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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, (hereinafter collectively referred to as the “Settling Parties”), and respectfully move the Commission for an Order approving the Settlement Stipulation filed herewith.  This Joint Motion is based on the following:  
1.
On September 30, 2011, the Settling 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, as among the Settling Parties, in these proceedings.  The only remaining party is the NW Energy Coalition (the “Coalition”), who has indicated to the Settling Parties that they wish to pursue the issue of electric decoupling in Docket UE-110876 through further litigation, but do not otherwise oppose the remaining terms of this Settlement Stipulation
.  
2.
Integral to the Settlement, as a negotiated element, is a proposed effective date for revised tariffs of January 1, 2012.  It is the understanding of the Settling Parties that the Coalition, as the only party that did not sign the Stipulation, nevertheless does not oppose this implementation date.
3.
By way of a separate Motion for Prehearing Conference filed on this date, the Settling Parties have requested to convene a prehearing conference to address the process and schedule by which the Commission will review the Settlement Agreement, the status of the full decoupling issue in this docket, and related procedural issues.
4.
The Settling Parties do not otherwise propose to change the November 8 & 9, 2011 dates for hearing testimony from members of the general public.
5.
For the reasons to be set forth in joint testimony in support of the Settlement, the Settling 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
.  

6.
In the event that the Commission should reject the Settlement Stipulation, or materially modify it in ways unacceptable to the Settling Parties, the Settling Parties request that a prehearing conference immediately be convened to establish a schedule for the litigation of unresolved matters in these dockets.
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By: ________________________________
Ronald Roseman

Attorney at Law
�. The Settlement Stipulation, under WAC 480-07-730, bears the indicia of both a “partial settlement” and a “multiparty settlement” as those terms are defined therein.  Because the Coalition has indicated that they only want to preserve the issue of electric decoupling for further litigation in Docket UE-110876 and do not oppose the remaining terms of the Settlement (but are not willing to actually sign the Stipulation), the Settlement, in effect, is “partial” (i.e., “agreement of all parties on some issues”) and “multiparty” ( i.e., “agreement of some, but not all, parties on one or more issues”).


� To the extent necessary, the Settling 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 Settling Parties are in need of additional time to prepare such materials.  Such joint testimony will be filed on or before October 10, 2011.
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