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The Residential Utility Consumer Office ("RUCO") hereby files this Notice of Errata

in the above-referenced matter. Attached is page 23 of the Rate Consolidation Direct

Testimony of Jodi A. Jericho, on behalf of RUCO, which was inadvertently left out of

RUCO's filing on May 3, 2010.
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Rate Consolidation Direct Testimony of Jodi A. Jericho
Arizona-American Water Company
Docket Nos. W-01303A-09-0343 & SW-01303A-09-0343

1 bandwidth where RUCO believes there would be little ratepayer opposition to

2 consolidated rates. As you can see from Exhibit B, there are many more red and

3 orange districts than yellow districts.

4

5 The point of this exercise is to leave the general and philosophical debate of rate

6 consolidation and to bring to the forefront an examination of its financial impact on

7 residential ratepayers. At this time, ratepayers in Sun City are aware (and strongly

8 oppose) rate consolidation. But RUCO does not believe ratepayers in Paradise

9 Valley and Mohave have any real idea that the notice they received as a bill insert

10

11

regarding rate consolidation will have the actual financial impact as shown in Exhibit

8.6

12

13 Q. What are your thoughts regarding the three step phased-in proposal offered

14 by Ms. HeppenstalI's rebuttal testimony on behalf of Arizona-American?

15 RUCO appreciates the Company's attempt to mitigate rate shock for certain

16 ratepayers. Clearly, in these times of economic duress, postponing rate increases is

17 certainly helpful to the pocketbook. However, RUCO does not support this proposal

18 for the following reasons:

19

e The notice that was sent to all Arizona-American ratepayers states, "If approved by the Commission, this
(rate consolidation) proposal may impact the rates of every Arizona-American water and wastewater
customer - either increase or decrease."
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