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SETTLEMENT STIPULATION

Come now, Avista Corporation, (“Avista” or the “Company”), the Staff of the Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission (“Staff”), the Public Counsel Section of the Washington Office of Attorney General (“Public Counsel”), Northwest Industrial Gas Users (“NWIGU”), Industrial Customers of Northwest Utilities (“ICNU”), and The Energy Project, representing all parties in the above-captioned matters (hereinafter collectively referred to as the “Parties”), and respectfully move the Commission for an Order modifying the procedural schedule established by Order No. 04 in the above-captioned dockets and approving the Settlement Stipulation filed herewith.  This Joint Motion is based on the following:  
1.
On August 25, 2010, the Parties filed with the Commission a Settlement Stipulation (attached as an appendix to this Joint Motion).  This Settlement Stipulation, if approved, would resolve all issues in these proceedings. 

2.
Integral to the Settlement, as a negotiated element, is a proposed effective date for revised tariffs of December 1, 2010.

3.
The current case schedule calls for responsive testimony to Avista’s general rate case filing to be filed on September 2, 2010.  In light of the attached Stipulation, the Parties request that this September 2, 2010 date be vacated for purposes of filing responsive testimony, and instead, the date of September 16, 2010, be established as the date by which Parties to the Settlement Stipulation must file testimony in support of the Stipulation.
  (Because all parties joined in the Stipulation, no adverse testimony will be filed, and there is no need to maintain the remaining dates on the Procedural Schedule established in Order No. 04, except for an evidentiary hearing date of November 2, 2010, in order for the Commission to entertain the Settlement.)

4.
The Parties stand ready for an evidentiary hearing date earlier than November 2, 2010, if that would facilitate the Commission’s schedule, and allow for the proposed implementation of new rates on December 1, 2010.  (The Parties would request a telephone prehearing conference to discuss an earlier hearing date, if that is the preference of the Commission.)

5.
The Parties do not propose a change to the October 6, 2010 date for hearing testimony from members of the general public.
6.
For the reasons to be set forth in joint testimony in support of the Settlement, the Parties request that the Settlement Stipulation be approved as a fair resolution of all issues, as being in the public interest, and without change or modification.  

7.
In the event that the Commission should reject the Settlement Stipulation, or materially modify it in ways unacceptable to the Parties, the Parties request that a prehearing conference immediately be convened to establish a schedule for the litigation of unresolved matters in these dockets.

Entered into this ______day of August, 2010

Company:


By: ________________________________
David J. Meyer

VP, Chief Counsel for Regulatory and Governmental Affairs
Staff:



By: ________________________________
Gregory J. Trautman

Assistant Attorney General

Public Counsel:

By: ​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​________________________________

Sarah Shifley

Assistant Attorney General


NWIGU:


By: ________________________________
Chad M. Stokes

Cable Huston Benedict

Haagensen & Lloyd LLP

ICNU:



By: ________________________________

S. Bradley Van Cleve

Davison Van Cleve, P.C.

The Energy Project:

By: ________________________________
Ronald Roseman

Attorney at Law
� To the extent necessary, the Parties request a waiver of the Commission’s rules on settlement procedures, in order to allow the filing of joint testimony in support thereof at a date subsequent to the actual filing of the Settlement itself.  The Parties are in need of additional time to prepare such materials. 
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