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BY THE COMMISSION:

1.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Tucson Electric Power Company ("1EP" or "Company") is certificated to provide

electric service as a public utility in Arizona.

Background

2.

i
I

On July 1, 2016, Tucson Electric Power Company ("TOP" or "Company") filed for

Arizona Corporation Commission ("Commission") approval of its 2017 Renewable Energy Standard

and Tariff ("REST") Implementation Plan. TEP's filing requests approval of various REST plan

components ,  i nc l udi ng a  budge t,  a  pr oposed  REST sur char ge ,  cus tomer  c l a s s  caps ,  va r i ous  pr ogr am

detai l s ,  and compl iance matters .

3. Ur October 31, 2016, the Energy Freedom Coalition of America, LLC was granted

intervention in this Docket. On December 21, 2016, the Residential Utility Consumer Office
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("RUCO") was granted intervention in this Docket.

4. TEP' s  2017 REST Plan i s  des igned to  achi eve  the  goal  of providing seven (7)  percent

of i ts  r e ta i l  s a l e s  fr om r enew abl e  gener a ti ng sour ces  a s  r equi r ed  by the  Commi ss i on' s  REST Rul es .
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1 The estimated cost to implement the 2017 Plan is approximately $53.7 million, approximately $3

2 million less than the 2016 Plan budget. To fund the 2017 Plan, TEP is proposing to recover

3

4

approximately $52.3 million through the REST tariff and to apply approximately $1.4 million of

carryover funds from the 2015 REST budget.

5.5

6

Tlil) is not proposing any new incentives for residential or non-residendal solar

distributed generation or solar water heating.

7

8

1EP's 2017 Plan provides for renewable generation

sufficient to meet the 2017 annual compliance requirement, except for the residential portion of the

However, in

9

annual Distributed Renewable energy requirement set forth in A.A.C. R14-2-1805.

Decision No. 75560 dated May 13, 2016, the Commission ordered that a waiver be granted

10 prospectively for the 2017 calendar year for the residential DG increment. Therefore, REP is not

requesting any additional waivers for 2017.

12 TEP's Five Year Projection of Energy, Capacity, and Costs

6.13

14

15

Table No. 1 below shows IEP's forecast for energy and costs for its annual REST

plans from 2017 through 2021. Staff notes that TEP has lowered its sales forecast by approximately 8

to 10 percent for years 2017 through 2020 based on production forecasts from one of lEP's large

industrial customers.16 1

17 Table No. 1
TEP Energy, Capacity and Cost Forecast

18

19
2019

TEP Ener , Ca act and Cost Forecast
2017 2018 2020 2021

20 8,383,682
7.0%

8,483,665
8.0%

8,567,267
9.0%

8,859,992
10.0%

9,388,729
11.0%Io21

22

23

24

25 l

Forecast Retail Sales

°/o Renewable Ever Re aired

Overall Renewable Requirement

m p h

Utile f-Scale Re uircment M\vh

DG Re uirement M\vh

Res DG Re uirement MWI1

Non-Res DG Re uirement

Total Cumulative Re aired M\V

Total Pro ram Cost

586,858

410,800

176,057

88,029

88,029

309

352,269,444

678,693
475,085
203,608
101,804
101,804

357
$50,209,039

771,054
539,738
231,316
115,658
115,658

406
$49,350,143Q

885,999
620,199
265,800
132,900
132,900

466
847,509,081

1,032,760
722,932
309,828
154,914
154,914

544
$466656,46026

27

28
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l TEP's REST Experience Under 2016 REST Plan

Table No. 2
DG System Installations and Reservations

Residential Solar Hot WaterPhotovoltaics

Number of
S stems kW k p h

Number of
S stems

2016 Installations

Reservations

2,336

2,779

17,051

20,049

Non-Residential

kW

Solar Hot Water

Number of
S stems kph

Photovoltaics

Number of
S stems

-

_
12,603
1,170

n m
M

" l
" m

Table No. 3
DG System Installations Without Incentives

l

Residential A proximate kphkWNumber of Proects
l
l
l

2012
2013
2014
2015
20161

2
52

1,875
1,834
2,336

4
401

13,461
13,290
17,051

7,465
702,048

21,743,879
21,153,414
30,691,800

Non-Residential
32012

2013
179

5,011
321,894

9,020,250

_ _ _
- I

2 7. The Commission-approved implementation plan for 2016 contemplated total spending

3 of $56,645,849 and total recoveries through the REST surcharge of $47,836,529

4 8. Regarding installations and reservations, Table No. 2 below summarizes installations

5 and reservations for installations through September 2016 by TEP.

6

7

8

9

10

l 1

12

13
2016 Installations

14 Reservations

15 Systems That Do Not Take a Utility Incentive

16 9. The following Table No. 3 shows the number, kw, and k\vh of systems that have

17 been installed in TEP's service territory that have not taken an incentive from TEP and thus TIiP has

18 not used the associated renewable energy crests ("RECs") to achieve compliance under the REST

19 rules.

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28 I Through September 2016

76024Decision No.
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1

2

37

39

86

2014
2015
2016'

8,000
8,250

12,603

14,399,640
14,850,135
22,685,400

3

4 Leased Versus Non-Leased Systems

10.5

6

7

TBI' indicates that a significant majority of applications for residential systems were

leased in 2016 (1,597 leased systems versus 482 non-leased systems). lEp indicates that 7 non-

residential systems are non-leased in 2016, with one system leased.

8 Bright Tucson Solar Buildout Plan

11.9

10

12

13

14

15

16

In recent years, the Commission has approved continuation of TEP's buildout

program at a rate of up to $28 million annually. However, TOP has indicated that it will no longer

seek approval of Bright Tucson Solar Buildout Plan funding through the REST plan. Instead TEP

will invest in renewable energy projects and seek recovery of related costs via traditional methods,

such as in a general rate proceeding. Thus, TEP's buildout plan related costs the Company is seeking

to recover through the REST budget are costs related to projects from past years' REST plans that are

not yet being recovered through base rates. The following Table No. 4 shows the Bright Tucson

Buildout Plan funding from the REST Budget.

17 Table No. 4
Bright Tucson Buildout Plan Funding from REST Budget

18

19 Line Item 2017 2018 20202019
c
Q20

$0

$0

$021

22

Car 'in Costs
Book Do recition
Pro Er Tax Ex ens:
O orations and Maintenance
Total 30

$424,123
$600,000

$0
366,000

$1,090,123 $287,836
$600,000

54,859
$67,320

$1,010,015

$166,312
$600,000
$54,027
$68,666

$889,005

23

24 2016 Funds Carried Forward to 2017 REST Budget

12.25 TEP's  2017 RHST Implementat ion Plan budget  re f lec ts  the carry  forward o f

26 $1,405,878 in unspent funds from Tl£P's 2016 REST budget..lime unspent funds from TEP's 2016

27

28

REST Plan budget are due to the following issues:

Purchased Renewable Energy - Over-collection was due to the following:

76024Decision No.



Docket No. E-01933A-16-0_35Page 5

PPAs1

2 Avalon Phase II- 17.22 MW Solar PV PPA: Delays in construction and

3

4

interconnection caused this project to be commercially operational in

March 2016, rather than December 2015, as expected.

TEP-Owned5

6

7

8

9

Ft. Huachuca Phase II 4 MW Solar PV: Significant delays from non-

compliant design and work created a requirement for engineering

redesign. Fort Huachuca was responsible for providing this work prior

to TEP being able to commence work. The contractor's work was

10 There foreunsatisfactory for construction and had to be reworked.

Phase II was not completed by the end of 2015, as forecasted. Due to

12 the delays in Ft. Huachuca Phase II, TOP was not able to realize the

13 authorized return on investment, and depreciation for the original time

14

13.15

16

17

18

19
I
i 20

21

l
l22

23

24

25

period anticipated.

lliese projects qualified for FERC-required accruals for Allowance for Funds Used

During Construction ("AFUDC") in lieu of a return on investment on construction expenditures

collected through the REST in 2015. The accrued AIUDC will be recovered over the useful lives of

the projects through depreciation expense.

Metering - Under-collection was due to Residential Distributed Renewable

Energy ("DRE") being considerably more active in 2015 than was anticipated

in the 2015 Implementation plan.

Performance-Based Incentives ("PBI") - The Company requested a lower PBI

budget to account for lower payments in prior years.

Up-Front Incentives ._ There were a few Solar Hot Water Systems installed in

2016 which were reserved in 2015.

14.26

27

The TEP REST budget proposal discussed herein reflects this carry forward of unspent

2016 REST funds which reduces die amount of money required to be recovered through the 2017

28

76024Decision No.
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1 REST surcharge. This treatment is consistent with how the Commission has treated funds carried

2 forward in the past.

3 New Budget Line Items

15.4

5

6

7

8

9

TIP's 2017 RHST Plan budget contains several new line item expenses. These new

line items have been added under the Heading of "Renewable Energy Balancing, Integration, and

Field lesting". The new budget Linc items are as follows:

Grid Integration Penetration Study - This study will help TEP to understand

the potential impacts of increasing installations of distributed solar generation

on the distribution grid, specifically focusing on how high penetration levels of

10 solar DG will affect grid operations and future infrastructure investments. The

proposed budget is $240,000.

16.12

I

13

Staff believes this study is appropriate for inclusion in the 2017 REST plan budget,

because increased penetration of variable resources may have significant operational impacts to the

14 distribution svstcm.

15

16

17
1l

18

17.19

20

21

Customer DG Demand Rate Platform Design and Testing- This initiative will

identify and test tools and applications helpful to residential customers to

understand usage patterns and their effect on bills, and to demonstrate the

benefit of new utility rate structures. The proposed budget is $250,000.

Based on recent Commission Decisions regarding the use of demand rates in

residential rate design, Staff does not believe dirt the proposed Customer DG Demand Rate Platform

Design and Testing initiative is appropriate for inclusion in the 2017 REST Plan budget.

22 Solar Resources for Distribution Optimization

23

24

This demonstration project

will use a system of local feeder voltage and power controls, enabled by (1)

substation controllers utilizing phaser-based measurements, and (2)

25

26

coordination with centralized utility distribution management. The proposed

system provides local measurement and control of electricity distribution,

27 operating real-time, at utility scale. This study will commence as soon as

28 possible in 2017, pending a matching-funds grant award from die Department

76024Decision No.
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TEP states that it has received notification from thel of Energy ("DOE").

2 DOE that lEP's grant request has been shortlisted for funding. However, in

3 the event that TEP is not awarded the DOH grant, TEP will conduct the study

4 anyway, albeit at a considerably reduced scope. The proposed budget is

5 881,750,000.

18.6

7

Staff believes this study is appropriate for inclusion in the 2017 REST plan budget

because distribution-levcl automation and telemetry studies have great potential for harnessing the

8

19.9

10

l l

locational benefit of distributed generation resources.

In the event TOP is successful in receiving a grant award of matching funding from

the DOF for the Solar Resources for Distribution Qptiniization program, TEP shall file a copy of its

final report to the DOE on the results of the program in this Docket. TEP shall file a letter in this
i

I
r 12 docket with the results of the DOE grant process, including what funding was received by TEP, if

13 any.
1

14

15

16

17

20.18

19

Modeling and Simulation of DER Hosting Capacity - This study will develop

the methodology and requirements to model and simulate the hosting capacity

for Distributed Energy Resources on individual distribution feeders. The

proposed budget is $200,000.

Staff believes this study is appropriate for inclusion in the 2017 REST Plan budget

because feeder-level optimization studies have great potential for harnessing the locational benefit of

20 distributed generation resources.

21 Proposed TEP 2017 REST Budget

21.22

23

24 $47,836,529 in 2016).

25

26

27

TOP's REST implementation plan for 2017 proposes total spending of $53,675,322

(versus 56,645,849 in 2016) and total recoveries through the REST surcharge of $52,269,444 (versus

Staff has reviewed the budget proposal contained in TEP's proposed 2017

REST plan and agrees with TEP's proposed budget, except for the "Customer DG Demand Rate

Platform Design and Testing" line item. Table No. 5 below summarizes the budgets being proposed

by TOP and Staff.

28

76024
Decision No.
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Table No. 5
TEP and Staff Pro used Bud eta1

4\Approved 201 Proposed 2017

$ 47,836,529

Staffs

Proposed

2017

$ 52,269,444 S 52 019,444Total REST Bu et 8: Tariff Collection:

Utile Scale Ene

Above Market Cost of Convcndoml (rcncration

Net TOP owned

To tal

41041 20 s 41041 20

1,090,123 s 1090,123

s 42,131,342

s 38 002919 s

s 9,366025 s

s 47,368,944

Customer Sited Distributed Renewable Ere

S 7,192 720 s 7 192 720

U m

Residential P\ U Front Incentive II

NonResidential UN

Annual PerformanceBased lrucuntive 'B

Residential/Non-Rcsidcndal Solar Wanter llca

Annual meter ready v cost

Consumer Education and ()outreach

S

s

s

s

Total

37,131

100000

7329851

7,192,720 s

s

35,363 s

100000 s

7328083 37,131

100,000

7 329 851

costs

s

s

s

s

sson Costs

: Direct material cost for DG roducdon

s

$ 85 000 95 000 95,000

s 75,000 s 84,000 84 000

s 697975 s 960 560 s 960 560

TEP internal and contractor t

Information S rems Into

Mete

Pro ram Labor alncl Administration

lies

Internal Labor

External Labor

Materials Fees and S

AZ Solar website

s

s

s

s

s

s

s

s

Total

217,568 S

163,000 S

60,000 s

4,000 s

444569

556,944

216,903

60,000

4,000

837 847$ s $

217,568

163000

60000

4,000

444,569

, .

3 - _ _

81 _ - -

Renewable Energy Balancing, Integration, and
Field Test

s

s

s

240000 s

250000 S

1750,000 s¢

it  .•
|

s

s

s

s

- - -
H

H

Grid Inc son/Puwtradon Stud

Customer DG Demand Rate Plntfonn

D artmcnt of l"nc . Marc . (front Modes

Rcncwablc Inf don and O orations Sufi .

Sour Test Yard Maintcnacc and I: up went

Field and l.ab I'\ (mT1 anent UL rradadon Analysis

Solar and Word () aeration Forccasri

Models v aid Simulation of DER llosti Ca ad .

UWIG SEPA AWHA mcmbcrshi dues

To tal

15,000

253 000 s

50,000

50000

75,000

200000

15000

2,380,000

Pro ram Cost Subtotal

I
I

l
I

forward (»general RI isl Funds

_ _ _ _
.

Grand Total to be Collected in Tariff

s s

s 56 645 849 s 53 675 322 s 53 425 322

s

$47836529 s 52269444 s 5 019444

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

1 8 240000

1 9 1,750,000

38,000

2 0 50000 s 50,000 s

50000 s 50000 S

21 100,000 s 75,000 s

s 200,000 s

2 2 s s 15,000 s

2630,000

23

24
c: 8,809,321 s 1,405,878 s 1,405,878

25

26 22. Staff notes that the line item entitled "Net TEP Owned" is the cumulative value of

27 previously authorized TEP expenditures for utility owned facilities. These ACC authorized

28 expenditures allowed the Company to recover certain carrying costs in-between rate cases. These

76024Decision No.
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l costs included auduorized rate of return, depreciation, O8cM, and property taxes. Although the

2

3

Company stopped asking the Commission for this special treatment several years ago, there is one

remaining project dart was authorized under this treatment that has not yet been placed into base

rates.4

23.5

6

7

8

9

10

The line items entitled "Internal labor" and "External Labor" under the "Program

Labor and Administration" heading has also shown a dramatic decrease from the approved 2016

budget. TEP states dirt the decrease in Internal Labor is due to expense for several full-time TEP

employees being included in base rates (traditional employee expense recovery). The REST budget is

only used for core employee labor expenses in between rate cases. The decrease in external labor is

the reduction of labor force that was originally utilized for the Company's residential program.

Recovery of Funds through 2017 REST Charge
l

l

24.12 Tl*ll"s application proposes two alternate REST fund recovery plans. TOP's Plan A

13

14

RI15

16

17

maintains the currently approved REST surcharge, but proposes higher customer class caps. T1*1P's

Plan B maintains the existing REST surcharge and customer class caps. Under Tl*P's Plan A, the

IT fund would be over-collected at the end of 2017 by approximately $22,686. Under TEP's Plan

B, the REST fund would be under-collected by approximately $4,289,488 TEP requests approval of

Plan A because of the large under-collection in Plan B.

25.18

19

20

26.21

22

23

Staff is proposing a revision to the customer class caps as proposed by TEP. Staff

recommends that the cap for the Industrial & Mining class be increased to $16,650, thereby allowing

the residential class cap to be reduced to $5.10.

Table No. 6 below shows the proposed surcharge per kph and associated customer

class monthly caps for TEP's Plan A and Plan B, and Staffs proposed plan, in comparison to what is

currency in effect for 2016.

24

25

26

27

28

76024
Decision No.
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Table No. 6
Proposed REST Surcharge

2016 Approved
I

CUSTOMER RATES AND

2017 Company
Pro used PLAN A

CAPS

2017 Company

Pro used PLAN B_.
2017 Staff

Pro used

80.013000Rate Er k\Y11

Residential

Small Commercial

1.ar e Commercial

Industrial & Minin

L  11. SHL

30.013000

34.76

$130.00

S1,300.00

$15,000.00

$130.00

30.013000

$5.25

$160.00

31,600.00

S16,000.00

s 140.00

30.013000

$4.76

s130.00

$1,300.00

s15,000.00

$130.00

$5.10

3160.00

31,600.00

$16,650.00

$140.00

I

27. The cost recovery by customer class for IEP's proposed 2017 REST plan are shown

in Table No. 7 below. The Plan B portion of Table No. 7 depicts recovery under TEP's approved

2016 RITST Plan. Staffs Proposed 2017 plan is also included in this table. the table below shows the

average REST charge by customer class as well as the percentage of customers at the cap for each

customer class.

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

l

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

76024
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l

2

Table No. 7
REST Plan Cost Recove b Customer Class

2017 Company Proposed PLAN A

3 Customer Class Total Revenue
Average

Bill
Percent of
Revenue

Monthly
Cap

Percent Of
Bins an Percentage to

Total Load
Ca

4

5

6

s5.25

$160.00

$1,600.00

S16000.00

$140.00

70.20%

7.40%

49. 10%

100.00° o

1.12%
7

Rcsidcntiul

Small Commcrcinl

Large Commercial

Industrial & Mining

Lighting (PSI IL)

lixtnl

41 . I 0%

23.50%

13. 10%

27.00%

0.40%

100.00%

40.50% s4.53

31.60% $32.40

16.60% 51260.64

10.50% SI6000.00

0.80% Sl 8.66

100.00%

$>1 154 896
Sl 6524889

$8,689,963

$5,508,066

$414316

S52292l30
I 8

- - -
2017 Company Proposed PLANB

It
!

9

Customer Class Total Revenue
Average

Bill
Percent of
Revenue10

Monthly
Cap

Percent of
Bills at Percentage to

Total Load
Ca

11

12

13

Sm
$130.00

Sl,300.00

S15000.00
St 30.00

73.70%

9.00%

58.50%

100.00%

1.40" 0

40.70% $4.18

31.90% $29.95

15.80% $1,099.38

10.80% St 5000.00

0.90% S1853

100.00%

Rcsidcntinl

Small Cummcrciul

I.nr1§c (Iommcrcial

Industrial & Mining

Lighting (psi ll )

Total

41 . 10%

23.50%

13. 10%

22.00%

0.40%

100.00%

$19520467

S15304,632

$7,579,495

S5,l63,812

S41 1550
5477979,95614 " -

15 2017 Staff Pro oscar Plan

16 Average
Bill

Percent of
RevenueTotal Revenue

Monthly
Cap

Percent of
Bills at Percentage to

Cap Total Load
17

18

19

71.90/0

7.4%

49.1%

100.00%

1.12%

$4.42

$32.40

$1260.64

$16,650.00

S18.66

$5.10
S160.00

$1,600.00

S16650.00

s140.00l20

Customer Class

Rcsidcminl

Small Commercial

lur 'c (Iommcrclal

Industrial & Minim 1

l.i vhtin Y (PSI ll

Total

4 I . 10/0

"3.5%

13.1%

22.0%

0.4%

100.0%

39.7%

31 .80/0

16.7%

11.0%

0.8%

100.0%

s°0 662 724

Sl 6524,889

$8,689,963

s5731,831

$414316

$52023723 " -
21 l

l

22 Compliance Issues

23 28. Having reviewed the Company's compliance report filed with the Commission in April

24 2016, the proposed 2017 REST plan filed in Judy 2016, and other applicable information, Staff

25 concludes dirt TOP has not used any non-utility owned RECs to comply with the Commission's

26 REST rules in 2015. Staff has reviewed TEP's revised Purchased Power and Fuel Adjustment Clause

27 Plan of Administration and finds it to be consistent with the Decision No. 75560 dated May 13, 2016.

28 The Plan of Administration now lists the appropriate Federal Energy Regulatory Commission account

76024Decision No.
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1

2

in which the various energy storage-related costs approved under Decision No. 75560 would be

included. Therefore, Staff recommends that the Commission approve TEP's revised PPFAC Plan of

Administration.3

Staff Recommendations4

29.5

6

7

8

9

10

Staff has recommended that the Commission approve Staff's Proposed 2017 Plan

budget and customer class caps reflecting a REST surcharge of 30.01300 per kph, and related caps of

$5.10 for the residential class, $160.00 for the small general service class, $1,600.00 for the large

general service class, $16,650.00 for the industrial and mining class, and 3140.00 for the lighting class.

This includes total spending of 353,425,322 and a total amount to be recovered dirough the REST

surcharge of $52,019,444

30.11

12

13

In the event TEP is successful in receiving a grant award of matching funding from

the DOE for the Solar Resources for Distribution Optimization program, TOP shall file a copy of its

final report to the DUE on the results of die program in this Docket. TEP shall file a letter in this

14 docket with the results of t h e  DOE gran t process, including what funding was received by TEP, if

15 any.

31.16 Staff has further recommended that the Commission approve TEP's revised PPFAC

Plan of Administration.17

32.18 Staff has further recommended that Tucson Electric Power file the REST-TS1 tariff,

19 consistent with the Decision in this case, within 15 days of the effective date of the Decision.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW20

1.21 TEP is an Arizona public service corporation within the meaning of Artic le XV,

122 Section 2, of the Arizona Constitution.

2.23
l

The Commission has jur isd ic t ion over  TEP and over  the  subject  matter  of the

24 application.

3.25 The Commission, having reviewed the application and Staffs Memorandum dated

26 January 24, 2017, concludes that it is in the public interest to approved 1EP's 2017 REST Plan as

discussed herein.27

28

76024Decision No.
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ORDER1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

1 1

12

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that Tucson Electric Power Company's 2017 REST Plan,

as modified by Staffs budget and customer class caps, reflecting a REST surcharge of $001300 per

kph, and related caps of $5.10 for the residential class, S160.00 for the small general service class,

$1,600.00 for die large general service class, $16,650.00 for die industrial and mining class, and

$140.00 for the lighting class, with total spending of $533425,322 and a total amount to be recovered

through the REST surcharge of $52,019,444, is hereby approved.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that in the event Tucson Electric Power Company is successful

in receiving a grant award of matching funding from the DOE for the Solar Resources for

Distribution Optimization program, Tucson Electric Power Company shall file a copy of its final

report to the DOE on the results of the program in this Docket. Tucson Electric Power Company

shall file a letter in this docket with the results of the DOE grant process, including what funding was

13 received by Tucson Electric Power Company, if any.

I.
I

i
I
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19 1

1
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25

26

27

28
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4

l IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Tucson electric Power Company's revised PPFAC Plan of

2 Administration is hereby approved.

3 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Tucson Electric Power Company shall file the REST-TS1

tariff, consistent with the Decision in this case, within 15 days of the effective date of this Decision.

B THE ORDER OF THE ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION

COMMISSIC AIRMAN FORESE ER DUN

I
/

I¢42, (3-15 I7 -
COMMISSIONER LITTLE

5

6

7

8

9

10

1 l COMMISSIO ER o B l n COMMISSIONER BURNS
I
I
I

I

i the City of
,2017.

IN  WIT NESS WHEREOF,  1,  T ED VOGT ,  Ex ecut ive
Director of the Arizona Corporation Commission, have
hereunto, set my hand and caused the official seal of this
Commission t o  b oxed at ) , i / Ea i t o l ,  in
Phoenix, this ay of 9 4
TED VOG
EXECUTI  E DIRECTOR

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20 DISSENT:

EOA:RBL:red/RRM

21

22 DISSENT:

23

24

25

26

27

28
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l Tucson Electric Power Company
Docket No. E-01933A-16-0235
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Mr. Michael Patten
SNELL & WILMER, 1.I.p
One Arizona Center
400 East Van Buren Street, Suite 1900
Phoenix, Arizona 85004
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6

7
Mr. Court Rich
ROSE LA\V GROUP PC
7144 E. Stetson Drive, Suite 300
Scottsdale, Arizona 85251
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9
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11

Mr. Bradley Carroll
TUCSON ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY
88 E. Broadway Blvd. MS HQE910
P.O Box 711
Tucson, Arizona 85702
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13

14

Mr. Daniel Pozefsky
RUCO
1110 West V(/ashington, Suite 220
Phoenix, Arizona 85007
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17

Mr. Timothy La Sota
Acting General Counsel/Acting Director, Legal Division
Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West \Y/ashington Street
Phoenix, Arizona 8500718
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Mr. Elijah O. Abinah
Acting Director, Utilities Division
Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 \Vcst Washington Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85007
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