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IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF | DOCKET NO. W-02168A-11-0363
TRUXTON CANYON WATER COMPANY,
INC. FOR APPROVAL OF A RATE STAFF’S MOTION TO SUSPEND
INCREASE TIMECLOCK

On September 30, 2011, Truxton Canyon Water Company (“Company” or “Truxton”) filed a
rate application for an increase in its water rates and charges. Utilities Division Staff (“Staff”) issued
a letter stating the application was found sufficient on October 31, 2011. The Hearing Division then
issued a Procedural Order on November 4, 2011 (“Procedural Order”) governing the preparation and
timeframe for this case and setting deadlines for the parties, including ordering Staff to file a Staff
Report or direct testimony by March 15, 2012.

As is the normal course of practice in processing and analyzing rate applications, Staff began
sending data requests to the Company; the first was sent on November 21, 2011. The Company’s
attorney requested additional time beyond the ten day response period due to the size of the request
and the impending holiday. Staff agreed to additional time. On December 8, 2011 Staff sent its
second data request.

Despite numerous requests by Staff and Staff’s attorney to the Company and the Company’s
attorney, the Company has not provided responses to either the November 21, 2011 data request or
the December 8, 2011 data request. While the Company has stated it intends to provide responses, it
has not been able to provide a date specific. Without the information contained in the responses to
the data requests, Staff cannot move forward on their analysis and prepare their direct testimony
which is due in approximately six weeks. Additionally, Staff sent a third data request on January 18,

2012, and the Company has not responded; however, the ten day response time has not yet expired.




Staff respectfully requests that the timeclock, as detailed in the Procedural Order and A.A.C.
14-2-103(B)(11), be suspended in this matter. Once the Company adequately responds to Staff’s
outstanding data requests, a Procedural Conference may be convened to reinstate the timeclock and to
discuss potential changes to the current deadlines and hearing date. Staff has spoken to the Company
and the Intervener, Valle Vista Property Owners Association, and neither party has an objection to
Staff’s request.

Staff respectfully requests the suspension of the timeclock in this matter until the Company
provides adequate responses to all of Staff’s outstanding data requests, at which time Staff will

request a Procedural Conference to reinstate the timeclock and discuss future deadlines.
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RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 31% day of January 2012.

Original and thirteen (13) copies
of the foregoing filed this
31* day of January 2012 with:

Docket Control

Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

CosPies of the foregoing mailed this
31% day of January 2012 to:

Steve Wene

Moyes Sellers & Hendricks Ltd.

1850 North Central Avenue, Suite 1100
Phoenix, Arizona 85004

Attorneys for Truxton Canyon Water Co., Inc.

Legal Division

Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

(602) 542-3402
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Todd C. Wiley

Fennemore Craig

3003 North Central Avenue, Suite 2600

Phoenix, Arizona 85012-2913

Attorneys for Valle Vista Property Owners
Association, Inc.




