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Pursuant to the Chief Hearing Officer’s Procedural Order dated January 26, 1999,
ASARCO, Incorporated, Cyprus Climax Metals Company, Enron Corp., and Arizonans for Electric
Choice and Competition' (collectively referred to herein as “AECC”) hereby submit proposed
additions, deletions and other changes to the Electric Competition Rules (A.A.C. R14-2-201, et seq.
and R-14-2-1601, et. seq.) (the “Rules”). As further directed by the Chief Hearing Officer, these -
proposed changes are set forth in a strikeout/underline format followed by explanations (where
necessary) in italics. |

AECC has not proposed additions, deletions or other changes to the majority of the Rules’
provisions. However, by not addressing those provision of the Rules to which AECC does not
believe changes are necessary, AECC does not intend to waive its right to challenge proposed
modifications submitted by any other stakeholder and to make additional proposed changes in
connection therewith.

TITLE 14. PUBLIC SERVICE CORPORATIONS; CORPORATIONS
AND ASSOCIATIONS; SECURITIES REGULATION
CHAPTER 2. CORPORATION COMMISSION - FIXED UTILITIES

ARTICLE 2. ELECTRIC UTILITIES
R14-2-201. Definitions
In this Article, unless the context otherwise requires, the following definitions shall
apply.__In addition, the definitions contained in Article 16. Retail Electric Competition shall
apply in this Article unless the context otherwise requires.

' Arizonans for Electric Choice and Competition is a coalition of companies and associations in support
of competition and includes Cable Systems International, BHP Copper, Motorola, Chemical Lime, Intel,
Hughes, Honeywell, Allied Signal, Cyprus Climax Metals, Asarco, Phelps Dodge, Enron, Homebuilder’s
of Central Arizona, Arizona Mining Industry Gets Our Support, Arizona Food Marketing Alliance,
Arizona Association of Industries, Arizona Multi-housing Association, Arizona Rock Products
Association, Arizona Restaurant Association, Arizona Association of General Contractors, and Arizona
Retailers Association.
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Several key terms used herein are not defined in this Article but are instead defined in
Article 16. This addition will promote clarity and consistency.
R14-2-209. Meter Reading

E. Meter testing and maintenance program

2. Each utility shall file an annual report with the Commission summarizing
the results of the meter maintenance and testing program for that year. At a minimum, the report
should include the following data:

b. Number of meters tested which were outside the acceptable error
allowance of + 31 %.
The £ 3% allows for too much variance for modern meters. New electric meters have a
variance of + .2. |
ARTICLE 16. RETAIL ELECTRIC COMPETITION
R14-2-1601. Definitions

19.  “Independent Scheduling Administrator” (ISA) is an—prepesed entity,
independent of transmission owning organizations, intended to facilitate nondiscriminatory retail
direct access using the transmission system in Arizona.

The Arizona Independent System Administration has been formed.

28.  “Net Metering” or “Net Billing” is a method by which customers can use
electricity from customer-sited-selar electric generators to offset electricity purchased from an
Electric Service Provider. The customer only pays for the “Net” electricity purchased.

While AECC supports energy conservation, the various “solar” provisions contained in

the current Rules are unrealistic and anti-competitive. This section unfairly discriminates

| against self-generators who do not or cannot self-generate using solar electric generators.

29, “Noncompetitive Services” means distribution service, Standard Offer

service, transmission and certain Federal Energy Regulatory Commission-required ancillary

services_which are precluded from being competitive, and these aspects of metering service set
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forth in R14-2-1613.K. All components of Standard Offer service shall be deemed
noncompetitive as long as those components are provided in a bundled transaction pursuant to
R14-2-1606(A).

Some FERC required ancillary services may be competitive. To the extent FERC rules

do not preclude competition for these services, they should be subject to competitive bidding.

39.  “Stranded Cost” includes:

b. Reasonable costs necessarily incurred by an Affected Utility to
effectuate divestiture of its generation assets_at a sales price at or above the minimum bid price
for each asset approved by the Commission as necessary to effect divestiture without incurring
transition costs that would cause the delivered price of power to customers to be greater under
competition than under regulation.

Affected Utilities must not be allowed to use divestiture as a means to dispose of
uneconomic investments at the expense of consumers. Divestiture mﬁst result in sales that meet
or exceed minimum bids before allowing recovery of reasonable costs of divestiture.
Unreasonable costs should never be recovered.

40.  “System Benefits” means Commission-approved utility low income,
demand side management, market transformation, environmental, renewables, long-term public
benefit research and development and nuclear fuel disposal and nuclear power plant
decommissioning programs; provided, however, that systems benefits charges associated with
nuclear power should be applied only to customers of utilities receiving power from nuclear

power plants.
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R14-2-1602. Filing of Tariffs by Affected Utilities
Each Affected Utility shall file tariffs consistent with this Article by Peecember—31;
1997March 19, 1999. Such tariffs shall be unbundled to the highest kV service level of the

historic retail customer base.

Customers should only be required to pay those costs that are required for the service
they receive. Affected Utilities should not be allowed to shift costs by arbitrarily combining or
collapsing customer classes.

R14-2-1603; Certificates of Convenience and Necessity

A, Any Electric Service Provider intending to supply services described in R14-2-
1605 or R-14-2-1606, other than services subject to federal jurisdiction, shall obtain a Certificate
of Convenience and Necessity from the Commission pursuant to this Article. A Certificate is not

required to offer information services, billing and collection services, or self-aggregation.

Agreement-eonsistent-with-subseetion-G(6)— An Affected Utility need not apply for a Certificate

of Convenience and Necessity to continue to provide electric service in its service area during the

transition period set forth in R14-2-1604. An Affected Utility providing distribution and
Standard Offer service after January 1, 2001 need not apply for a Certificate of Convenience and
Necessity. All other Affected Utility affiliates created in compliance with R14-2-1616(A) shall
be required to apply for appropriate Certificates of Convenience and Necessity.

The deleted language is unnecessary and confusing for a number of reasons. By
definition, “aggregators” must be Energy Service Providers (R14-2-1601(2)). According to the
first sentence of 1603(A), any ESP must obtain a CC&N. Therefore, the phrase is redundant.
Also, the act of “combining electric customers into a purchasing group”, the Rules’ definition of

“aggregator”, is a natural market function of any load-serving entity. It is unclear why the

Rules imply a need for a separate market function. “Aggregation” is only relevant through the
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transition period, and only in terms of achieving combined loads of 1 MW or more, in order to
obtain transitional eligibility. Any uncertified entities offering “brokering” services to represent
a group of aggregated customers would, by further definition within these Rules, be required to
utilize one or more certificated entities to meet the requirements of Direct Access provision, and
should not themselves be subject to the CC&N process.
R14-2-1604. Competitive Phases

A. Each Affected Utility shall make available at least 230% of its 19985 system retail
peak demand for competitive generation supply-en—e—first-eomer—first-served-basis as further

described in this rule.

The lower percentage and earlier date are carryovers from earlier versions of the Rules

which have lost their significance. In light of the delays experienced, it is now appropriate to
use a date and percentage which result in higher levels of competition during the transition
phase. This is particularly necessary because the Commission, in the final stages last year,
increased the percentage of residential customers eligible for competition. This increase will
harm industrial and other commercial customers if the 20% level is retained.

1. All Affected Utility customers with non-coincident peak demand load of 1
MW or greater will be eligible for competitive electric services no later than January 1, 1999.
Customers meeting this requirement shall be eligible for competitive services on a first come
first served basis until at least 230% of the Affected Utility’s 19985 system peak demand is

served by competition.
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2. During—1999-and-2000,—an-Adffected—Utility"sAffected Utility customers
with single premise non-coincident peak load demands of 40 kW or greater aggregated into a
combined load of 1 MW or greater-within-the-Affected-Utility s-serviee-territory will be eligible
for competitive electric services_on a first come first served basis no later than January 1. 1999.

Self-aggregation is also allowed pursuant to the minimum and combined load demands set forth
in this rule. If peak load data are not available, the 40 kW criterion shall be determined to be met
if the customer’’s usage exceeded 16,500 kWh in any month within the last 12 consecutive
months. From January 1, 1999, through December 31, 2000, aggregation of new competitive
customers will be allowed until such time as at least 230% of the Affected Utility’s 19985
system peak demand is served by competitors. At that point all additional aggregated customers
must wait until January 1, 2001 to obtain competitive service.

3. Notwithstanding the limitation to at least 30% of the Affected Utility’s

1998 system peak demand provided in paragraphs 1 and 2 of this section, effective January 1,
1999, all loads served by Load Serving Entities under special contracts will be eligible for
competitive services upon the expiration of the special contract.

Currently, the Rules discriminate against customers presently receiving energy and

power under special contacts with Affected Utilities. If these customers have to pay standard
offer rates, those standard Qﬁ’e‘f payments will result in huge profits for Affected Utilities.
Perhaps more importantly, forcing these large electric consumers to standard offer tariffs, even
for one to two years, will have devastating economic impacts on these customers, their
employees and the communities in which they reside. In certain industries,y such as Arizona’s
already depressed copper industry, such substantial increases in operating expenses could résult
in the termination of operations and loss of jobs for Arizona citizens as well as reduced revenue
to local governments. |

The discrimination against these customers is also inequitable. The rates for special

contract customers have kept these customers on the Affected Utility’s system rather than having
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these customers self-generate. By remaining on the system and purchasing enormous quantities
of electric power, these special contract customers have paid significant portions of the utility’s
fixed costs lowering the rates paid by the rest of the utility’s customers. Adopting rules
governing competition that fail to recognize the unique service characteristics of special contract
customers is also inequitable. For example, some special contract customers take service at
high voltage and own their own substations and distribution systems. These factors reduce the
costs of service and must be recognized in the Rules. In addition, many of these special contracts
have “interruptible” provisions that enable Affected Utilities to meet peak demand of customers
without constructing additional capacity.
34 Affected Utilities shall notify customers eligible under this subsection of

the terms of the subsection no later than October 31, 1998.

B. -As part of the minimum 30% 20% of 19985 system peak demand set forth in R14-
2-1604(A), each Affected Utility shall reserve a residential phase-in program with the following
components:

G.

with—individuel-er—aggregated-econsumersLoad Serving entities shall provide for buy-through
service to any electric consumer on request at no additional charge other than charges for
re_quiied transmission, distribution, or ancillary services and any non-bypassable charges that
would otherwise apply, from and after April 1, 1999. Any-buy-threugh-eontract-shall-ensure-that

Re-eoRsumer-Pays—t ROR-DYPassapie-enarses-is Ot OtRe WS e-aP PV Anycontractfora

buy-through effective prior to January April 1, 1999 must be approved by the Commission.
Requiring Affected Utilities (or Load-Serving Entities) to allow for buy-through services

provides an important safety net for customers who have acted in reliance on the timely

introduction of full and open retail access to electric generation. The introduction of competition

has already been delayed and further delays are possible. Buy-through services are necessary to
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protect consumers from these delays. These services are not an effort to avoid payment of the CTC
or other charges for transmission, distribution and related services.

Moreover, the Rules, are directly contrary to Arizona law regarding public power entities.
The Arizona Legislature, in e’ndctihg HB 2663, mandated that buy-through service be provided by
public power entities. See A.R.S. § 30-803.D. Moreover, in not requiring that Affected Utilities,
Utility Distribution Compdﬁz’es and Load-Serving Entities be required to offer buy-through service,
the Rules also ignore the Arizona Constitution. By the express terms of the Arizona Constitution,
the Affected Utilities are common carriers. Ariz. Const. Art. XV § 10. When the Affected
Utilities accepted CC&Ns from the Commission, as common carriers they agreed to make their
facilities, including their transmission and distribution lines, available to other public service
corporations (this would include certificated ESPs). See A.R.S. § 40-332.

R14-2-1605. Competitive Services

A properly certificated Electric Service Provider may offer any of the following services
under bilateral or multilateral contracts with retail consumers:

A, Generation of electricity from generators at any location whether owned by the
Electric Service Provider or purchased from another generator or wholesaler of electric
generation.

B. Any service described in R14-2-1606, except Noncompetitive services as defined
by R14-2-1601.29 or Noncompetitive services as defined by the Federal Energy Regulatory

Commiission. Billing and collection services, information services, and self-aggregation services

do not require a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity. Agsregation—of—retail-eleetric

As noted in AECC’s comments on R14-2-1603(A), herein “Aggregation” only has
meaning within these Rules in terms of transitional eligibility. An entity involved in forming
energy purchasing groups would, by these Rules, be required to obtain services through one or

more certificated competitive service providers, thus rendering certification unnecessary.
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R14-2-1606. Services Required To Be Made Available
D. By the date indicated in R14-2-1602, each Affected Utility shall file Unbundled
Service tariffs to provide the services listed below to the extent allowed by these rules to all

eligible purchasers on a nondiscriminatory basis. These tariffs shall be based on electric service

type and capacity, rather than on energy consumption. As an alternative, Affected Utilities may
file tariffs based on simple energy consumption (kwh). Other entities seeking to provide any of

these services must also file tariffs consistent with these Rules:

The ultimate goal of these Rules is to move regulated utilities out of the provision of all
competitive services. The Utility Distribution Companies should be transformed, at the earliest
possible date, into regulated energy transportation entities rather than energy sales companies.
To that end, the Commission should specifically aim for unbundled tariffs that are based on
electric service type and size, rather than on energy consumed by the customer. In a pure
“wires” business the Wires Company costs are based almost entirely on the cdpacity of the
electric system they must provide. As such, unbundled rates based on consumption or non-
coincident demand have little relationship to their actual service provision costs. A move to this
type of service-based rate structure for the regulated company would remove the need for
competitive energy consumption information. As a logical first step, it would be appropriate to
require utilities to submit unbundled tariffs that are either based on service requirement charges
or contain a simple energy (kwh) component.

2. Metering-and-MeterReadingServiees:Metering Support Services;

In conformance with suggested changes in R14-2-1616(B). These services would only
include those utility operational services necessary to facilitate competitive primary metering.
R14-2-1607. Recovery of Stranded Cost of Affected Utilities

D. An Affected Utility shall request Commission approval, on or before March 19,
1999, of distribution charges or other means of recovering unmitigated Stranded Cost from

customers who reduce or terminate service from the Affected Utility as a direct result of

-10-
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This provision is unnecessary and anti-competitive.

R14-2-1608. System Benefits Charges

A. By the date indicated in R14-2-1602, each Affected Utility or Utility Distribution
Company shall file for Commission review non-bypassable rates or related mechanisms to
recover the applicable pro-rata costs of System Benefits from all consumers located in the
Affected Utility's or Utility Distribution Companies’ service area who participate in the
competitive market. Affected Utilities or Utility Distribution Companies shall file for review of
the Systems Benefits Charge every 3 years. The amount collected annually through the System
Benefits charge shall be sufficient to fund the Affected Utilities' or Utility Distribution
Companies’ Commission-approved low income, demand side management, market
transformation, environmental, renewables, long-term public benefit research and development,

and nuclear fuel disposal and nuclear power plant decommissioning programs in effect from time

to time; provided, however, that only customers benefiting from nuclear power plants shall be
required to pay such charges to fund nuclear power plant decommissioning and nuclear fuel

disposal programs.—News—the-Cemmission—will-approve- a-selar-water—heater-rebate-program:

200000 s he-allacatead— nattitonallsi _gmiano ha-tatala Dicteil on.-{oaranan a
D vryvav B H H S g8 d H tH

Construction and operation of nuclear power plants is a decision made by a utility to
serve its customers. Costs associated with nuclear power should be recovered only from
customers benefiting from nuclear power. In addition, as earlier stated, the Rule’s provisions
Jor solar power are impractical in light of current available technology as well as anti-

competitive.

-11-
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Consumers desiring to purchase solar generated power should be allowed to do so

N
[

through special “green” tariffs. Competition should not be hamstrung by forcing unnecessary

N
S}

and impractical solar requirements on Affected Utilities, ESPs and consumers who do not wish

[\S]
W

to incur greater costs to purchase solar power.

[\
N

R14-2-1610. Transmission and Distribution Access

(3]
9]

26 H. The Affected Utilities shall provide services from the Must-Run Generating Units
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to Standard Offer retail customers and competitive retail customers in the geographical areas
where must-run units are necessary on a comparable, non-discriminatory kbasis at regulated
prices. The Affected Utilities shall specify the obligations of the Must-Run Generating Units in
appropriate sales contracts prior to any divestiture. Under auspices of the Electric System
Reliability and Safety Working Group, the Affected Utilities shall develop statewide protocols
for pricing and availability of services from Must-Run Generating Units with input from other
stakeholders. These protocols shall be presented to the Commission for review and filed with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, if necessary, by October 31, 1998.
R14-2-1613. Service Quality, Consumer Protection, Safety, and Billing Requirements
K. Additional Provisions for Metering and Meter Reading Services
1. An Electric Service Provider who provides metering—er meter reading
services pertaining to a particular consumer shall provide access using EDI formats to meter
reading data to other Electric Service Providers serving that same consumer when authorized by
the consumer.
This paragraph only applies to Meter Reading Service Providers.
8.  Metering cg“uigment ownership will be limited to the Affected Utility,
Utility Distribution Company, and the Electric Service Provider or their representative, or the

customer, who ebtains-the-meter—fremmust obtain the metering equipment through the Affected

Utility, or Utility Distribution Company or an Electric Service Provider.

Paragraphs 10 & 11 create unnecessary confusion regarding ownership of metering

instrument transformers. There is no legitimate reason to preclude “ownership” of this

-17-
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equipment from any market participant. Metering instrument transformer ownership issues are
inseparable from meter ownership issues outlined in Paragraph 8 and should be included
therein. Safety and reliability issues regarding the control of this equipment are adequately
addressed in Paragraph 9.

0. Unbundled Billing Elements. All customer bills after January 1, 1999 will list, at
a minimum, the following billing cost elements:

d. Fixed must-run generation costs.
R14-2-1616. Separation of Monopoly and Competitive Services

B. BeginningJanuary- 11999, Beginning (Insert Start Date), an Affected Utility or
Utility Distribution Company shall not provide competitive services as defined herein, except as
otherwise authorized by these rules or by the Commission. However, this rule does not preclude
an Affected Utility’s or vUtility Distribution Company’s affiliate from providing competitive
services. Nor does this rule preclude an Affected Utility or Utility Distribution Company frem
billing-its-own-eustomers-for-distibution-serviees-or|in keeping with Staff’s position that the ESP
shall determine which of the available billing options are utilized] from providing billing
services to Electric Service Providers in conjunction with its own billing or from providing
meters—fer-ing_and/or meter reading services for Electric Service Providers’ [these changes
clarify which services are provided by the Affected Utility and at whose discretion.]Load Profiled

residential customers. Nor does this rule require an Affected Utility or Utility Distribution

Company to separate such assets or services utilized in these circumstances. Affested-Utilities

-18 -
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Deleting the remainder of the section eliminates the Affected Utilities’ concerns of further

“stranded” investment and the cumbersome requirement to monitor the “2 or more competitive
ESP’s offering services” provision. The current language adds to the confusion surrounding the
separation of competitive and monopoly services and is the unfortunate result of a series of
compromises based on multiple parties’ input. The end result of this language is to
unnecessarily burden utilities with potential costs and uncertainties regarding their role as
interim “‘quasi-competitive” suppliers of services. These costs and uncertainties naturally give
rise to pleadings for assurances of cost recovery. This language also further clouds the business
decision that each Affected Ulility faces, namely the decision to form competitive affiliates. The
Rules DO NOT preclude Affected Utilities from “a non-exclusive right to provide such services”,
provided this is done through its competitive affiliate. The fundamental principal behind this
Rule is, and should remain, to prohibit Affected Utilities from supplying competitive services in
competition with non-regulated competitive providers. To allow Affected Utilities to do so would
circumvent the natural forces of competition for these services and would retard market
development.

To further clarify, it should be noted that these Rules identify not 2 (as inferred from R14-
2-1605) but 3 types of Direct Access services. Fully Competitive Services which Affected
Utilities and UDC’s may not perform; Discretionary Competitive Services, those that may be
performed by Affected Utilities and UDC’s as well as competitive suppliers; and Non-
Competitive Services, those that may only be provided by Affected Utilities or UDC's.

-19-
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Specifically, Discretionary Competitive Services include Residential Load Profiled customers
metering and/or meter reading services, and Direct Access billing services for all classes of
customers. In all cases Discretionary Competitive Service providers are selected at the
discretion of the Energy Service Provider directly, and by the Customer indirectly through her

selection of an ESP. ]

R14-2-1618 Disclosure of Information

G. The-eensumer-informationtabeh—the disclosure report, and the terms of service

-20 -
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shall be distributed in accordance with the following requirements:

The product labeling requirements are onerous and anti-competitive. Electricity is a
fungible commodity irrespective of any labeling. In a competitive market, labeling is merely
another competitive tool.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 29th day of January, 1999.

FENNEMORE CRAIG, P.C.

Ny 22

C. Webb Crockett

Jay Shapiro

Suite 2600

3003 North Central Avenue

Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Attorneys for ASARCO Incorporated,

Cyprus Climax Metals Company, Enron Corp. and
Arizonans for Electric Choice and Competition

ORIGINAL AND TEN COPIES
of the foregoing hand-delivered
this 29th day of January, 1999, to:

Arizona Corporation Commission
Docket Control

1200 West Washington Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

COPY OF THE FOREGOING
hand-delivered this 29th day
of January, 1999 to:

Jim Irvin

Commissioner - Chairman
Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Tony West

Commissioner

Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007
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Carl J. Kunasek

Commissioner

Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Jerry Rudibaugh, Chief Hearing Officer
Hearing Division

Arizona Corporation Commission

1200 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Ray Williamson, Acting Director
Utilities Division

Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Paul Bullis, Chief Counsel

Legal Division

Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

COPY OF THE FOREGOING
mailed this 29th day of January, 1999 to:

Barbara Klemstine

Manager, Regulatory Affairs
ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE CO.
P.O. Box 53999, M.S. 9909
Phoenix, Arizona 85072-3999

Greg Patterson

RUCO

2828 N. Central Ave., Suite 1200
Phoenix, AZ 85004

Rick Gilliam

LAND AND WATER FUND OF THE ROCKIES
2260 Baseline Road, Suite 200

Boulder, Colorado 80302

Charles R. Huggins
ARIZONA STATE AFL-CIO
110 North 5th Avenue

P.O. Box 13488

Phoenix, Arizona 85002

David C. Kennedy

LAW OFFICES OF DAVID C. KENNEDY
100 West Clarendon Avenue

Suite 200

Phoenix, Arizona 85012-3525

Norman J. Furuta
DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY

Michael A. Curtis

MARTINEZ & CURTIS, P.C.

2712 North 7th Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85006

Attorneys for Arizona Municipal Power Users’ Association

Walter W. Meek, President

ARIZONA UTILITY INVESTORS ASSOCIATION
2100 N. Central Avenue

Suite 210

Phoenix, Arizona 85004

Barbara S. Bush

COALITION FOR RESPONSIBLE ENERGY EDUCATION
315 West Riviera Drive

Tempe, Arizona 85282

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

222-
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900 Commodore Drive, Building 107
P.O. Box 272 (Attn. Code 90C)
San Bruno, California 94066-0720

Thomas C. Horne

Michael S. Dulberg

HORNE, KAPLAN & BRISTROW, P.C.
40 North Central Avenue

Suite 2800

Phoenix, Arizona 85004

'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

Karen Glennon
19037 N. 44th Avenue
Glendale, Arizona 85308

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

Michael Rowley

c/o CALPINE POWER SERVICES
50 West San Fernando, Suite 550
San Jose, California. 95113

Dan Neidlinger
3020 N. 17th Drive
Phoenix, Arizona 85015

Jessica Youle

PAB300

SALT RIVER PROJECT

P.O. Box 53025

Phoenix, Arizona 85072-2025

Clifford Cauthen

GRAHAM COUNTY ELECTRIC CO-OP
P.O. Box Drawer B

Pima, AZ 85543

Michelle Ahlmer

ARIZONA RETAILERS ASSOCIATION
137 E University

Mesa, Arizona 85201

Joe Eichelberger
MAGMA COPPER COMPANY
P.0. Box 37

Beryl, Utah 84714

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

Stephen Aheam

ARIZONA DEPT OF COMMERCE
ENERGY OFFICE

3800 North Central Avenue, 12th Floor
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Betty Pruitt

ARIZONA COMMUNITY ACTION ASSN.
202 E MCDOWELL RD STE 255

Phoenix, Arizona 85004-4535

Bradley Carroll

TUCSON ELECTRIC POWER CO.
P.O.Box 711

Tucson, Arizona 85702

Nancy Russell

ARIZONA ASSOCIATION OF INDUSTRIES
2025 N. 3rd Street, Suite 175

Phoenix, Arizona 85004

Craig Marks

CITIZENS UTILITIES COMPANY
2901 N. Central Avenue

Suite 1660

Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Thomas Pickrell

Arizona School Board Association
2100 North Central Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85004

Jack Shilling

DUNCAN VALLEY ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE
P.O. Box 440

Duncan, Arizona 85534

Barry Huddleston

DESTEC ENERGY

P.O. Box 4411

Houston, Texas 77210-4411

Steve Montgomery
JOHNSON CONTROLS
2032 West 4th Street
Tempe, Arizona 85281

Terry Ross

CENTER FOR ENERGY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
7853 E. Arapahoe Court, Suite 2600

-23.
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Superior, Arizona 85273

Douglas Mitchell

SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC CO.

P.O. Box 1831
San Diego, California 92112

Sheryl Johnson

TEXAS-NEW MEXICO POWER CO.

4100 International Plaza
Fort Worth, Texas 76109

Ellen Corkhill

AARP

5606 North 17th Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85016

Phyllis Rowe

ARIZONA CONSUMERS COUNCIL
6841 N. 15" Place

Phoenix, Arizona 85014

Andrew Gregorich

BHP COPPER

P.O. BoxM

San Manuel, Arizona 85631
Larry McGraw

USDA-RUS

6266 Weeping Willow

Rio Rancho, New Mexico 87124

Jim Driscoll

ARIZONA CITIZEN ACTION
2430 S. Mill, Suite 237
Tempe, Arizona 85282

William Baker

ELECTRICAL DISTRICT NO. 6
P.O. Box 16450

Phoenix, Arizona 85011

John Jay List

General Counsel

NATIONAL RURAL UTILITIES
COOPERATIVE FINANCE CORP
2201 Cooperative Way

Herndon, Virginia 21071

Wallace Tillman

Chief Counsel

NATIONAL RURAL ELECTRIC
COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION
4301 Wilson Blvd.

Arlington, Virginia 22203-1860

Lawrence V. Robertson, Jr.
Munger Chadwick, PLC
333 North Wilmot, Suite 300

Englewood, Colorado 80112

Ken Saline

Jeff Wroner

K.R. SALINE & ASSOCIATES
Consulting Engineers

160 N. Pasadena, Suite 101
Mesa, Arizona 85201-6764

Louis A. Stahl
STREICH LANG

2 North Central Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85004

Robert Julian

PPG

1500 Merrell Lane
Belgrade, Montana 59714

Department of Navy

Naval Facilities Engineering Command
Navy Rate Intervention

901 M. Street SE

Building 212

Washington, D.C. 20374

Attn: Sam DeFraw

Robert S. Lynch
340 E. Palm Lane, Suite 140
Phoenix, Arizona 85004-4529

Douglas A. Oglesby

Vantus Energy Corporation

353 Sacramento Street, Suite 1900
San Francisco, California 94111

Michael K. Block, President
GOLDWATER INSTITUTE
Bank One Center

201 North Central
Concourse Level

Phoenix, Arizona 85004

Carl Robert Aron

Executive Vice President and COO
ITRON, INC.

2818 N. Sullivan Road

Spokane, Washington 99216

Doug Nelson

DOUGLAS C. NELSON, P.C.

7000 North 16" Street, Suite 120-307
Phoenix, Arizona 85020

William Sultivan

MARTINEZ & CURTIS, P.C.

2716 North 7* Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85006

Attorneys for Mohave Electric Cooperative and
Navopache Electric Cooperative

Elizabeth S. Firkins

INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF
ELECTRICAL WORKERS, L.U. #1116

-24.-




S o W NN N W xR WN

NN NN N N = e e e e e e e e e
n B W N = OO 00N SN Y W N e

26

FENNEMORE CRAIG
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
PHOENIX

Tucson, Arizona 85711-2634
Attorney for PGE Energy

Tom Broderick
6900 E. Camelback Road, #800
Scottsdale, Arizona 85251

Albert Sterman

ARIZONA CONSUMERS COUNCIL
2849 East 8" Street

Tucson, Arizona 85716

Michael Grant
GALLAGHER & KENNEDY
2600 North Central Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85004
Attorneys for AEPCO

Suzanne M. Dallimore
Antitrust Unit Chief

Arizona Attorey General
Department of Law Building
1275 West Washington Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Andrew W. Bettwy

Debra Jacobson

SOUTHWEST GAS CORPORATION
5241 Spring Mountain Road

Las Vegas, Nevada 89102

Vincent Hunt

CITY OF TUCSON, DEPT. OF OPERATIONS
4004 S. Park Avenue

Bldg. 2

Tucson, Arizona 85714-0000

Steve Wheeler and Thomas M. Mumaw
SNELL & WILMER

One Arizona Center

400 East Van Buren Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85004-0001
Attorneys for APS

Myron L. Scott .

1628 E. Southern Avenue, No. 9-328
Tempe, Arizona 85282-2179
Attomeys for a Better Environment

750 South Tucson Blvd.
Tucson, Arizona 85716-5698

Barbara R. Goldberg
Deputy City Attorney
CITY OF SCOTTSDALE
3939 Civic Center Blvd.
Scottsdale, Arizona 85251

Carl W. Dabelstein
2211 E. Edna Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85022

Larry K. Udall

ARIZONA MUNICIPAL POWER USERS ASSN.
2712 N. 7* Street

Phoenix, Arizona 85006-1090

Roderick G. McDougall

City Attorney

Attn: Jesse Sears, Asst. Chief Counsel
200 West Washington Street, Suite 1300
Phoenix, Arizona 85003-1611

William J. Murphy
200 West Washington Street, Suite 1400
Phoenix, Arizona 85003-1611

Russell E. Jones

33 N. Stone Avenue, Suite 2100

P.O. Box 2268

Tucson, Arizona 85702

Attorneys for Trico Electric Cooperative, Inc.

Christopher Hitchcock

P.O. Box 87

Bisbee, Arizona 85603-0087

Attorneys for Sulphur Springs Valley
Electric Cooperative, Inc.

Peter Glaser

DOHERTY RUMBLE & BUTLER PA
1401 New York Avenue, N.W., Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20005

924956.1

-925.




