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Water Utility of Greater Tonopah (“WUGT”) respectfully requests a clarification of the

Commission’s Procedural Order dated May 3, 2007. On March 27, 2007, WUGT filed a motion
for extension of time to comply with certain conditions in Decision No. 68307 (November 14,
2005). In addition to the extensions of time, WUGT also requested that the requirement to file a
copy of the developer’s Certificate of Assured Water Supply (“‘CAWS”) issued by the Arizona
Department of Water Resources (“ADWR”) be modified to allow WUGT the option of securing a
Designation of Assured Water Supply (“DAWS”). The Commission’s Procedural Order dated
May 3, 2007 granted various extensions of time but did not explicitly rule on the request to allow
submission of a DAWS in lieu of a CAWS. Accordingly, WUGT requests that the Commission
clarify that, at WUGT’s option, a DAWS may be submitted in lieu of a CAWS.

As noted in the original motion, WUGT is also evaluating all options to determine what is
best for its customers. For this reason, WUGT would like the flexibility of obtaining a DAWS,
rather than depending on the developer obtaining a CAWS. A DAWS is issued to the water utility
while a CAWS is issued to the developer. Both the DAWS and the CAWS are determinations by
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ADWR that a 100 year supply of water will be legally, physically and continuously available for
the development. A key difference is that a DAWS is subject to ongoing review and supervision
by ADWR, and therefore provides greater protections to future customers then a CAWS.
Accordingly, the option of submitting a DAWS would be in the public interest.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 25" day of June 2007.

ROSHKA, DEWULF & PATTEN, PLC

By Ak Ql—

Michagl W. Patten

Timothy J. Sabo

One Arizona Center

400 East Van Buren Street, Suite 800
Phoenix, Arizona 85004

Original and 13 copies of the foregoing
filed this 25™ day of June 2007 with:

Docket Control

Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Copy of the foregoing hand-delivered/mailed
this 25" day of June 2007 to:

Lyn A. Farmer, Esq.

Chief Administrative Law Judge
Hearing Division

Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Christopher C. Kempley, Esq.
Chief Counsel, Legal Division
Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85007
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