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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
LAGO DEL ORO WATER COMPANY
DOCKET NO. W-01944A-13-0215

Lago Del Oro Water Company (“LDO” or “Company”) is an Arizona for-profit C-
corporation, that is a Class B public service corporation serving potable water to approximately
6,350 customers. The LDO system provides water service to the unincorporated master planned
community of Saddlebrooke, the unincorporated community of Catalina, and a smaller
residential community surrounded by Saddlebrooke, known as Loma Serena. The three
communities are located off State Route 77, approximately 25 miles north of the City of Tucson
in Pinal and Pima Counties, Arizona.

The Company-proposed rates would increase the monthly bill for a typical 5/8 x 3/4-inch
meter residential customer, with a median usage of 5,500 gallons, by $7.94 (42.43 percent), from
$18.70 to $26.64. Under the Staff-recommended rate design for permanent rates, the monthly
bill for a typical 5/8 x 3/4-inch residential customer with a median usage of 5,500 gallons would
increase by $5.61 (29.97 percent), from $18.70 to $24.31.

Staff recommends approval of its recommended rates and charges as shown on the
attached schedules.
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| INTRODUCTION

Q. Please State your name, occupation, and business address.

A. My name is Mary J. Rimback. I am a Public Utilities Analyst employed by the Arizona
Corporation Commission (“ACC” or “Commission”) in the Utilities Division (“Staff”).

My business address is 1200 West Washington Street, Phoenix, Arizona 85007.

Q. Are you the same Mary J. Rimback who previously filed testimony pertaining to rate
base, operating revenues and expenses and revenue requirement on behalf of Staff in
this docket for Lago Del Oro Water Company’s (“LDO” or “Company”) permanent
rate application?

A. Yes.

Q. What is the basis of your testimony?
A. Based on adjustments and revenue requirements recommended by Staff, I am presenting

Staff’s recommended rate design.

1L BACKGROUND

Q. Please review the background of these applicants.

A. LDO is an affiliate of Robson Communities, Inc. (“Robson”). Robson is best known as a
developer of master planned retirement communities in Arizona and Texas. The
ownership of LDO is comprised of a number of shareholders; each shareholder is in the
form of a trust. As of the filing, there were 20 shareholders/trusts of LDO, each with
various ownership percentages. The LDO water system serves the unincorporated master
planned community of SaddleBrooke (“SaddleBrooke”), the unincorporated community of
Catalina (“Catalina”), and a smaller residential community, surrounded by SaddleBrooke,

known as Loma Serena. The three (3) communities are located off State Route 77 (“SR-
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11

77”), approximately 25 miles north of the City of Tucson in Pinal and Pima Counties,
Arizona. SaddleBrooke Development Company developed the master planned community
of Saddlebrooke, which is also a Robson affiliate. The Company’s current rates have been
in effect since 1989 with the exception of a commodity rate for Saddlebrooke Golf

Course, which has been in effect since March 16, 1992.

RATE DESIGN
Did Staff prepare a summary of the present, Company’s proposed, and Staff-
recommended rates and charges?

Yes, see attached Schedule MJR W1.

Please summarize the Company’s present rate design.

The present rate design is based on minimum monthly charges that increase by meter size
as follows: 5/8 x 3/4-inch $12.40; 3/4-inch $12.40; 1-inch $18.00; 1 1/2inch $28.00; 2-
inch $40.00; 3-inch $62.00; 4-inch $84.00; 5-inch $106.00; 6-inch $128.00; and 8-inch
$150.00. With the exception of Saddlebrooke Golf Course, there is a single commodity
charge to all meter sizes of $1.80 per 1,000 gallons excess of 2,000 gallons. 2,000 gallons
are included in the minimum charge. A separate tariff, effective March 16, 1992, charges
$.37 per 1,000 gallons for irrigation provided to Saddlebrooke Golf Course. There are
currently five meter sizes serving residential customers, six meter sizes serving
commercial customers, seven serving irrigation customers (including Saddlebrooke Golf

Course).

Please summarize the Company’s proposed rate design.
The Company proposes a three-tiered rate design for 5/8 x 3/4-inch and 3/4-inch

residential meters, a two-tiered rate design for all others except for the Saddlebrooke Golf
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1 Course irrigation and hydrants/construction. The Company proposes a single tier for
2 Saddlebrooke Golf Course and hydrant/construction. Minimum Charges increase by meter
3 size as follows: 5/8 x 3/4-inch $14.80; 3/4-inch $14.80; 1-inch $24.67; 1 1/2inch $49.33;
4 2-inch $78.93; 3-inch $157.87; 4-inch $246.67; 5-inch removed; 6-inch $493.33; and 8-
5 inch $789.33. The Company added a minimum monthly charge of $200.00 for the
6 Saddlebrooke Golf Course. Zero gallons are to be included in the monthly minimum
7 charge going forward. The Company proposes a 3-tier inverted residential commodity
8 rate for the 5/8 x 3/4-inch and the 3/4-inch customer of $1.80 per thousand for zero to
9 4,000 gallons, $3.09 per thousand gallons for 4,001 to 10,000 gallons, and $4.38 per
10 thousand for over 10,000 gallons.
11

12| Q. Please summarize Staff’s recommended rate design.

134 A. Staff recommends the rates and charges presented in Schedule MJR-W1. Staff’s

14 recommended monthly minimum charges by meter size are as follows: 5/8 x 3/4-inch
15 $14.00; 3/4-inch $14.00; 1-inch $23.34; 1 1/2inch $46.66; 2-inch $74.66; 3-inch $149.34;
16 4-inch $233.34; 5-inch removed; 6-inch $466.66; 8-inch $746.66, and a minimum
17 monthly charge of $200.00 for the Saddlebrooke Golf Course. For residential customers
18 with a 5/8 x 3/4-inch and 3/4-inch meters, Staff recommends an inverted tier rate design
19 that consists of three tiers with commodity rates of $1.50 per thousand gallons for 0-4,000
20 gallons, $2.87 per thousand gallons for 4,001 to 10,000 gallons, and $3.85 per thousand
21 gallons for any consumption over 10,000 gallons. Staff recommends a two-tier inverted
22 block rate structure for all other residential, commercial and irrigation customers. The
23 recommended break-over point for two-tier customers increases with meter size, as shown
24 in Schedule MJR-W1. Under the recommended rate design, the monthly bill at any usage

25 level is higher for a larger meter than for a smaller meter.
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Q. Did Staff prepare a typical bill analysis for a 5/8 x 3/4 inch residential customer?
A. Yes. See Schedule MJR-W2

Q. What is the rate impact on a 5/8 x 3/4-inch meter residential customer using a
median consumption of 5,500 gallons?

A. Under Staff’s recommended rates, a residential 5/8 x 3/4-inch meter customer consuming
the median usage of 5,500 gallons per month will pay $24.31, which is $5.61 more than
the current $18.70 for a 29.97 percent increase. By comparison, a residential 5/8 x 3/4-
inch meter customer consuming the median usage of 5,500 gallons per month under the
Company’s proposed rates would be billed $26.64, which is $7.94 more than the current

$18.70 for a 43.43 percent increase.

Q. What does Staff recommend for other service charges?

A. The Company proposes and Staff recommends removal of service charges for
Reestablishment (After Hours) $30.00 and addition of a single After Hours service charge
of $30.00 for all service calls after hours. The Company’s current tariff does not include a
late payment charge. The Company proposes and Staff recommends inclusion of a late
payment charge of 1.5 percent per month. Recommended service charges are presented in

Schedule MJR-W1.

Q. What is Staff’s recommendation for the water system service line and meter
installation charges?
A. Staff recommends accepting service line and meter installation charges as determined by

Staff witness, Michael Thompson, and reflected in the Engineering Report for LDO.
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Q. Does this conclude your direct testimony for the rate design for LDO?

A. Yes, it does.
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Test Year Ended December 31, 2012
Company Staff
Monthly Usage Charge Present Proposed Rates Recommended Rates '
Meter Size (All Classes):
5/8 x 3/4 Inch 12.40 14.80 14.00
3/4 inch 12.40 14.80 14.00
1 Inch 18.00 24.67 23.34
11/2 Inch 28.00 49.33 46.66
2 Inch 40.00 78.93 74.66
3Inch 62.00 157.87 149.34
4 Inch 84.00 246.67 233.34
5 inch 106.00 Remove NT
6 inch 128.00 493.33 466.66
8 Inch 150.00 789.33 746.66
Golf Course Irrigation - 200.00 200.00
Construction Hydrant NT NT NT
Gallons in Minimum 2,000 - -
Commodity Charge - Per 1,000 Gallons All Classes
5/8" x 3/4" Meter
All classes over Minimum 1.80 N/A N/A
First 4,000 gallons N/A 1.80 1.50
4,001 to 10,000 gallons N/A 3.09 287
Over 10,000 gallons N/A 4.38 3.85
Commercial, Irrigation (except golf course irrigation)
First 10,000 gallons
Over 10,000 gallons
3/4” Meter
All classes over Minimum 1.80 N/A N/A
Residentiat:
First 4,000 gallons N/A 1.80 1.50
4,001 to 10,000 gallons N/A 3.09 2.87
Over 10,000 gallons N/A 4.38 3.85
Commercial, Irrigation (except golf course irrigation)
First 10,000 galions N/A 3.09 287
Over 10,000 gallons N/A 4.38 3.85
1" Meter
All classes over Minimum 1.80 N/A N/A
All Classes except golf course irrigation, hydrant
First 17,000 gallons N/A 3.09 2.87
Over 17,000 gallons N/A 4.38 3.85
1 1/2" Meter.
All classes over Minimum 1.80 N/A N/A
All Classes except goif course irrigation, hydrant
First 34,000 gallons N/A 3.09 2.87
Over 34,000 galtons N/A 4.38 3.85
2" Meter
All ctasses over Minimum 1.80 N/A N/A
All Classes except goif course irrigation, hydrant
First 54,000 galions N/A 3.09 2.87
Over 54,000 gallons N/A 4.38 3.85
3" Meter
All classes over Minimum 1.80 N/A N/A
All Classes except goif course irrigation, hydrant
First 107,000 galions N/A 3.09 2.87
Over 107,000 gallons N/A 438 3.85
4" Meter
All classes over Minimum 1.80 N/A N/A
All Classes except golf course irrigation, hydrant
First 167,000 gallons N/A 3.08 287
Over 167,000 gatlons N/A 4.38 3.85
6" Meter 1.80 N/A N/A
All classes over Minimum
All Classes except golf course irrigation, hydrant N/A 3.08 2.87
First 334,000 gatlons N/A 4.38 3.85




Lago Del Oro Water Company

Rate Design

Final Schedule MJR-W1

*ICB Indicates Individual Case Basis Cost.

Docket No. W-01944A-13-0215 Page 2 of 2
Test Year Ended December 31, 2012
Over 334,000 gallons
8" Meter 1.80 N/A N/A
All classes over Minimum
All Classes except golf course irrigation, hydrant N/A 3.09 287
First 534,000 gallons N/A 4.38 3.85
Over 534,000 gallons
Golf Course Irrigation 0.37 0.85 0.85
All Gallons
Hydrant/Construction NT 4.38 3.85
All Gallons
Monthly Service Charge for Fire Sprinkier
Upto 8" NT NT Per Rule*
*2% of monthly minimum for a comparable size
meter connection, but no less than $10.00 per
month. The service charge for fire sprinklers is
only applicable for service lines separate and
distinct for the primary water service line.
Other Service Charges:
Establishment $ 25.00 $ 25.00 $ 25.00
Establishment (After Hours) $ 30.00 N/T N/T
Reconnection (Delinguent) $ 25.00 $ 25.00 $ 25.00
Meter Reread(lf Correct) $ 15.00 $ 15.00 $ 15.00
Meter Test (If Correct) $ 30.00 $ 30.00 $ 30.00
Deposit * - -
Deposit Interest - i il
Reestablishment (within 12 months) it il bl
NSF Check $ 10.00 $ 10.00 $ 10.00
Late Payment Penalty N/T 1.5% per month 1.5% per month
Deferred Payment 15% per annum 15% per annum 15% per annum
Moving Meter at Customer Request N/T NT N/T
Service Calls - Per Hour/After Hours(a} N/T NT N/T
After Hours Service Charge 30.00
* Per Commission Rule A.A.C. R-14-2-403(B)
** Per Commission Rule A.A.C. R-14-2-403(B)
*** Per Commission Rule A.A.C. R-14-2-403(D) - Months off the system times the monthly minimum.
(a) No charge for service calls during normal working hours.
In addition to the collection of regular rates, the utility will collect from its customers a proportionate share of any
privilege, sales, use, and franchise tax. Per commission rule 14-2-409D(5).
Service and Meter | Hation Charges
I Total Present| Proposed Proposed Total Proposed | Recommended | Recommended Total
Charge Service Line Meter Charge Service Line | Meter Insallation] Recommended
5/8 x 3/4-inch $ 250.00 | $ 38500 (8% 13500 % 520.00 | $ 41500 | $ 155.00 | § 570.00
3/4-inch $ 275001 $§ 41500 $ 205.00($ 62000 | $ 41500 | $ 205.00 | § 620.00
1-inch $ 30000]{% 46500|% 26500(% 73000( $ 465.00 | $ 26500 | $ 730.00
1-1/2-inch $  450.00 520.00 475.00 995.00 520.00 475.00 995.00
2-inch 625.00 - - - - -
2-inch Turbine - $ 800.00 99500 { $ 1,795.00 | $ 800001 & 995.00 | $ 1,795.00
2-inch Compound $ - 800.00 1,840.00 2,640.00 800.00 1,840.00 2,640.00
3-inch 800.00 - - - - - -
3-inch Turbine - $ 101500 $ 1,620.00 | § 263500 | $ 1,015.00 | $ 1,620.00 | $ 2,635.00
3-inch Compound $ - 1,135.00 2,495.00 3,630.00 1,135.00 2,495.00 3,630.00
4-inch 975.00 - - - - - -
4-inch Turbine - $ 1,430.00 ( $ 2,570.00 | $ 4,000.00 | $ 1,43000 | $ 2,570.00 | § 4,000.00
4-inch Compound $ - 1,610.00 3,545.00 5,155.00 1,610.00 3,545.00 5,155.00
5-inch $ 1,150.00 - - - - - -
6-inch 1,325.00 - - - - - -
6-inch Turbine - 2150( $ 4,925.00 | $ 7,07500 ] $ 2,150.00 4925 $ 7.075.00
6-inch Compound $ - 2,270.00 6,820.00 9,090.00 2,270.00 6,820.00 9,090.00
8-inch -
8-inch or Larger $ 1,500.00 ICB* IcB* ica* ICB* ICB* Ic*




Lago Del Oro Water Company Final Schedule MJR-W2
Docket No. W-01944A-13-0215
Test Year Ended December 31, 2012

Typical Bill Analysis
General Service 5/8 x 3/4-Inch Meter

Present Proposed Dollar Percent
Company Proposgd Gallons Rates Rates Increase Increase
Average Usage 7,024 $ 2144 % 3134 § 9.90 46.17%
Median Usage 5,500 18.70 2664 $ 7.94 42.43%
Staff Recommended
Average Usage 7,024 $ 2144 $ 2868 $ 7.24 33.74%
Median Usage 5,500 18.70 2431 $ 5.61 29.97%

Present & Proposed Rates (Without Taxes)
General Service 5/8 x 3/4-Inch Meter

Company Staff
Gallons Present Proposed % Recommended %
Consumption Rates Rates Increase Rates Increase

- $ 12.40 $ 14.80 19.35% $ 14.00 12.90%
1,000 12.40 16.60 33.87% 15.50 25.00%
2,000 12.40 18.40 48.39% 17.00 37.10%
3,000 . 14.20 20.20 42.25% 18.50 30.28%
4,000 16.00 22.00 37.50% 20.00 25.00%
5,000 17.80 25.09 40.96% 22.87 28.48%
5,500 18.70 26.64 42.43% 24.31 29.97%
6,500 20.50 29.73 45.00% 27.18 32.56%
7,500 22.30 32.82 47.15% 30.05 34.73%
8,500 2410 35.91 48.98% 32.92 36.58%
7,024 21.44 31.34 46.17% 28.68 33.74%
9,500 25.90 39.00 50.56% 35.79 38.17%
10,500 27.70 4273 54.26% 39.15 41.32%
11,500 29.50 47.11 59.69% 43.00 45.75%
12,500 31.30 51.49 64.50% 46.85 49.66%
13,500 33.10 55.87 68.79% 50.70 53.16%
14,500 34.90 60.25 72.64% 54.55 56.29%
15,500 36.70 64.63 76.10% 58.40 59.11%
16,500 38.50 69.01 79.25% 62.25 61.68%
17,500 40.30 73.39 82.11% 66.10 64.01%
18,500 42.10 77.77 84.73% 69.95 66.14%
19,500 43.90 82.15 87.13% 73.80 68.10%
20,500 45.70 86.53 89.34% 77.65 69.90%
25,500 54.70 108.43 98.23% 96.90 77.14%
30,500 63.70 130.33 104.60% 116.15 82.33%
35,500 72.70 152.23 109.39% 135.40 86.24%
40,500 81.70 174.13 113.13% 154.65 89.28%
45,500 90.70 196.03 116.13% 173.90 91.73%
50,500 99.70 217.93 118.59% 193.15 93.73%
75,500 144.70 327.43 126.28% 289.40 100.00%

100,500 189.70 436.93 130.33% 385.65 103.29%
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
LAGO ORO WATER COMPANY
DOCKET NO. W-01944A-13-0215

Michael Thompson’s testimony discusses Utilities Division Staff’s (“Staff”) review
of Lago Del Oro Water Company’s (“Lago Del Oro” or “Company”) Cost of Service Study
(“COSS”) for the rate case filed with the Arizona Corporation Commission (“Commission™),
and presents the results of Staff’s analysis.

Based on its review of Lago Del Oro’s COSS, Staff’s conclusions and
recommendations are as follows:

1. It is Staff’s conclusion that Lago Del Oro performed the COSS consistent with the
methodology generally accepted in the industry, and developed all of the allocation
factors appropriately.

2. Staff further concludes that, based on the evaluation of the COSS model utilized by
Lago Del Oro, the results of the COSS are satisfactory.

3. Staff recommends that Lago Del Oro’s COSS cost allocation factors, and cost
allocations modified by Staff as included under G Schedules, be accepted as
reasonable in the pending case. The revised Schedules G-1 and G-2 are attached in
Exhibit 1.
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1 L INTRODUCTION

21 Q. Please state your name, place of employment and job title.

3 A My name is Michael Thompson. My place of employment is the Arizona Corporation
4 Commission (“Commission”), Utilities Division, 1200 West Washington Street, Phoenix,
5 Arizona 85007. My job title is Water/Wastewater Engineer.

6

71 Q How long have you been employed by the Commission?

8 A. I have been employed by the Commission since June 2013.

9

10f Q. Please list your duties and responsibilities.

11| A. As a Utilities Engineer, specializing in water and wastewater engineering, I inspect and
12 evaluate water and wastewater systems, obtain data, prepare reports, suggest corrective
13 action, provide technical recommendations on water and wastewater system deficiencies,
14 and provide written and oral testimony on rate and other cases before the Commission.

15

16| Q. How many cases have you analyzed for the Utilities Division?

171 A. To date I have analyzed § cases covering various responsibilities for the Utilities Division.
18
19 Q. What is your educational background?

20 A. I graduated from the SUNY College of Environmental Science and Forestry (“ESF”) at

21 Syracuse, New York, and Syracuse University (“SU”) at Syracuse, New York. I have a
22 Bachelor of Science Degree in Pulp and Paper Engineering from ESF and Chemical
23 Engineering from SU. I am registered as a Professional Engineer (Civil) in the State of
24 Arizona, and a Grade 2 Certified Water Treatment Plant Operator, and a Grade 3 Certified
25 Water Distribution System Operator.

26
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Q. Briefly describe your pertinent work experience.

A. Prior to my employment with the Commission, I was the Operations Engineer, from 2009
to 2012, for the Southwest and Central Districts of Golden State Water Company
(“GSWC”), located in Gardena and Santa Fe Springs, California, respectively. As the
Operations Engineer, 1 provided technical assistance and support to the districts’
operations departments with primary focus on resolving operational problems and
optimizing the efficiency of the water system operations. Prior to my employment with
GSWC, I was employed with Chaparral City Water Company (“Chaparral”), from 2002 to
2009 as District Operations Engineer. While at Chaparral, I performed all capital, new
business, and water quality activities within the district. 1 served as field
engineer/construction manager for all capital and new business projects under
construction. I also managed all water quality activities including monitoring, sampling,
and reporting as required by 40 CFR (National Primary Drinking Water Regulations) and
Arizona Administrative Code, Title 18, Chapter 4.

From 2000 to 2002, 1 was employed with the Fountain Hills Sanitary District as
Engineering Assistant. I performed plan review of all commercial and residential projects

in the Town of Fountain Hills, and managed the district’s construction projects.

From 1996 to 2000, I was employed as an Environmental Engineering Specialist with the
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (“ADEQ”). During that time period, I
performed operations and maintenance site inspections of public water systems in Gila,

LaPaz, Mohave, and Southwestern Yavapai Counties.

Prior to working for ADEQ, I began my career in the pulp and paper industry as a process

engineer in 1979. During my 16 year career in the pulp and paper industry, I worked for 3
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IL.

different paper companies (Temple-Eastex, Bowater, Inc., and Champion International),

where I advanced from a process engineer to Technical Manager.

Did Staff perform an analysis of the application that is the subject of this
proceeding?
Yes, Staff’s review of the Company’s cost of service study was performed by Staff

Engineer Prem Bahl who recently retired.

Is your testimony herein based on Mr. Bahl’s analysis?

Yes, it is.

What is the purpose of this Direct Testimony?
The purpose is to discuss Staff’s review of Lago Del Oro’s COSS for the rate case, and

present the results of this review.

COST OF SERVICE STUDY - REVIEW PROCESS

What does the COSS signify?

There are three steps in performing the COSS. They are: 1) Functionalization; 2)
Classification; and 3) Allocation. First, the COSS enables us to determine the system cost
of service by classifying the utility’s costs (investments and expenses) by function, such as
commodity-related, demand-related, customer-related, and Direct Fire-related functions.
Customer-related functions are further broken down into customers and customer services.
Second, the study breaks down these costs by customer classes to reflect as closely as
possible the cost causation by respective customer classes. Third, the results of the COSS
provide a benchmark for the revenues needed from each customer category by

appropriately allocating the revenue requirement for each customer class.
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Q. Is there a standard COSS Model?

A. There is no standard methodology for designing a COSS, but it is generally advisable to
follow a range of alternatives to identify which allocations are more reasonable than
others. For that reason, the COSS should be used as a general guide only and as one of

many considerations in designing rates.

Q. Did Staff conduct a separate independent COSS?

A. No, Staff did not conduct a separate independent COSS.

Q. What was the process Staff used in reviewing the Company’s COSS?

A. Staff reviewed the Company’s overall COSS methodology, which is the Commodity-
Demand methodology as outlined in the American Water Works Association Manual M1,
“Principles of Water Rates, Fees, and Charges”. The Commodity-Demand Method breaks
down the costs of providing water service into four primary cost components: commodity
costs (costs that tend to vary with the amount of water used by the customers), demand
costs (costs associated with peak use/demand), customers costs (costs not associated with
water use, such as billing), and direct fire protection costs. Staff then reviewed the G
Schedules reflecting various allocation factors (for Commodity, Demand, Customer, and
Direct Private Fire) in COSS. Next, staff reviewed the Test Year (“FYE December 31,
2012”) rate base, revenues, and expenses in the filed rate case. Staff adjustments to rate
base, revenues, and expenses were incorporated in the appropriate G Schedules. The

modified G Schedules G-1 and G-2 are attached under Exhibit 1.
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III. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Q. Based upon your testimony, what are Staff’s conclusions and recommendations

regarding the Cost of Service Study?

A. Based on the review of Lago Del Oro’s COSS, Staff’s conclusions and recommendations

are as follows:

1. It is Staff’s conclusion that Lago Del Oro performed the COSS consistent with the

methodology generally accepted in the industry, and developed the allocation

factors appropriately, in accordance with the Staff recommended and Commission

approved allocation factors in the Arizona Water Company’s rate case (Docket No.

W-01444A-08-0440).

2. Staff further concludes that, based on the evaluation of the COSS model utilized

by Lago Del Oro, the results of the COSS are satisfactory.

3. Staff recommends that Lago Del Oro’s COSS allocations and factors be accepted

as reasonable in the pending case. The G-schedules G-1 and G-2 are listed under

the attached exhibit 1.

Staff’s conclusions are limited to the specific facts of this case and do not create any

precedent regarding Cost of Service Studies generally.

recommendations in other cases.

Q. Does this conclude your Direct Testimony?

A. Yes, it does.

Staff may make different




| abed
1-9© sInpayog
naiyx3g

aseg sjey Aq papiaig swoou) BugelsdQ ,
"EM-HPIN BINPBYDS UO UMOYS .. suoleindwod aseg aley o

8sed ajey UO poseq UoNedo|ly ‘esusdx3 1Selaju| paziuoiyouAg Jsalau| S
8LOdUI 5|gexe)} Uo paseq pajedo|[e sexe] awosuj "ssjel Juasaid Je ‘GA-HW 8INPaYDS WO XB [ SWoou| ,
S$8NuUaAdY U0 paseq uoneodoje sexe] Auado.d e
"bay A9y LM-HIMIN 8INPaYOS U0 umoys ale suopeindwod uogeraidaq pue sesusdxy Bunessdg 2

"SJUN0D JAWOISNO UO poseq Pajesolly |

%900 %SG9°0 %671 %08'.6 SIawoisny |ejo] JO JU3IDd
%688 %8€'6- %0¥°0 %6%°0 %90°0~ ,9skg ajey uo uinjay
ovz'y $ o9glely $ 169'0¢eS $ €06°'98¢'9 $ G96'zYeL $ ,oseq ey
652 $ (852'09) $ (66L°21) $ (815'opL) $ (506'66) $ awodu| JoN
6§ 12€'s 9769 9G0'c8 6GY'G6 osuadx3 isasayj
8.€ $ (z9.'8¢) $ eel'z $ usZ'ie $ (ovt'y) $ awoouj Bunesadp
88€'l $ oez'erl $ 120611 $ 1EG'129°L $ ¥89'088°L $ sasuadx3 Bunessdo |ejoL
3 (610°41) (908°2) (€z1'ze) (168's¥) ,XeL ewoou|
88 861'S ££8's 062’28 899°'c6 Xel Auadoid
9Gvy 161y 669G €16'289 zeo'vel Jdoneziowy
pue uoneoaida(
181 $ 8lv'0LL $ <lL0'6s $ 00888 $ ¥8T'¥S0'L $ ,Sosuadxg buyesado
G9.'l $ viv'0OLL $ 0LZ'lLL $ 882'259°L $ /Lez'zes’l $ SANUBASY [ej0 ]
0 11} 0c I HAA 662 ,1=0 0} |-H uoije||louodsy
Gl o9l'e 6911 €l1'C) FARWAN ,S8nuaAdy “oSIN
- ¥20'L G86'c (¥Z9'y) 98¢ uoljezijenuuy snusasy
0G.L°1L $ &ez'o0l $ oe0'zLL $ SLY'vro'L $ oev'vos'L $ sanusAsy Jslep
JUeIpAH uonenbi] [JERIEDNelg) |efuepisay S[ejo L

sse|D Ag sajey Jussald 1B suinjay

pouisy puewsg-Alipowwo) Buisn ‘Apnig eo1Alag Jo 1800

Z1L0Z ‘L€ 1aquiadaq papul JesA Jsa L
Auedwon Jajepp 0.0 1o obe

€€

TANM TN O M~ OO ~ANOMOTWDOMNSNDOO — N
TET T T T o N ANANANAN NN NN OO

Ix—-NoovLocor\ooc»‘o_

2o
5z




o¢
aseg sjey Ag papialg awoou| BuiessdQ , S€
"CM-HMIA 8INPaYog Uo UMoys ale suoleindwoo aseg siey s V€
aseg a)ey uo paseq uonesolly "asuadx3 }S8I8)U| PaZIUCIYOUAS Jsalaluj . €€
8L0dUj 9jgexEe)} U0 Paseq pajedo||e saxe] awodu| ‘salel pesodoid Je ‘BA-HIIA 8INPaYDS WU XB ) Swodu| , CE
$8NUaA8y UO paseq uoljedole saxe] Apadoid e L
‘bay AeY LM-HMIN 8INPayds uo umoys ale suopendwod uoyeloaideq pue sasusdxg Bunesado ;. Of
"SJUN02 JBWIOISNO UO paseq pajedolly | 62
8¢
X4
[AN 4 $ zzeL $ 085¢ $ 699C $ 682¢ $ ajey Aypowwog seip-9buls 9z
298l $ 9evl $ €yl $ gZvl $ Lvel $ swnWiuIn Alyuoy 6z
JUEIPAH uonebin TeRIsWWo) {enuspisay §85SEeD IV ve
av bd ‘'g-9 'pauog  Ov Bd ‘g-9 'pauydg gy 6d ‘g-0 "payds vy Bd ‘g-9 peyos ford
1913 You| g/g 10§ sajey Apolwio) 4811 -31buls pue swnWIUIW A[YIUGY pojedipu] zg
%4
%900 %G990 %6V’ L %08°.6 siawoisny |ejo] Jo Jusadidd (g
61
: %lv'ee %bSEl %lE8lL %008 %06°.L ,oseg ey uo uiney 8l
ove'y $ 99lcly $ 159'0eg $ €06'88€'0 $ G96ZPEL $ Josegaey Ll
91
9.8 $ evv'vy $ Lie'es $ oalg'eee $ 288'v8y $ Bwlodu|1eN Gl
1] LLE'S 9/6°9 960°e8 6G1'G6 ;osuadxzisamel 1
Y66 $ 0v6'SS $ vvZ'e6 $ L60'LLS $ LLE'08s $ swoouj Bupesedo ¢l
99.°) $ G88'¥8l $ 689°191 $ 996'Gl8'L $ vev'evZe $ sesuadx3g BunesedQ [e10L  Z|
ey ves'ie 8ve'ov €er'LolL 20.'00¢€ yXeLawooyl L}
¥6 990'6 €016 L09'L6 0.8'601 cXel Auadoid 01
9Gv L6L'vy 166'9S £.6289 zeo'v8l Juonezipowy 6
pue uonepaideg g
184 $ 8.¥0LL $ SL0'GS $ 00888 $ v¥8Z'vSo'L $ ,Sosuadx3g Bunessdp
9
8er'2 $ 00S'ceT $ 6S¥'vEC $ 8ov'ese’c  $ S6.'628°C $ SanuaAdYy [Bjol G
- - - - - $ 10 0} |-H uojieljiouoosy ¢
b oLl 962 ov.l'9L LIV ,SONUBASY OSIN €
- - - - - suoljez|jenuuy anuaAsy ¢
Liv'e $ oec'cee $ €og'vee ¢ 899'cve'c ¢ 8.9'718'C $ SBNUSADY JBjepy |
JueipAH uonebl| [eRRIoWWIOD [enuaplIsay S[ejoL ON

aun

sse|D Aq sajey pasodoid je suinjey
poyleiN pueweq-Aupowwod Buisn ‘Apnig @oiAleg o }s00D)
| abed Z10Z ‘L€ 19quiads(] papug JESA 1S9
Z-9 8npayog Auedwo) iayepp 010 |og obe



