (“Pinnacle West”), co-applicants herein, hereby request that the
23 Hearing Division delay the issuance of a Procedural Order setting an evidentiary hearing
24 | in this matter. Although APS did, on May 25, 2007, submit comments on the Utilities
25 | Division Staff Report (the “Staff Report”), which was filed in the above docket on
26 May 18, 2007, the Company took no substantive objection to the Staff Report. Rather the
27 Company sought clarification and definition of certain of the Staff’s recommendations.
28
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APS and Staff will be meeting on June 27, 2007 so that APS can better understand the
recommendations contained within such Report.

Given the timing constraints identified in the Company’s original Application of]
December 15, 2006 and the very distinct possibility that there are no substantive issues of]
disagreement between Staff and APS/Pinnacle West (the only parties to this docket), a
heéring in this proceeding may prove inappropriate and unnecessary. In point of fact, the
Staff Report of May 18 did NOT request such a hearing. For these reasons, APS and
Pinnacle West ask that the Hearing Division delay issuing a Procedural Order setting an
evidentiary hearing until further notice from either Staff or the Company.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 22nd day of June, 2007.

PINNACLE WEST CAPITAL CORPORATION
LAW DEPARTMENT

v o T ot

Thomas Lcﬁumaw

Attorney for Arizona Public Service Company

SNELL & WILMER, L.L.P

W%/Z:, /.f.:/ L-//

Matthew P. Feeney?

Attorney for Pinnacle West Capital Corporation

ORIGINAL and thirteen (13) copies
of the foregoing filed this 22nd day of
June, 2007, with:

Docket Control

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 West Washington Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85007
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AND copies of the foregoing mailed, hand-delivered,
faxed or transmitted electronically this 22nd day of
June, 2007 to:

Janet Wagner

Legal Division

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007-2996

Ernest G. Johnson

Director, Utilities Division

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION
1200 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007-2996
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Donna Tlfrner




