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TA NO.

U-80-8

. U-80-B4

00

U-80-85

UTILITY NAME

ANCHORAGE TELEPHONE
UTILITY

COLLEGE UTILITIES CORP.

(SEWER)

COLLEGE UTILITIES CORP.

(WATER)

45
day

*

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING

™

IBTjr "

° eno. 321
ACGENDA  July 10, 1981
(DATE) .
SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ACTION TAKEN
Compliance w/Order
Approval

Staff reccnv.cndation; Approval

Compliance w/Order

Staff recu i."endationj Approval

Compliance w/Order

Staff reccrriGndationi Approval

Staff recointendationi

Staff rcocninuKlationj

Staff rccomcnclatloni
ft Ret Av/t<Il.nMt* T«"I

Unanimously

Approval
Unanimously

Approval
Unanimously



TA No.

28-13

13-44
U-80-89

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING

AGENDA duly 24, 1981
(Date)

UTILITY NAME 45/day SUBJECT MATTEP AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

GOLDEN VALLEY ELECTRIC 8/13 Rate Increases
ASSOCIATION, INC.

Staff recommendation: Grant 13.49% Interim & Suspend Permanent

PELTCAN UTILITY CO. 8713 Rate Increases
(SAND POINT)

Staff "recommendation: Grant 24.3% Interim & Suspend Permanent

MC GRATH LIGHT & POWER Rate Increases

Grant 84.68% Interim above permanent
Staff recommendation: Rates and Suspend Permanent

Staff recommendation:

Staff recommendation:

No. 321

ACTION TAKEN

De.iy Interim and Suspend
Permanent Unanimously

Granted 24.3% Interim &
Suspended Permanent
w/Commission Knowles dis—
senting

Grant Interim & Suspend
Permanent Unanimously



TA VoO.

98-19

23-8

47-3

159-15

*25-97 ,

35-121

45
UTILITY NAME day
MATANUSKA TELEPHONE 8/10

ASSOCIATION, INC.

CIIUGACH ELECTRIC ASSOC., 8/10
INC.

GENERAL TELEPHONE COMPANY 8/5
01" ALASKA

JUNEAU & DOUGLAS TELE-— 8712
PHONE COMPANY

COLLEGE UTILITIES CORP.  8/19
(WATER)

ANCHORAGE MUNICIPAL 8724
LIGHT & POWER

"rnmmmrn

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING

AGENDA July 24" 1981
Tdatu)

SUBJECT MATTER AMD STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS

Dishonored Check Charge and Delinquent Account Charge
Increases

Staff rcccrmention: *

Underground Line Extension Differential

Staf: rccaimendationj Approval

Additionc and Deletions of Terminal Equ;pijienc

Staff reoaipicndntioni Approval

Deletions of Terminal Equipment o«

Staff reccnncndationi Approval

Administrative Cleanup

Staff rcccrnnendaticn: Approval

Gas Cost Rato Adjustment

Staff rocamicrxlationi AnpToval o

M % St =

ACTION TAKEN

Approved w/Weatherly
& Knowles Partially
Di ssenting

Approved w/Ci iditions
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimous ly

4 41-



8-92

176-2

«

178-2

\ 34-10

TA NO. UTILITY NAME

TANANA POWt.R COMPANY

ALASKA POWER & TELEPHONE
(SKAGWAY)

ALASKA POWER & TELEPHONE
(CRAIG)

. AIASKA POWER i TELEPHONE
« (HYDABURG) .

COPPER VALLEY ELECTRIC

ASSOCIATION, INC.
(GLENNALLEN)

» l ¢

COrIHISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING

ACENDA

Natel]

45 "

day SUBJECT MATTER AMD STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS

8/21 Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff reccrmendation; Approval

Staff recaunendationj

8/26 Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff recorriendation: APProval

8/31 Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff reocnntendationi APProVjl

8/31 Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff recanncndation: Approval

# He

8/21  Fyel cost Rate Adjustment and Power Production Assist—

ance
Staff roccmendfltloni Approval

ft Krtt Av.ii 1tlur T«'r

July 24, 1981

NO. 325

ACTION TAKEN

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously



TA KO.

31-17

24_-18

U-80-12

"N81-40

U-80-42.

U-B0-23

UTILITY NAME

KOTZEBUE ELECTRIC
ASSOCIATION, INC.

MATANUSKA ELECTRIC
ASSOCIATION, INC.
(UNALAKLEET)

EAGLE RIVER HEIGHTS
UTILITIES, INC.

ANCHORAGE REFUSE, INC.

ANCHORAGE TELEPHONE
UTILITY

GLACIER STATE TELEPHONE
COMPANY -

45
day

8/26

9/1

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING

AGENDA  July 2 s 1981

Oate]

SUBJECT MATTER AMD STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment and Power Production Assis”
tance

Staff reccrmendation; APnroval

Fjel Cost Rate Adjustment and Power Production Assis—
tance

Staff reccnmendationt Approval

Compliance w/0rder e

Staff reconmendnLioni Approval

Compliance w/Order

Staff reccmnendationi APProv*l

Compliance w/Order

Staff recormendationj Approval
Compliance w/Ortlor

Staff roccnmendationi Approval

'NO. 326

ACTION T7C<zN

Approved
Unanimously

App .oved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimousl/

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

6fis8S?vedsiy

T



TA No.

202-98

149-120

151-120

150-120

203-98

26-37

UTiLiTY NAME

ALASCOM, INC.

ANCHORAGE TELEPHONE
UTILITY

ANCHORAGE TELEPHONE
UTILITY

ANCHORAGE TELEPHONE
UTILITY

ALASCOM, INC.

COLLEGE UTILITIES
CORP. (Sower)

45/dav

8714

8720

8/24

8/14

8/24

8719

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING
Knowles

Hall

AGENDA Auqust 14, 1981

SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Conditions for connection of telephone utility
facilities to Alascom facilities

Staff Recommendation:Approval

New rate development factors

Staff Recommendation:Approval as modified

Multi-line terminal equipment offered on a temporary
basis & customer terminal equipment upgrade without penalty

Appr |
Staff Recommendation: pprova

Addition of concept of individual tariffs for special
equipment; individual tariff rates for TASCOM telephone
answering system

Staff Recommendation:

Communicatively handicapped equipment

Staff Recommendation.”PProva*

Textual revisions

Staff Recommendation:Approval
* Not aval lab In

Weatherly

ACTION TAKEN

APPROVED
UNANIMOUSLY

APPROVED
UNANIMOUSLY

APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY
WITH COMM. KNOWLES
NOT PARTICIPATING

APPROVED
UNANIMOUSLY

HOLD

APPROVED

UNANIMOUSLY



30-17

45-88

37-63

57-45

109-1

KOTZEBUE ELECTRIC
ASSOC., INC.

PELICAN UTILITY CO.

NORTHERN POWER & ENG.

FORT YUKON UTILITIES

NUSHAGAK ELECTRIC
COOP., INC.

ALASKA ELECTRIC LIGHT
t POWER COMPANY

8/3

9/2

9/8

9/8

9/10

8724

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING

AGENDA August 14, 1981

Request for tariff interpretation

Staff Recommendation: See memo

Fuel cost rate adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Fuel cost rate adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Fuel cost rate adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Fuel cost rate adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Fuel cost rate adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval
*Mm  L,AviSs1nhl

No. 328

HOLD

APPROVED
UNANIMOUSLY

APPROVED
UNANIMOUSLY

APPROVED
UNANIMOUSLY

APPROVED
UNANIMOUSLY

APPROVED
UNANIMOUSLY



TA NO.

78-16

U-80-4
U-81-36

U-80-4
U-81-36

U-81-44

U-81-4

U-81-3

N r- 1 1my

UTILITY NAME

KODIAK ELECTRIC
ASSOC., INC.

ANCHORAGE SEWER UTL.

ANCHORAGE SEWER UTL.

ALASKA ELECTRIC
LIGHT & POWER

BURTON CARVER & CO.,
INC.

BURTON CARVER & CO.,
INC.

45/day

9/16

8/28

8728

9/8

9/17

9/17

1pn«

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING

AGENDA August 14,

SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Fuel cost rate adjustment

Staff Recommendation:

Compliance w/0rdering Paragraphs 4 & 8 of Order No.
U-80-4 and Order No.

Staff Recommendation:

Approval

Approval

U-81-36

Compliance w/0rdering Paragraph 7 of Order No. 10

and order No.

Staff Recommendation:

Compliance w/ Order

Staff Recommendation:

Compliance w/O0rder

Staff Recommendation:

Compliance w/0rdor

Staff Recommendation:

in U-81-36

Approval

Approval

Approval

Approval

in part & Rejection

10 1in

in U-80-4

in part

ACTION TAKEN

APPROVED
UNANIMOUSLY

APPROVED
UNANIMOUSLY

HOLD

APPROVED
UNANIMOUSLY

APPROVED
UNANIMOUSLY

APPROVED
UNANIMOUSLY



COMMISSIC I TARIFF ACTION MEETING No. 330

AGENDA August 14, 1981



TA No.

U-80-4
U-81-36

30-17

U-79-65

UTILITY NAME

ANCHORAGE SEWER
UTILITY

ALASCOM, INC.

KOTZEBUE ELECTRIC
ASSOCIATION, INC.

KOMER ELECTRIC
ASSOCIATION, INC

CENTRAL ALASKA
UTILITIES

45/day

8/28

8/24

8/3

N/A

N/A

AGENDA August 21,

1981

LIVHUIU MISSeill. —

SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Compliance w/0Ordering Paragraph 7 of Order No. 10
n Docket U-80-4 and Order No.

Staff Recommendation:

1 in Docket U-81-36

Approval in Part & Rejection

Communicatively Handicapped Equipment

Staff Recommendation:

Request for tariff

Staff Recommendation:

Combined Billing

Staff Recommendation:

Approval

See memo

interpretation

Southwood Park Subdivision Doviation from Tariff

Staff Recommendation:

Staff Recommendations

Approval

Guess
Weatherly
Knowles
Hall

in Tart

Reaffirm earlier decision to disallow

No. 1T

ACTION TAKEN

Concur

interim refundable
approval; Suspend; require
info re: rate development;
open generic docket

Grant

Concur with Staff;
recommend clarifying
language

Concur with Staff

Concur with Staff



TA llve.
204-98

U-fal-51

2C-169

36- 121

110-1

15-24

179-2

UTI1 ITY NAME
ALASCOM, INC.

MATANUSKA TELEPHONE
ASSOC., INC.

ALASKA VILLAGE

ELECTRIC COOP., INC.

ANCHORAGE MUNICIPAL
LIGHT & POWER

ALASKA ELECTRIC
LIGHT & POWER

PELICAN UTILITY CO.
(Pelican)

ALASKA POWER
TELEPHONE (Skngway)

Dfdepy

8/28

N /A

9/25

9/24

10/5

9/23

9/24

AGENDA _Augi|st_2JJ_1"8JL

SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFr RECOMMENDATION

Hall

Private Direct Toll Access Line Service

Staff Recommendation:

Interim Approval of Connection,

Staff Recommendation:

Service area amer.dment

Staff Recommendation:

Approval

Gas Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: /®proval

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Fuel Cost Rate /JJustment

Staff Recommcndat ®n: Approval

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation:
* Nof nwnil.ililrt

Approval

Suspension

Move & Trip Charges

Interim Approval

( ACTION TAKEN

Approved w/stipulation

deleting Togiak & Eagle
tJnanimrnsly

HOLD

Approved w/Commissioner
Hall Dissenting

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unani mously

Approved
Unanimously



TA No.

180-2

23-32

ID-22

98-19

UTILITY NAME

ALASKA POWER &
TELEPHONE

YAKUTAT POWER, INC.

HOMER ELECTRIC
ASSOC., INC.

NAKNEK ELECTRIC
ASSOC., INC.

MATANUSKA TELEPHONE
ASSOC., INC.

45/day

9/24

9/28

10/6

9/17

9/30

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING

AGENDA Au9ust 28, 1981

SUBJECT MATTER AND PmAFF RECOMMENDATION

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendations Approval

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Wholesal. Power Cost Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: *

Power Production Assistance

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Compliance with By Direction Letter

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Staff Recommendation:
"Pnidi uniiio

No. 333

ACTION TAKEN

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously



TA No.

25-97

& 3

U-81-42

U-80-24

UTILITY NAME

COLLEGE UTILITIES
CORP. (Water)

HOMER ELECTRIC
ASSOC. ,INC.

NORTHWAY POWER
b LIGHT

TELEPHONE UTILITIES
OF ALASKA, INC.
(Fort Wuir.wright)

45/daV
r

9/30

7/5

9/16

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTTON MEETINN

AGENDA  August 28, 1981

SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Compliance w/By Direction Letter

Siaff Recommendation: Approval

Rule.” and Regulations

Staff Recommendation: will be available 8/27

Compliance w/order

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Adop*ioi Notice

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Staff Recommendationr

Staff Recommendation:
e Not availabln

.- 334

ACTION TAKEN

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously



TA No.

4-251

"N
161-15

160-15

205-98

19-230

111-1

UTILITY NAME

TELEPHONE UTILITIES
OF ALASKA. INC.

JUNEAU & DOUGLAS
TELEPHONE COMPANY

JUNEAU & DOUGLAS
TELEPHONE COMPANY

ALASCOM, INC.

PELICAN UTILITY CO.
- Sand Point

ALASKA ELECTRIC
LIGHT £ POWER

45/day

9/16

9/14

9/14

9/16

10/2

10/19

Commissioners:
COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING

AGENDA September 11, 1981

SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Custom Calling Rates

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Unbundled Tariff

Stiff Recommendation: Suspension

Touch Calling in the Sterling Exchange

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Electronic Blackboard Rates

Su«ff Recommendation: Suspension with Interim Approval

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Fuol Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval
avallablo

GTTeSS
Weatherl™*

Knowles
Hall

No-

135.

ACTION TAKEN

Concurred

Concurred

Concurred

Concurred

Concurred

Concurred

with

with

with

with

with

with

Staff

Staff

Staff

Staff

Staff

Staff



TA No. UTILITY NAME
150-120 ANCHORAGE TELEPHONE
UTILITY
U-B0-89 MC GRATH LIGHT &

POWER COMPAIlY

NAPAKIAK CORPORATION

45/day

8/14

10/5

AGENDA September 11, 1981

SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Compliance w/Letter Order

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Compliance w/0Order

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Request for Reconsideration of Power Production Assistance

Staff Recommendation:

Staff Recommendation:

Staff Recommendation:

Staff Recommendation:
NoYF avaT tall Vo

ACTION TAKEN

Concurred with Staff

Concurred with Staff

Support Staff

Deny Napakiak®™s request
for reconsideration &
will pursue discussion
witn the AG"s office.



TA No.

152-49

X-218

153-49

102-15

152-120

153-120

155-120

UTILITY NAME

GLACIER STATE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

EAGLE RIVER REFUSE, TNC.

GLACIER STATE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

JUNEAU 6 DOUGLAS TELE-—
PHONE COMPANY

ANCHORAGE TELEPHONE
UTILITY

ANCHORAGE TELEPHONE
UTILITY

ANCHORAGE TELEPHONE
UTILITY

45/day

9/30

9/25

10/16

10/5

10/ i

1079

Commissioners:

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING

AGENDA

September 25, 1981

SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATTQM_

Unbundled Tariff

Staff Recommendation:

Interim & Permanent Pate

Staff Recommendation:

New Billing Form

Staff Recommendation:

Signaling Equipment

Staff Recommendation:

Cutoff/Transfer Key

Staff Recommendation.

Suspension

Increases

Approval

Approval

Approval

Call Detail Recording Equipment

Staff Recommendation:

Approval

Guess
Weatherly
Knowles
Hall

NO. 337

ACTION TAKEN

Suspended
Unanimously

Interim Approved 5
Permanent Suspended
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously



TA No.

156-120

.7-121

102-2

181-2

U-81-54

0-80-89

UTILITY NAME

ANCHORAGE TELEPHONE
UTILITY

ANCHORAGE MUNICIPAL
LIGHT & POWER

ALASKA POWER & TELEPHONE
(Hydaburg)

ALASKA POWER & TELEPHONE
(Skagway)

PELICAN UTILITY COMPANY

MCGRATH LIGHT £ POWER

1079

10/26

10/28

10/2tt

10/14

11/5

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING

AGENDA September 25, 1981

Deletion of IK Memory Card LA34 &
Addition of 4K Memory Card LA34

Staff Recommendation:

Gas Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation:

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation:

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation:

Compliat.ee w/0rder

Staff Recommendation:

Coital lance w/0rdor

Staff Recommendation:

Approval

Approval

Approval

Approval

Approval

ACTION TAKEN

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unan tmouoly



COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEET ™NG No. 339

AGENDA September 25. 19 i

TA NO. UTILITY NAME 45/day SUBJFCT MATTER AND_STAFF RECOMMENDATION ACTION TAKEN
Approved
U-81-48 COLDEN VALLEY ELECTRIC 10/19 Compliance w/Oraer Unanimously

ASSOCIATION, INC.

Staff Recommendations Approval
Approved
TA2C4-98 ALASCOM, INC. 10/30 Compliance w/Letter Order “tttanimously
Staff Recommendation: Approval
U-80-25 CENTRAL ALASKA N/A Compliance w/Order Approved

Unanimously

UTILITIES, INcC.

Staff Recommendation: Approvjl

Staff Recommendation:

Staff Recommendation:

Staff Recommondation:
* Tlrij ‘o e{ 1LiTTIp



*JBHTOTt

- = r-TT-i m
COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION

AGENDA _October 9, 198]
TA No. UTILITY NAME 45/dav SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION
38-53 YAKUTAT POWER, INC. 10/14 Interim and Permanent Rate Increases
Staff Recommendation: Grant Interim & Suspend Permanent
2-122 ANCHORAGE WATER 10/16 interim and Permanent Rate Increases
UTILITY
K Staff Recommendation: Grant Interim & Suspend Permanent
Amendment to Sewer Service Agreement w/ State of Alaska,
24-126 ANCHORAGE SEWER 11/2 Department of Transportation and Public Facilities
UTILITY
Staff Recommendation: Approval
25-18 MATANUSKA ELECTRIC 11711 Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment and Power Production Assistance
. ASSOCIATION, INC.
(Unalnkleet)
Staff Recommendation: Approval
32-17 KOTZEBUE ELECTRIC 11711 Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment and Power Production Assistance
ASSOCIATION, INC.
Staff Recommendation:
6D-160

Approval of a Different Surcharge
CORDOVA ELECTRIC

11711
COOPERATIVE, INC.

Powor Production Assistance

Staff Recommendation:

Approval
* Not ovaTTa"bra

Weatherly
Knowles

Sngﬁdbn

ACTION TAKEN

Interim Granted & Perma—
nent Suspended w/Comm. Hall

dissenting re: rate of
return

Interim Granted & Perma—
nent Suspended Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Appioved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously



N

TA No.

2D-22

J-81-14

UTILITY NAME

NAKNEK ELECTRIC

ASSOCIATION, INC.

(NaKnek)

HOMER ELECTRIC

ASSOCIATION, INC.

45/day

11718

9/3

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING

AGENDA October 9, 1981

SUBJECT MATTER mND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Power Production Assistance

Staff

Recommendation: Appro/al

Compliance w/order

Staff

Staff

Staff

Staff

Staff
* Not

Recommendation: Approval

Recommendation:

Recommendation:

Recommendation:

Recommendation:
nvn ilnb TTT

No. 341

ACTION TAKEN
Approved

Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously



TA No.

28-169

NQ -

53-14

99-19

100-19

lissioners: Guess

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING Weatherly
Knowles
AGENDA October 23, 1981
UTILITY NAME 45/day _SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION
ALASKA VILLAGE ELEC— 17/27 Power Cost Assistance
TRIC COOPERATIVE,
INC.
Staff Recommendatior : Approval of PCA lower than requested
GENERAL TELEPHONE 11/13 Revised Rules Governing Establishment and
COMPANY OF ALASKA Furnishing of Service

Staff Recommendation: Approval in part/Suspension in part

HAINES LIGHT b POWER 10/23 Contract between HLS.P and Small Power Producer

Staff Recommendation “Approval

Staff Recommendation:

MATANUSKA TELEPHONE 11/5 Individual Tariff for Radio Communications, Inc.
ASSOCIATION, INC.

Staff Recommendation: Approval

MATANUSKA TELEPHONE 1/30 New Billing Farm
ASSOCIATION, INC.

Staff Rocommei dation: Approval

ACTION TAKEN

Approved
Unanimously

Suspended
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

HOLD

HOLD



TA No.

38-121

.6-96

112-1

134-2

I*

27-169

U-79-4

UTILITY NAME
ANCHORAGE MUNICIPAL

LIGHT & POWER

DETTLES LIGHT & POWER

ALASKA ELECTRIC
LIGHT & POWER

ALASKA POWER L TELE—
PHONE (Skagway)

ALASKA VILLAGE ELEC—
TRIC COOPERATIVE,
INC.

NORFOLK UTILITIES,
INC.

E > H A
COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING

AGENDA October 23, 1981

45/day SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

11/25 Gas Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval

11/20 Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval

11/27 Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval

11727 Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment
11/27

Staff Recommendation: Approval

10/23 Compliance w/order

Staff Rocommendation: Approval
" Not ava llable

ACTION TAKEN

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimou .ly

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously



COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING

AGENDA  October 23, 1981

U-80-4 \NCHORAGE SEWER 11/18 Compliance w/order Approved
U-81-36 UTILITY Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: Approval
. Approved
U-81-42 NORTHWAY POWER & 11/27 Compliance w/order Unanimously
LIGHT
Staff Recommendation: Approval
U-81-15 GLACIER STATE TELE— 11/6 Compliance w/order A q
PHONE COMPANY pprove
Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: Approval
U-81-27 GLACIER STATE TELE—  11/6 Compliance w/order Approved |
PHONE COMPANY Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: Approval
. Approved
U-73- m MATANUSKA TELEPHONE 11716 Compliance w/order i
ASSOCIATION, INC. Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: Approval
U-80-26 YAKUTAT POWER, INC. 11/30 Compliance w/order
Approved
Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: Approval

* HAC " .ttt 1,1~



TA NO.

14-240

-*8-3

8-11

80-16

2f-32

100-19

UTILITY NAME

Tlingit-Uaida Regional
Electric Cooperative,
Inc.

General Telephone
Company of Alaska

Copper Valley Telephone
Cooperative, Inc.

Kodiak Electric
Association, Inc.
(Port Lions)

Itomer Electric
Association, Inc.

Matanuska Telephone
Association, Inc.

Commissioners: Weatherly

JOMKTSFION TARIFF ACTION MEETING

AGENDA November 13, 1981

Power Cost Assistance

12/8
Staff Recommendation: Approval

11716 Non-Recurring Charge Increase

HallleS
Snowden

Stai.5 Rec* .emendation: Approval of a lower increase than recruest

11/13 Unbundled Tariff

Staff Recommendation: Suspend

Interim 6 Permanent Rate Increase

11/ 13
Staff Recommendsllont _ _ Permanent,
.interim

Special Contract with City of Seldovia
11719

St ,ff Recommendation: Approval

Now Billing Form
11/23
Staff Recommendation: APProval
i 41

Approve Acrose-the-Boarc

oo il

ACTION TAKEN

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

sd

Suspended
Unanimously

Suspended Permanent
and Granted Interim
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously



185-2

\)8-63

15-240

16-24

20-230

21-2J0

Alaska Power &
Telephone (Tok)

Fort Yukon Utilities

Tlingit-Haida Regional
Electric Cooperative,
Inc.

Pelican
Company

Utility
(Pelican)

Pelican
Company

Utility
(Sand Point)

Pelican Utility
Company(Sand Point)

1277

1277

12721

11/30

11/30

12/3

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTIC

AGENDA November 13, 1981

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval
Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval
Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval
Fuel Cost Rate Adjustmenc

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Approve reduced surcharge;
ro

Staff Recommendation: tund.

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Approve reduced surcharqo;

Staff Recommendation:
* "Wot .twnl lahIn

require

require rofund

No. 346

ACTION TAKEN

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimous! e

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Suspended Permanent

and Approved Interim

Unanimously
Suspended * rrnanent

and Approved Interim

Unanimously



TA No.

U-81-12

-81-54

U-80-100

53-14

U-79-41

UTILITY NAME 45/day

Pelican Utility
Company (Sand Point) 11/16

Pelican Utility
Company (Sand Point) 12/3

Anchorage Municipal
Light & Power 11/6

Haines Light & Powt r 12/16

Matanuska Telephone
Association, Inc. 10/5

Kodiak Sanitation, Inc. 12/3

AGENDA November 13.

SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

New Tariff

) Incorporate Ni » Tariff
Staff Recommendation; Approve Adoption Notice

Compliance with Order

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Compliance with Order
Staff Recommendation: Approval

Compliance with Letter Order

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Compliance With Order
Staff Recommendation: Approval

Adoption Notice

Staff Recommendation: Approval

% RTF -vri (L.ih To

into U-81-12;

ACTION TAKEN

Approved Adoption
Notice Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

HOLD

Approved
Unanimously



TA NO.

U-81-75

N-81-52

TA 28-169

UTILITY NAME

Eagle River Refuse,
Inc.

Chugach Electric
Association, Inc.

Alaska Village
Electric Cooperative,
Inc.

45/dav

12/16

12721

12/23

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING T VV

AGENDA

November i3,

1981

SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Compliance with Order

Staff Recommendation:

Approval

Compliance with Order

Staff Recommendation:

Approva ~

Compliance with Letter Order

Staff Recommendation:

Staff Recommendation:

Staff Recommendation:

Staff Recommendation:

* Nof avnilnfiTo

Approval

ACTION TAKEN

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously



TA NO.

3-274

39-121

20-230

21-230

23-230

113-1

UTILITY NAME

M S D ENTERPRISES

ANCHORAGE MUNICIPAL
LIGHT & POWER

PELICAN UTILITY
CO. (Sand Point)

PELICAN UTILITY
CO0. (Sand Point)

ALASKA ELECTRIC
LIGHT i POWER

45/day

1/4

12/28

11/30

12/3

12/28

12/23

AGENDA  November 23. 1981

SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Power Cost Assistance
(Inclusion of this itam on the agenda is on a tentative
. basis)
Staff Recommendation: *
Gas Cost Rate Adjustment
Staff Recommendation: Approval
Fuel Cost Rate Adjustments at Sand Point
Further reduce surcharges, grant interim
Staff Recommendation: approval to surcharges; direct refund
Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment at Sand Point
Reduce Surcharge* grant interim approval
Staff Recommendation: to reduce surchurge; direct refund.

Staff Recommendation:

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval
. tif,111h1r

ACTION TAKEN

NOT AVAILABLE

Approved
Unanimously

Staff recommendations

Approved Unanimously

Staff recommendations

Approved Unanimously

Approved

Unanimously



COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING No. 350

AGENDA November 23, 1981

TA No. UTILITY NAME 45/day SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION ACTION TAKEN
187-2 ALASKA POWER & 12/28  Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment ﬁﬁg;?¥335|
TELEPHONE (Tok) y
Staff Recommendation: _Approval .
183-2 ALASKA POWER & 12/28 Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment Approved
TELEPHONE (Skagway) Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: Approval
2-274 M & D ENTERPRISES 12/28  Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment Approved
Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: Approval
30-22 NAKNEK ELECTRIC 12/30  Power Production Assistance Approved
ASSOC.. INC. Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: APPLPVal -
i Approved
U-78-10 ARCTIC SLOPE TELE-— 10/9 Compliance v;/0rder Unanimously
PHONE ASSOC. COOP.
Staff Recommendation: Approval
) Approved
iU-81-57 UNITED UTILITIES,INC. 12.28 Compliance w/O0rder Unanimously

Staff Recommendation: Approval



EMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING WeatherJ

Knowles
AGENDA December 18, 1981

UTILITY NAME ACTION TAKEN

Staff Recommendation:

1/x3
Staff Recommendation:
33-17 KOTZEBUE ELECTRIC 1/13 Power Cost Assistance Approved

ASSOC., INC. Unanimously

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Correction

18-96 BETTLES LIGHT & POWER 12/21 Power Cost Assistance Approved
Unanimously

Staff Recommendation: Correction of Previously approved PCA

58-45 NUSHAGAK ELECTRIC 1/15 Power Cost Assistance

COOP., INC. Approved
Unanimously

Staff Recommendation: Approval

145-43 BEESE# UT:héTIES 1/18 Power Cost Assistance Approved

\ i i Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: Approval as Adjusted



TA No.

54-14

7D-160

h-ic

UTILITY NAME

TAKOTNA VILLAGE
COMMUNITY ASSOC.

CITY OF RUDY

HAINES LIGHT & POWER

NAPAKITAK CORPORATION

CORDOVA ELECTRIC
COOP., INC.

COPPER VALLEY
ELECTRIC ASSOC.INC

45/day

12/31

174

1/8

1/10

1/10

1/13

AGENDA December 18, 1981

SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Power Cost Assistance

Staff Recommendation: Rejection

Power Cost Assistance

Approval as

Staff Recommendation: Subject

Power Cost Assistance

Staff Recommendation: Approval as

Power Cost Assistance

Approval as

Staff Recommendation: Subject

Power Cost Assistance

Approval

Staf,. Recommendation:

Power Cost Assistance

Staff Rocommendation:
«r .i 1-IKln

Approval as

on an
Subject to audit.

adjusted on
to audit

interim basis,

adjusted

adjusted on
to audit.

interim basis,

interim basis,

adjusted

ACTION TAKEN

HELD

Approved Amount
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved Amount
Unanimously

Approved Amount
Unanimously

Approved

Unanimously



17-44

~ D-72

3D-150

26-18

81-16

MCGRATH LIGHT & POWER

MANLEY UTILITY CO.

HUGHES POWER &
ELECTRIC

NOME JJiINT UTILITIES
SYSTEM

MATANUSKA ELECTRIC
ASSOC., INC.
(Unalakleet)

KODIAK ELECTRIC

ASSOC., INC.
(Kodiak

1/13

1/15

1/18

1/13

1/14

1/15

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MISTING No. 353

AGENDA December 18. 1981

Power Cost Assistance HELD

Approval as adjusted on an interim basis,

Staff Recommendation: Subject to Commission asseptance of the stipulation.

Power Cost Assistance Approved Amount

Unanimously

Approval as adjusted on an interim basis,

Staff Recommendation: Subject to audit.

Power Cost Assistance Letter explaining re—
quirements approved

unanimously

Staff Recommendation: Rejection

Power Cost Assistance Approved Amount

Unanimously

Staff Recommendation: Approval as adjusted

Approved

Power Cost Assistance -
Unanimously

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Approved

Power Cost Assistance Unanimously

Staff Recommendation: Approval



AGENDA December 18, 1981

ACTION TAKEN

82-16 KODIAK ELECTRIC 1/15 Power Cost Assistance Approved
ASSOC., INC. Unanimously

(Port Lions) Approval as adjusted on an interim basis,

Staff Recommendation: Subject to audit.

Staff Recommendation:

1-27U ALASCOM, INC. 1/27 Rule for taxes 1imposed on utility for direct

(St.Paul) charge to subscribers Approved
Unanimously

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Interim Approval

163-15 JUNEAU & DOUGLA." 12/18 Pates for the SL-1 for the State of Alaska and Suspension
v TELEPHONE COMPANY Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: Interim approval anu suspension
137-120 ANCHORAGE TELEPHONE 12/21 Rates for Infotron Statistical Multiplex Equipment Approved
UTILITY Unanimously

Staff Recommendation: Approval

ALASKA POWER & 1/4 Delinquent Account Carrying Charge Approved
TELEPHONE Unanimously

Staff Recommendation: Approval
* Not nvnrnniro



nomre >R T" - o

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING ' No. 355
AGENDA December 18, 1981
TA No. UTILITY NAME 45/day SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION ACTION TAKEN
13-31 NATIONAL UTILITIES, 1/4 Delinquent Account Carrying Charge Approved
INC. Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: Approval
>*121 ANCHORAGE MUNICIPAL 1/25 Gas Cost Rate Adjustment Ap, rovrd
LIGHT & POWER Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: Approval
16-4* MCGRATH LIGHT & 12/21 Fuel Cost Raue Adjustment
POWER Approved

Unanimously

Staff Recommendation: Approval

11-5 AN1AK LIGHT & POWER 1/4 Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment
Approved
Unanimously

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Staff Recommendation:

a RETTLES LIGHT & POWER 1/20 Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment Approved
Unanimously

Staff Recommendation: App-oval



TA No."

17-24

-10

46-4 3

-30-79

U-79-41

U-J79-79

UTILITY NAME

PELICAN UTILITY CO.
(Pelican)

COPPER VALLEY ELEC—
TRIC ASSOC., INC.
(Valdez)

BETHEL UTILITIES
CORP., INC.

ILIAMNA-NEWHALEN

ELECTRIC COOP.,INC.

MATANUSKA TELEPHONE
ASSOC., INC.

BETHEL UTILITIES
CORP., INC.

45/day

1/20

1/21

1/25

10/4

12730

COMMISSION TArtlFF ACTION MEETING

AGENDA December 18, 1981

SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment & Power Production Assistance

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval

New Tariff

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Compliance w/order

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Compliance w/order

Staff Rccommondation: Approval
T Not available

No.

ACTION TAKEN

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

HELD

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously



TA No.

U-B1-78

TA99-19

TA24-126

UTILITY NAME

ANCHORAGE WATER
UTILITY

MATANUSKA TELEPHONE
ASSOC., INC.

ANCHORAGE SEWER
UTILITY

45/dav

1/8

1/17

1/10

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING

AGENDA December 13, 19R1

SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Compliance w/order

Staff Recommendations Approval

Compliance w/order

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Compliance w/order

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Staff Recommendation:

Staff Recommendation:

Staff Recommendation:
« HoT““ eliable

No. 35-

ACTION TAKEN

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

HELD



TA No.

206-98

4P-22

39-63

40-63

UTILITY NAME

ALASCOM, INC.

NAPASKITAK

TAKOTNA VILLAGE
COMMUNITY ASSOC.

NAKNEK ELECTRIC

ASSOCIATION, INC.

FORT YUKON UTILITIES

FORT YUKON UTILITIES

45/day

12/24

12/31

1/10

1/11

1/13

AGENDA December 24, 1981

SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

New Rate Development Factors

Staff Recommendation: Suspension

Snowden

ACTION TAKEN

HELD

Power Cost Assistance Approved on an Interim
Basis
Approval on an interim basis Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: pending audit
Power Cost Assistance Approved on an Interim
Basis
Approval on an interim basis Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: pending audit
Approved on an Interim
Power Cost Assistance Basis
Unanimously
Approval as adjusted on an interim
Staff Recommendation: basis, pending audit
Interim and Permanent Rate Increase * Approved Interim s
Suspended Permanent
Unanimously
Grant Interim €
Staff Recommendation: Suspend Peririnent
Approved on an Interim
Power Cost Assistance Basis
Approval as adjusted on interim Unan imously
Staff Recommendation: basis, pending audit

e Mof .ivnl liihlo



TA No.

30-4

11-80-75

U-81-32

U-81-87

»

UTILITY NAME

ALASKA GAS & SERVICE

INTERIOR TELEPHONE
COMPANY

MATANUSKA ELECTRIC
ASSOCIATION, INC

KODIAK ELECTRIC

ASSOCIATION, INC.

45/dav

12/28

1/27

1/25

1/27

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING

AGENDA December 24, 1981

SUBJECT wmL AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Intel im Rate Increase

Staff Recommendation: Grant Interim

Compliance w/order

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Compliance w/order

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Compliance w/order

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Staff Recommendation:

Staff Reconnnendation:

Snowden

ACTION TAKEN

Approved Interim

w/Comm._Weatherly Dis-
senfcjnn

Approved

Unanimously

Approved

Unanimously

Approved

Unanimously



39-33

(] (S——

<41

i1.7-13

N-230

23-230

11i9-2

YAKUTAT POWER, INC. 2/3

VALLEY W."_.TER COMPANY 1/20

MATANUSKA ELECTRIC 2/1
ASSOCIATION, INC.

PELICAN UTILITY wai
COMPANY (Sand Point) Ved
PELICAN UTILITY 2/3

COMPANY (Sand Point)

ALASKA POWEi "4 TELE—  1/27
PHONE (Skaqgvay)

Weatherly
Knowles
Hall
Snowden

OMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING

AGENDA January 8, 1981

Power Cost Assistance

Staff Recommendation: Approval of a Reduced PCA

Interim and Permanent Rate Increase

Staff Recommendation: Grant Interim & Suspend Permanent

Wholesale Power Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustm nt

Staff Recommendation: Approval on an Interim Basis

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval on an Interim Basis

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Approved
Unanimously

Approved Interim and
Suspended Permanent
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously



TA No.

190-2

*91-2

192-2

N14-1

3-227

U-uo0-24

UTILITY NAME

ALASKA POWER &
TELEPHONE (Tok)

ALASKA POWER &
TELEPHONE (Craig)

ALASKA POWER 6
TELEPHONE (Hydaburg)

ALASKA ELECTRIC LIGHT
£ POWER

ARCTIC UTILITIES,INC.

TELEPHONE UTILITIES
OF ALASKA, INC.
(Ft. Wainwright)

45/dav

1/27

1/27

1/27

2/3

2/1

1/29

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING

AGENDA  January 8, 1981

SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment
Staff Recommendation: Approval
Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment
Staff Recommendation: Approval
Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment
Staff Recommendation: Approval
Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment
Staff Recommendation: Approval
Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment
Staff Recommendation: Approval

Compliance w/order
Staff Roconu.**»ndation: Approval

4 M . = "JiTl .

No* 361

ACTION TAKEN

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously



TA No.

24-126

Hd-1

U-dI1-99

UTILITY NAME 45/day

ANCHORAGE SEWER 1/10
UTILITY

GENERAL TELEPHONE 1/25

COMPANY OF ALASKA

OLTTLES LIGHT t POWER 2/3

AGENDA  January 8, 1981

UBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

ASU letters (response to letter order)
Note: this item held over from 12/18/01 TA meeting

Staff Recommendation: Clarifying

Compliance w/lettcr order

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Compliance w/order

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Staff Recommendation:

Staff Recommendation:

Staff Recommendation:
e BAi nn Il.ihIn

re military accounts

letter order be

ACTION TAKEN

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously



TA No.

10-92

ID-106

4D-22

31-4

9-92

18-44

UTILITY NAME

Tanana Power Co.

City of Unalaska

Naknek Electric

AsLociation, Inc.
(Naknek)

Alaska Gas and
Service

Tanana Power Company

McGrath Light &
Powor

45/dav

2/19

2/8

1/10

2/16

1/29

2/19

IaxXx

AGENDA January 25, 1982 Snowden

SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Power Cost Assistance

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Power Cost Assistance

Staff Recommendation: Approval of higher PCA thr.n recruested

Power Cost Assistance

Staff Recommendation: correction of PCA amount

Purchased Ga~ Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Rules and Regulations Changes: Billing and Collection,
Line Extensions, Service Connections.

Staff Recommendation: Approval in part and interim approval

Billing Form Changes

Staff Recommendation: Approval

in part

ACTION TAKEN__

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Correct ion
Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Suspended and Allowed

to go into effect on an

Interim Basis

w/ Comm.Weatherly Uis-
scnting

HELD



TA No.

-121

81-101

81-81

45-43

81-14

UTILITY NAME

Anchorage Municipal
Light & Power

Alaska Electric
Light & Power

Alaska Gas & Service

Yakutat Power, Inc.

Bethel Utilities
Corporation, Inc.

Homer Electric
Association, Inc.

45/day

2/25

3/1

2/29

2/26

2[22

2/17

AGENDA  January 25, 1982

SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Gas Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation:

Aoproval

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation:

Compliance w/order

Staff Recommendation*

Compliance w/order

Staff Recommendation:

Approval

Aporoval

Approval

Compliance w/letter order

Staff Recommendation:

Compliance w/order

Staff Recommendation:
* Not available

Aporoval

Approval

ACTION TAKETr

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unan imously

Approved
Unanimous Ly



54-14

Haines Light & Power

3/1

AGENDA January 25,

Compliance w/letter order

Staff

Staff

Staff

Staff

Staff

Staff

Recommendation:

Recommendation

Recommendation:

Recommendation:

Recommendation:

Recommendation:

Approval

1982

No. 365

Approved
Unan imous ly



Commi ssioners: luoT s

366
USSIwN TARIFF ACTION MEETING Weatherly No.
Knowles
Hall
AGENDA  February 11, 1982 Snowden
TA No. UTILITY NAME 45/day SUBJECT MATTER AND S"-AFF RECOMMENDATION ACTION TAKEN
46-88 NORTHERN POWER 5 3/1 Power Cost Assistance Approved
ENGINEERING CORP.
i Unanimous ly
Staff Recommendation: Approval
. - . . Approved
208-98 ALASCOM, INC. 3/22 Deletion of Eagle Village from list of locations | Unanimously
where Private Direct Toll Access Line Service 1is provided
Staff Recommendation: Approval
24-ft CHIbGACH ELECTRIC 2/16 Underground Line Extension Differential
ASSOCIATION, INC. Approved
Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: Approval
117 1 ALASKA ELECTRIC 3/15 Deletion of 31 Franchise Tax for customers in the Approved
LIGHT 6 POWER CO. City of Juneau Unanimous!y
Staff Recommendation: Approval
116- 1 ALASKA ELECTRIC 3/17 Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment Approved
LIGHT 6 POWER CO. Unanimously
Staff Recommondatio... Approval
193-2 ALASKA POWER ( TELE— 374 Fuel Cost Rato Adjustment Approved
PHONE (Skagwuy) Ununimously
st .iff Rioo- tndatiopt Approval

H Jlihlo



TA No.

194-2

*13-24

U-81-18

u-82-3

U-hI-h9

UTILITY NAME

ALASKA POWER 5 TELE—
PHONE (Tok)

PELICAN UTILITY CO.
(Pel lean)

TANANA POWER CO.

FORT YUKON UTILITIES

PELICAN UTILITY CO.
(Sand Point)

45/d ty

3/8

3719

2/19

2/26

3717

COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION ME

AGENDA February 11, 1982

SUBJECT MATTER AND STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Pucl Cost Rate Adjustment

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment

Approval of a Reduced Surcharge: Refund on
Staff Recommendation: next properly calculated surcharge

Compliance w/Order

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Compliance w/Order

Sta*f Recommendation: Approval

Compliance w/0rdcr

Staff Recommendation: Approval

Staff Recommendation:
T~Not avail able

ACTION TAKT
Approved

Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimous 1y

Approved
Unanimously

Approved
Unanimously



COMMISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING Weatherly

Knowles
Hall
AGENDA February 26, 1982 Snov/den
27-230 Pelican Utility Company
(Sand Point) 3719 Power Cost Assistance Approval
Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: Approved of higher PCA than requested.
154-49 Glacier State Telephone HELD
Company 3/3 Interim Rate Increase
Staff Recommendation: Grant Interinm
&
Staff Recommendation:
Interim Approval &
207-98 Alascom, Inc. 3/8 Transportable Earth Stations

Suspension Unanimously

Staff Recommendation: Suspension if TA206-98 Is suspended; otherwise, app roval

81-19 Matanuska Telephone Rates for Remote Display Unit for Colden Valley Electric Association, Inc., Apprpval
Association, Inc. Waived Hcaly Power Plant Mitel SX-20 Unanimously

Staff Recommendation: Approval

12-121 Anchorage Municipal Light Approval and open

& Power 3/26  Gas Cost ...te Adjustment Docket Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: Approvaldocket to investigate methodology
* Not .TV/iilnHfr



IIIII'T P
COMM ISSION TARIFF ACTION MEETING No. J69.

AGENDA February 26, 1782

TA No. UTILITY NAME 45/day bUtJJEUT MATTEK AMU tTAtt KELUMMENUA 1 1UN___
47-63 Bethel Utilities
Corporation, Inc. 3/24 Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment and Power Cost Assistance Adjustment Approval

Unanimously

Staff Recommendation: Approval

40-53 Yakutat Power, Inc. 4/1  Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment and Power Cost Assistance Adjustment Approval
Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: Approval
26-230 Pelican Utility Company Approval
(Sand Point) 3/8  Fuel Cost Rate Adjustment Unanimous?y
Staff Recommendation: Suspension 6 Ir_terim Approval
U-82-2 Valley Water Company 3/24 Compliance with Order Approval
Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: Approval
U-81-54 Pelican Utility Conpany Ap[)rqval
(Sand Point) 3/26 Compllan:e with Order Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: Approval
U-1t-29 Anchorage Telephone Utility N/A Supplemental Filing

Approval

Unanimously
Staff Recommendation: <PProvnl
e »InF .ivli1llnFTe



ALASKA ITCLIC UTILITIES v. CKtGACH ELLC. ASS'N Alaska G37

C (»as,AlnVa.3MM{«»T

ALASKA EI IfLIC UTILITIES COMMIS-
SION and the Municipality of Anchor-
age, d/b/a Municipal Light and Power
Department, Appellants,

V.

CHIGACH ELECTRIC ASSOCIATION.
INC.. Appellee.

CHIGACH ELECTRIC ASSOCIATION,
INC, Cross-Appellant,

\Y

ALASKA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMIS-
SION and the Municipality of Anchor-
age. d/b/a Municipal Light and Power
Department. Cross-Appellees.

Nos. 2969, 2993.
Supreme Court of Alaska
May 26, 1978

| Electric utility corporation appealed
from order of the Public Service Commit-
aiwn which assigned fixed service areas to
corporation and to city light and power
department within area aerved by both
The Superior Court, Third Judicial District,
Eben H Lewis, J, held that there was
insufficient evidence to support conclusions
in Commission's order and remanded matter
to Commission for reoons.deration, and city-
light and power department appealed and
utility corporation cross-app-alcd The Su-
i)reme Court. Burke, J, h7d that (1) in
ight of statute providing that all certifi-
cates of convenience ami necessity issued
before July 1, 1970 would be subject to
modification, general saving statute did not
preserve any right which clc.tric utility cor-
poration might have had, prior to order of
Commiiiion, to continue providing clettrk
service, and failure of Commission to find
existence of such right did m deny utility
cor|»>rstion due process, (2) portion of or-
de. establishing fited service areas for utili-
ty corporation and city light and power
department within area serw 1by Bith had
a reasonable Basis, and (3) portion of order
providing for retirement and transfer of
facilities from utility corporation to city

light and power department in those areas
where the two utiliiies were operating du-
plicate and parallel facilities lacked a rea-
sonable hasis and would be remanded to
Commission for further evidence.

Remur.ded.

L Statutes ¢=s277

General saving statute will save rights
and remedies except where subsequent re-
pealing act indicates that i. was not ‘men-
tion of legislature that particular rerr.edits
*_g& rights in question should be saved. AS
01.10.100.

2. Constitutional Law 0—29%>t))
Electricity *=!

In light of statute providing that il
certificates of convenience and necessity is-
sued before July 1,1970 would be subje- to
modification in areas of conflict with public
utilities that had not previously been re-
quired to have a certificate, general saving
statute did not preserve any right to contin-
ue providing service which electric utility
corporation, which was operating in tame
area as city light and power department
and which had been issued certificate f
convenience and nccoiity to do to in .9t3,
may have had prior to Public Service Com-
mission order asvigni-g fixed service areas
to corporation and to city department:
thu», corporation wai not denied due prwe-
eti by failure of Commission to find exist-
ence of such right AS 01 101W. 4109221.
AS 4205193 4106194. 4505196. Law.
1963.r 95

3. Administrative
*_70<y

In cases where dec<>>-n involves admin-
latralivc espvrUse as to either complex sub-
ject matter or fundamental policy formula-
tions, drfcrtnce sh-nsld be given to adminis-
trative determination if ¥ has reasonable
basis In law and far*, such deLr.nce u
given because agency is m Utter yesition to
make such a determination than court U
caus*, of agency's specialist! knowledge m a
field A5 44 62-570

*rwHure
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4. Electricity =

On ap}K.al from order of Public Service
Commission assigning fixed areas to electric
utility corporation and to city light and
Bower department within area served by
oth pursuant to statutes empowering Com-
mission to take appropriate action to elimi-
nate competition and duplication of facili-
ties in areas where two or more public
utilities are competing to furnish identical
services, appropriate standard of review, in
light of complex financial and engineering
determinations involved and considerable
expertise required, was reasonable basis
lest. AS 4205221(d), 4, 62.570.

5. Electricity c=»4

Since Supreme Court, on appeal from
order of Public Service Commission assign-
ing fixed service areas to electric utility
corporation and to city light and power
department within area served by lnth. was
to review case independently of determina-
tion made by superior court, which had
acted as intermediate court of apjeal, Su-
preme Court would not need to decide
whether lower court erroneously relied
upon alleged mim-pre«e»Ution of electric
utility corporation regarding statement
mads- by public Service comirit*-nr.cr. AS
42 t<Vj?](dk *4 62570

6. LTwtririty e»|

On ap;w«l before Supreme Court from
o'der of Public S-rvic* Comr-Mion »«e gn-
mg f(\ed ari-as In electric utility c.rjM-ra-
tlon and to c<ty gh: *r,d ;-,v,r d"p-rtsm sit
within area surv.d by ‘-jtfc, affidavit by
L;s*'ftnt «f *rg.nceriig «ees uty. wh<h
ad lvtn»  "t-dbi ottt 1wy ic-rjo-
stion to A\ t.t.; «f ze;art-f Bp, t n
f4r,.vry Kration, -** | ep*'y Infor, Su-
pr.me C*urt not *ei\» 1/ .ij,.rt of
n-"p.-ration™** quik.it t! it C<- <. V<nor-
der did Ant have olg 4o H>m

U5221(d).
1. Clerfriill] #=<

Pew.iof #rkrid T "u F e/«*Cyr-m-
- n em._."a - -viu fur
. P, «tty Vght
«*d - roeb'rrt’ -it a'va J,*v».

nri-1 -y ‘A, ;.-*,-t to statute

empowering Commission to take appropri-
ate action to eliminate competition and du-
plication of facilities in areas where two or
more public utilities are competing to fur-
nish identical services, allocated service ar-
eas in such a way as to resolve competing
interests of corporation and light and pow er
department and public they served, and had
reasonable basis. AS 42.05.221(d).

6. Electricity <=4

Portion of order of Public Service Com-
mission, entered pursuant to statute em-
powering Commission to take appropriate
action to eliminate competition and duplica-
tion of facilities in areas where two or more
public utilities are competing to furnish
identical services, providing for retirement
and transfer of facilities from electric utili-
ty corporation to city light and power de-
partment in those areas where those two
utilities were operating duplicate and paral-
lel facilities, lacked a reasonable basis and
would require remand to Commission lor
further evidence regarding retirement and
transfer of such facilities. AS 4205.221(d).

Jeffrey B Lowenfeli, Asst Ally Gen..
Anch'-rage, Avrum M Grosa. Atty. Gen,
Juneau, for appellant and rrots-appellee,
Alaska Public Utilities Commission

Peter C Cinder, Asst. Municipal Atty,
Karen D Nagel, Aiwxiate Counsel, Richard
W Garnett, 1. Munic pal Atty Snchor-
age. for hp(*?'nnt aid c* tic*ppd'be, Mu-
ricij-ality of Aich'ifage

M Plant V -an. Am h.-age, fur sppel-
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of the Municipality of Anchorage (herein-
after referred to as ML&P) ani the Chu-
?ach Electric Association (hereinafter re*
errcd to & Chugach).

The present controversy began nearly
seven years ago when M U P filed an appli*
cation before th* Commission for a certifi-
cate of public convenience and necessity
pursuant to AS 42052211 M UP request-
ed authority to furnish electric service
throughout a service area situated within
and immediately adjacent to the then Cit
of Anchorage V. the time of filing. M U
was opemtirg an extensive network of &~tc*
trie (%en_e_ratlon, transmission, and distribu-
tion facilities for which Commission certifi-
c1%t7|10n was not required prior to Janusrj 1,

After reviewing ML i P's application, the
Commission determined that identical serv-
.-, were being offered in many instances
by Chugach, which was operating under a
certificate of public convenience and neces-
sity granted to it in IMS  AS 42.05 221(d)1
provides that where the Commission deter-
mines that two or more public utilities are
competing to furnish identicsi utility ser-
vice and that this competition is not in the
public interest, the Commission is to take

I. AS 42 0S 22t provides in relevant p»1
Certif.rtiei required (s) So public
m«> opers*« end fee've compenutuM. Itr
providing e commodity or service after Jam
try 1, 1671 without firvt hav.og nh>I nfd
from the rufflfiusisnn jrd'r thu chi'Ser a
certificate 'teclarr, if,: pub'tc ci.nv'n.»r..«
end recently require or util require tfw ier
nee Where t public uMity pmv.Je, N.LIf
than one type of utility servtre, = sepsrt”
certificate of convenience and necemt) is
required for each typ- A certiftrale sha*l
E>. nfe the nature irvil estntt of the author*
ty granted m it utelud-ng at app-opne** fur
the services involved, a dew rip-.on of th»
aiathonrrd area and trope of operations cf
Uh puMic utility

(c) a certify aie shall be issued to a pAta
Mthty which was nor re~wref lo have am
before July 1. 1*70 and ahlch i- -vqturvd lo
has* one after that date, tt M appeari to the
commitskin that the wdkty was actually op
eeating m good fawn on that date Vech a
certificate ta subject to modifiration sihere
'her* are areas of coaifWt with other pub**
ut.l.ties or ohere there has been a twhstaet.a’
charge M cteeumtranres

appropriate ictinn lo elir.;-ate the comPeti-
tion and an) urdesirable duplication of fa-
cilities. Pursuant to this section, the Com-
mission issued Order No. 1 on March 11,
1971, seeking the advice ar.d assistance of
MLEP and Chugach in implementing aFIan
to eliminate gtjch comjietition and duplica-
tion

In resp*.nve to Order No. L, MUP and
Chugach filed briefs outlining their respec-
tive views a« to how the Commission .tould
proceed. Both parties submitted proposed
orders to establish a negotiating committee
that would allow the utilities to reach
agreement on a voluntary basis. On Au-
gust 31, 1971, t*-Commission b> Order No.
9 established the requested negutiating
committee, composed of members from
each of the utiliti* and ore Commission
staff member who was to >r.cas acardi-
nal g chairman The Commission also es-
tablished interim service area* during this
period

After seven! months of negotiations the
parties’ effort* to reach agreement proved
unsuccessful ~ Thr Commission then or-
dered each party to submit, among other
things, proposed solutions to the service
area dispute  Upon reviewing the proposed

2 AS 420S721(d) state*

In an are* where ih» commission deter
mines that two or nmr* public utilities art
Co<.pri.r.g to furritib iije.-...cal utility service
ar.i that thi« competiticri is nut in th* ;>uVic
interest, the commission shs‘ltake spprot rt-
ate action to eliminate the compel.t.®r. and
soy undesirable duplication of fan.'.: «*
This appropriate actum ou> ir.duJ* b*i it
«0* limited to. ordering the ccmpetirg vt 'l
ties to entrf .nt» a contract which amcng
othei thing* would

(1) drlirvesl' the vervue a*ra buatvfar.es ol
each in tfvme arcat of cc-t.j v.tion.

Of eliminate rvitung dup.itatuvn md par-
alleting to the fu"*u res* <r.iUi e«tem.

(3) preclude future dujl>.-at>no and pa'j*
Ifluig

(4) provide foe thr euha'g* o#CMWur'te
ard facilities for the purj- lei of prj*tf g
better public service and uf el.runat.rq dupli-
cation and pa-ileiuvg. and

<Sl p'e.u}* such other mutually e*j..'j-le
ar-ang-vent* av would be m the pub.: iruer
Ml
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recommendations b% each utility, the Com-
mission concluded that neither plan provid-
ed an equitable solution to the problem.

On September 19, 1972, public hearings
were commenced to afford both ML&P and
Chugach the opportunity to augment their
written filings and to cross-examine the
other party on it* prorosal. Extensive tes-
timony was taken, following which the par-
ties submitted add'thnal briefs. On Sep-
tember 27, 1973, the Commission issued Or-
der No. 19 which, among other things, as-
signed firm, fixed service areas to each of
the utilities. It is this Order, as amended
by Order No. 20, which led to these appals.

Pursuant to 3 AAC 48090(c),* Chugach,
on Decemlttr 3. 1970, petitioned the Com-
mission for reconsideration of Order No. 19
and for the re-oj-ening of the proceedings to
receive additional evidence. No action was
taken on the petition for 30 days and thus it
was automatically denied under 3 AAC 45--
090(e).

On February 1, 1974, Chugach gave no-
tice of its appeal W the superior court from
Order No. 19. as amended by Oroer No. 20.
On April 30,1976, o largument was heard
before the superior court. At the close of
the proceedings the trial lourt held that
there uus insufficient evidence to support
the commission = conclusions in Order No.
19 and remanded the matter to the Com-
mission fur reeorudtration. This appeal
and cross-appeal followed We winn discuss
the isws rtid-d in Chugaihi cfest-ip(<c
first

CROSS APPEAL

Tht »*r»iev area granted to M U P by the
Comm :\.n in 0*t<.r No 19 ire*. \d M-ier-

j A»C ji f-i>) -'cvide*

Vt' Aia it <xat etirf *n »,td*» ul i'.t <ro
it un.r. it vrivrtf ¢ jurt) ru> Me ¢ ptt.tior
l* fr, jliiwHr»I*e*i <fiti* Vidit if it is exfurd
t<mf f nh A~fifkKsH) 1% fii -'J* UPON
e, Tk 1sx fUINE-TH ttFITE IM O »fd*T 1l
« M tiu wth trruoeout. uft'awfal M oihet-

i The feUHeeief may alto tub
fwt * p., -4 Md«i ifn#r,* lo viu« iSi*
m 4 - -InfItE < rvub Fej<ler A

. (»]xiiocr foe r» .n-<« iuui
Il *7ta r IP *I>»_IB wSi.-SI IV *d_ The

it ert] .afloridniM Ll
@ (i T (e tht <S*uilil
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al areas which had been granted to Chu-
gach in its 1953 certificate of public conve-
nience aid necessity. These areas were
within the corporate limits of the former
City of Anchorage where the two utilities
were operating duplicate or parallel electri-
cal facilities. In its cross-appeal, Chugach
claims that its right to provide service with-
in its certificated area is a vested property
interest which » as improperly taken with-
out due proce * of law when the Commis-
sion granted to ML&P the right to offer
service within portion* of Chugach"* certifi-
cated service area. In order to adequately
set out Chugach’t claim and resolve this
question, It is fi-*t necessary for us to out-
line briefly  statutory history of perti-
nent portions of what is now entitl'd the
Alaska Public Utility Commission Act
(hereinafter rcltrred to as the Act).

Utility regulation on a statewide basis in
Alaska first became a reality ujon pa- .age,
by the first stale legislature, of Chapter
199, SLA 1959. This act established the
Alaska Public Se-nicc Commission. How-
ever, its application to electric, telegraphic
and telephonic utilities was held in abey-
ance (lending submission of a report to the
legislature by the newly formed Com mi*-
eion.

In 1953, AS 4205 i+ seq was amended in
Hiera* respects by Chapter 95, SLA I"'S8,
AS 42<>5.193 required for the first time that
U.*tifi<a*es u itew ned. That Settlor: i'at-
i

Certifiettet of Cor.lenience and .Nwiji-

ly No public utility shall o;<rate *f:*r

Jtruary 1. 1K4, without first la- ~g

drefoitnlin Stpfsicn 1ze 7IC.
IS i».,rd ta "S*peiitor Iflh* > e
nent/m xattkBat a ;ru,Lc. far  n
IHtira'lon aiibinite Mn* "y>»J I, F
Irirce»-l««, it* i, &l
catty . «d T« r-rriTlii , it na> t: lit re-
(tniji"i‘_ n»r_._‘ll»dm rt S1jr, '"* n «
Ionrjort i) adSt. -l t-idi oy <
Loeonii il e f Fesxing | 0OF
if."l, Ti# if Joo ai-s"rr fr i
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ohtair.vd from the commission under the
provisions of this chapter a certificate
declaring that public cinver' .,ce and ne-
cessity reguwe or will require the opera-
tion and delineating the area where ser-
vice is to be provided.

AS 4205.194. however, ?runted "grandfa-

ther right#* to those utilities then u, erut*

ing
Certifies Grunu<{ to Existing Utilities.
A Certificate shall be granted if it ap-
pears to the comr.iiiion that the public
utility actually operating in good
faith on October 15. 1902, within the con-
fines of the requested area, or that the
public utility was installing the facilities
necessary &> furnish service under a fran
chise as of that date.

It was under this section of the 1963 Act
that Chugach obtained its certificate.

In requiring public utilities to obtain cer-
tificates in orJtr to operate, the legislature
also added the following provision, AS 42-
05.196, upon which Chugach places great
reliance.

Power of commission to Grant certifi—
care 1he commission shall have the
power after hearing, upon reasonable no-
tice to in'crested parties, to grant a cer-
tifies".! to provide ser.icc in an area al-
ready terved bv a certificate holder only
when the existing public utility or util-
ties serving the area are not prosiding
ard will not provide service to the satis-
fae.ion of the commission In all other
cases, the commission with or without
hearing may issue a certificate as re-
quested or fur good cause show n deny the
same in whole or part

In addition, AS 4205 £40(2) was amtndeJ
to exclude municipally-owned utilities from
regulation under tSe Act It was this pro-
vision which allowed MULP to furnish elec-
trical services without a certificate of public
convenience and necessity at that time

4. See iK>ie< | »rJ 2 supra tor relevant parts

I AS 0092*1 states M pertinent part
*tiv!<Sr<wr*, liipe-inr-i or revocation «/
crrti/Waies . tpm _.cnmpu,rvl OF sp>a as
own ir.uticm it.- I'ORinviI-IKI. »or-hotnv srd
suvjflusii) for tvesrvnc and tOr psid cause

The statutes regu'ating public utilities
were again amended in 1970, Fursuant to
Ch 113, SLLA 1970. Several extensive
changes are relevant to this appeal. The
defir.atir ~ of "public utility" or “utility"
was amt led to include municipally-owned
utilities.  AS 42.05.70152). As a result of
this, mumcipally-owr.vd utilities, including
ML&P, were required to obtain certificates
of convenience and necessity in order to
operate. In addition, AS 4205.194, AS 42 -
05.195 and AS 42.05 196, quoted above, were
repealed.

In place of those repealed sections, AS
42A5.221 was enacted.* This statute re-
quires public utilities to obtain certificates
of convenience and necessity as a condition
of operation. Subsection (C) gave “grandfa-
ther righta" to existin% utilities newly sub-
ject to regulation, Subsection (b), which is
significant in the instant case, provides:

All certificates of convenience and neces-

sity issued to a public utility before July

1, 1970 remain in effect but they are

subject to modification where there are

areas of conflict with public utilities that
have not previously been required to have

a certificate or where there is a svb-tan-

tial change in circumstances.

This subsection was supplemented by AS
4205.271, which provides for the modifica-
tion, suspension or revocation of certificates
for several listed reasons, including the re-
quirements of public convenience ard neces-
sity*

Within iht context of this statutory his-
tory. Chugich’s claim on crois-appeal can
now be more fuily undentd'gd At the time
Chugach was certificated AS 4105 1%.
quoted above, provided 'hat a competing
utility could be certificated in the same
area as a certificate hold<r only if the cer-
tificate holder did not and would not fur-
nish service in that area to the satisfaction

Sflqwr. mi) irrn.ii'!. mod.y suspend, Or re
voir a certificate. in wh-.'v O i« pari Good
cause lor amendment, r .difteatioa. su pen
Mon or revicstmn Ol a cermicate im. lodes

(1) tlit reguirements Of pJ

Coav«n<eisce

and tw eti*)
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of the Commission. Chugach contend* that
its right to provide electrical service within
its certificated area became a vested right
at the time of its certification, subject to
divestment only if its service in that area
was unsatisfactory to the Commission un-
der AS 42.05.196. Because this right vested
prior to the repeal of AS 42.U5.196 in 1970,
Chugach argues it is still entitled to the
application of that section of the statute
under Alaska's general saving statute, AS
01.10100.* Thus, Chugach maintains, the
Commission denied Chugarh its right to due
process with regard to its vested property
interest when it granted VL&P the right lo
serve portion* of Chugach™ certificated
area without first finding that Chugach had
not and would not perform satisfactorily in
that area.

In order lo sustain Chugach™ claim, we
must first find that Chugach's 1963 certifi-
cate gave it a vested right to provide ser-
vice In its certificated area barring a find-
ing by the Commission that its services
were unsatisfactory. Then we must find
that this right was preserved under the
Alaska saving statute despite the repeal of
th<-se sections in the former Act upon which
this right depends. We conclude that the
saving statute does pot preserve any ac-
crued right which Chugach may have had
and thus it is unnecessary for us to deter-
mine whether in fact CT.ugach did have
such a rght

AS <1 1010Va) prov.Vs in relevant part:
0’ reiJeaI <ramendment of any law docs
*» release or e.vtirguish any

right sttrjlng or sreratd ur.dir such "tw,
ua\u_the rcj*.;"'-.g or amending ad so
p'ovidi-s *>prei/v.” The law shall
treated a* remaining in force for the pu e
o*se of s’.4-|ininﬂ any pr<(*r action or
j_ch>*cu*ion for the enforcement of the
right

001000 s re. pert
IX*rt «ftiiti T cr t"-rrdintr."t <«i The
t<, *1 of imui'- . t't of *ns uw com i<a

tI*«* frt "rg. d > prroh>, forfeitsfe.

o* KetiMv inferred er egto or *c-
ct. f*i, re-whtiw.i. he w
PRI B 4§ Y| I-e T».e

W'e note that the term "right" has been
construed to mean a vested right and that
vested property rights are protected from
state action under the Fourteenth Amend-
ment of the United States Constitution and
Art. 1, section 7, of the Alaska Constitution.
Bidveil v. Scheele, 355 P.2d 584, 586 (Alas-
ka 1960).

[1,2] The law regarding genera) saving
statutes was succinctly stated by the court
in Territory of Alaska v. American Can
company, 137 F.Supp. 181, 16 Alaska 11, 76
(1956),7 as follows:

It is a fundamental rule of Statutory con-

struction that a general saving clause or

statute pro.-ves rights and liabilities

which have accrued under the act re-
pealed and that they operaU to make
applicable in designated situations the

law as it existed before the repeal, un/ess
such application is ntgalixed by the ex—
press terms or clear implication of apar—
ticular repealing® act, 0f Where not other-

wise provided by the rtjwalmg act. (em-

phasis in original).

The saving statute in effect at that time
was somewhat different from the present
one but the court's statement accurately
reflects the general rule. As stated in
Sutherland, Statu.or}" Construction (4th cd
C D. Sends 1973), a general saving statute
will save rights and remedies “except where
a »j* ‘cquent repealing act indica’t* that it
wa* not the legislative intention that jiar-
tkular rights and rimedics should 1*
saved.” 1d at $47 .a. set Summit srach.
Int \. Glaruler, 153 Ohio St 147, 91 N E2d
10. 11 12 (ISfW); state x. chk*,-o Gnat
it. rn fry Cot, 22 Sinn MU. 25 NAV 2d
194, -vT 0S (1946).

Section 50f Ch 113, SLA 1970, specifical-
ly repealed AS 4-1*5193 AS 42 U5 It4 nrd
AS 4205 1#6, th* neti. n* “ft whieh Chu-
gaih's claimed prop.rty -Ight de;<* I In
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the:r place the legislature enacted AS 42-

05.221* Subsection (b), which was noted

above, states as follows:
All certificates of convenience and nc es-
sity isaued to a public utility before July
1, 1970 remain in effect but they are
subject t0 modification where there are
areas of conflict with public utilities that
have not previous!} been required to have
a certificate OF Where there is a substan-
tial change in circumstances, (emphasis
added).

It is clear that the emphasized portion of
this subsection specifically addresses itself
t<ra situ it on such as th« present one. /. e..
where a previously certificated utility (Chu-
g.ich) is providing service in an area where
a utility which hto not previously been re-
quired to be certificated (ML&P) is aiso
furnishing electric service. The legislature
has decreed that the certificate of the pre-
viously certificated utility may I? modified
where such a conflict exist* By this state-
ment the legislature clearly has extin-
%uished whatever right Chugach may have
ad to continue providing service unless it
was doing so unsatisfactorily and in its
place the legislature has determined that
the existence of a conflict with a municipal-
ly-owned utility in itself provide* a suffi-
clent gr. und for modification of a previous-
ly granted ctrtifi'-ate  Assuming, arguen—
do, that Chugach did have the vested prop-
erty right it has claimed, the legislature's
mandate in tne very situation pr»o-nv«l
here is clear. In enacting AS 42.05221(h)
tt- legislature indicat'd Its intenttor. that
any right afforded certificated utilitie. un-

I. Setnotes | and ? ter rtir.ini purls

* In its ujiowni of issues prrientrd for r<
view arvd in as conclusion. Chugsch sugffti*
that us certificate of public convenience and
necessity is a frarchive O contract whwh is
tut led to constitutional protection against irv
pai/ment However, because Chugtrh duet
not argue tins itso* b»>on<J a pasting reftrer.ee
to it ui Ibr argument punion ol its brief, «r du
net cor.t.Cer the issue on re.leu  Set Krtilt'd
e Scale. V) I1d 799, VH (Alaska 197CI. few
is v State. 4CS Pid <UW CH-N n 3 (Alaska
HT0)

10 AS 41tjiTO peudn in part

der the old AS 42.0519 was not saved.
We hold, therefore, that the saving statute,
AS 01.10.10(\ does not preserve any right
Chugach mak have had to continue provid-
ir; electrical service unless it was not pro-
viding or would not provide service to the
satisfaction of the Commission. Chugach,
therefore, has not bc"n denied due process
by the Commission’s failure to make such a
finding.*

APPEAL

Appellants ML&P and the Commission’s
first argument on appeal is that the superi-
or court used an incorrect standard of re-
view in reaching its decision to remand the
can* to the Commission The Commission
argues that the lower court improperly sub-
stituted its f'udgment fo that of the Com-
mission while ML4P contends that the low-
er court improperly applied the substantial
evidence test  Both parties maintain that
the proper standard of review is the reason-
able basis test

At the outset wc not- that it is unclear
from a reading of ths superior court’s oral
decision which standml of review it ap-
ﬁlied. This lack of cl, rity is not significant,

ot ever, for we approach thv issue* here
independently of the superior court which
was acting as an intermediate court of a>
peal Jager v State, 37 P.2d 1100, 1106
(Al »ka 1975}, Stafe v. marathon oil com —
pany, 52* P.2d 293. %5~ (Alaska 1974)

(3,4) Thu court has enunciated several
standards of review of agency action under
AS 44 62570,% the section of the Alaska

Scope if review (@) An appeal ilull be
heart? b> »» superior court sitting without a
jury

(b) Inquiry m an appeal rv'.mdt to the
following o ett.ons (I? whether the agency
has proceeded without oe in firm Ol juni
dwtior. (!) whether Ibr.e was a fair hrarsag.
arrf (]o shelh»» there was a prejudicial
abuse ol discretion Abuse of U'teirtMsn is
established if the *g«ncy hat not proceeded
in the manner required b> law, the order or
Oecisron IS not supported b> the findings er
the findings are nos supposed by the evi-

denge

203 The rnurt ma> rtertive us itd-pi”~ni
|wdgme.M on lhe r.isVur If @ is claimed
that tbe findings are not ivpp.nnl by the

CO

vin
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Administrative Procedure Act governing
scope of review. We do not find it neces-
sary to discuss each of the various stan-
dards at this time, however, for it is clear
that the appropriate standard of review in
the instant case is the reasonable basis
test*' In Kelly v zarr.arello, 456 P.2d 906,
916-17 (Alaska 1971), we set forth this test
as follows: In cases where a decision in-
volves administrative expertise as to t her
pomPIex subject matter or fundamental pol-
icy formulations, deference should be given
to an administrative determination if it has
a -casonable basis in law and fact-"* Such
deference is given because the agency is in
a better position lo make such a determina-
tion than a court because cr the agency's
specialized knowledge in a field. In the
instant case, it is readil¥ apparent that the
delineation of electrical service arias in-
volves complex financial and engineering
determinations and requires considerable
expertise in these areas In addition, fun-
damental (tolicy formulations are involved
in the Commission's tail of eliminating un-
Desirable competition ard duplication of fa-
cilities under AS 4205 221(d). It i diffi-
cult, in fart, to conciive of a situation
where the reasonable basts test is more
appropriate.  Therefore, we limit our re-
view In this case to deciding whether the
Commission's action in Order No. 19, as
?mended, has a rrasorable basis in law and
act

r. Jrnre. abuse of r-tinr is e«i*M*Ned if
.. ' |

D* court Ofrnrut 'wwi ife fmd'oss *'® not

»w,-;urit d b\ fit tS.f wt~rht of the evidi'we.

<°>( )q.nsijn'ial »v  ifF11* in th« li,hi of INr
whole inotd

id) TT.eirur i-as ih» r>in
c*d in whole or in f_an. Nnid = t.ipnr>i dr
noso If 1)ir<' .n Illiic ifit iteft isiilnant
toiliri( »'hlif Mrmr.rliif lr iublIf
MIf.nc*. Ci--rJ rugt Inr. priga.eda oOr
«bvir was @p'«iity mi..w « ifi »ar-
Mf. the to-n rs> fit »etif «
| TosaltC in le)©f thii setii.n ind n w d the
lase lo be o,v iiilii d in the !'I*M of I*St
evidence. of t2t edmit I|*r at |te
irpllitr t.iar»r|] » :Uut rttr.st.tSir.g the
ease

let The o "n «rt:+ ti Jjrertm [{
cide. iri* il .

trii+ ., s lhe
b OF dee IMA * Hxapr 1 I'1f.f-ft' .<of
Is| in »-*§EV|| tt*F{‘ H'er - b,."ivmlrd

en the <|irw)

(5] Before we can make this determina-
tion, however, it is necessary for us to ceal
with several other issues raised by appel-
lants. Both ML&P and the Commission
argue on appeal that the trial court erred in
relying on Chugach's alleged misrepresenta-
tion regarding a "Statement of Position " by
Mr. Hendershot, one of the commissioners
involved in Order No. 19. This statement
explained why no action was taken on Chu-
gach's petition for reconsideration and set
forth certain problem*. Mr. Hendershot saw
in Order No. 19. Sir.ce, as noted above, we
review this case independently of the supe-
rior court, we need not decide whether the
lower ccurt erroneously relied on the al-
leged misrepresentation.

[6] Appellants also argue that the supe-
rior court erred in considering an affidavit
by T. Fo.ey Treadway, president of the
Georgia-based Southern Engineering Com-
pany, which Chugach had so! milted lo the
Commission as part of its |»etitiori for recon-
sideration.  Again, we need not deride
whether the lower court erred in this re-
gard; however, it is necessary for us to
determine if »nd to what extent this court
may consider the affidavit.

MLIP and the Commission argue this
joint somewhat differently, but the gist of
their arguments'* is that it is improper for

11. For » ivbtjf> of the different standards of
renew. »ee Uk*rv suit s3T P2d I11CO. HOT
tA-"asVa 19:5)

12. Sfl aern-jIN JitTt « Suit, itfrt  =f sy
ckp Corp » JI|es mwijn CU N il
P2d 92 99 i'. *«v» 1&«| Sm, dti v >
499 P3d 201 1922). Two_ to -bin
Fitotr.m C rp V *S*tWoil Cn 4M | Id 2
(AlssVt TW »

19. MIHP »»» iqaii il.st <cl iff C -r.I*
1Aolfilled_,lo pir ‘._)il_re_lief . in Oq
A%f' p-ti't n Tie rei "isidl-itkn. Il fe.'d
IV»cd and |.<»W is l.m'ied t< t*«.isriT a of
the lei' n es ,rd _ivtibits “minted it Me
orertr,s on r-rtm \i 19 T* i conient =~ <
eosl “ins \9 4472 V*<) wiKfc **:*r
—i'*4 'tie «."*** *« tif 'be o< fd on , * i
iuki if ! Mi2* -im no

re  =y.tir. >ifin . *suiibj ij
i, 4 NI 1lm i i uivif > ii Vb* Te

the reviewir
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the revifwing court to consider the Tread-
way affidavit oecause the affidavit presents
evidence wh.ch could have been presented
to the Cor.mission before it ' ..ered Order
No. 19 but which was not presented at that
time. Appellants contend that Chugach
should not be allowed to introduce new,
previously available evidence under this cir-
cumstance by simpy attaching such mi-

dence to its administrative petition for re-

consideration.

In refuting this argument by appellants,
Chugach maintains that it did not and does
not intend to introduce the Treadway affi-
davit as evidence, but rather as argument
going to prove the unreasonableness as a
matter of luw of the Commission's Order
No. 19 Chugach points out in its brief that
had the shortcomings of the order been
noted in its memorandum in support of its
petition for reconsideration rather than in
an affidavi'. the appellants would have
found no .eason to move for its elimination
from the record Submitting the argument
in the form that it did, Chugach contends,
merely made it more penetrating and con-
vincing.  We find Chugach's contention
persuasive and therefore hold that the
Treadway affidavit is properly before this
court on review not a* evidence, but as part
of Chugach's argument that Order No 19,
as amended, did not have a reasonable ba-
sis.

Initially, we find it helpful to set out that
aspect of the service area delineation which
is the major source of contention in this
case. Stated briefly, the disrJte centers on
the Commission's grant to MmL&P of virtu-
ally all areas within the limits of the former
City of Anchorage in which the two utilises
were providing duplicate and parallel ser-
vice. It is not the fact that fixed service
areas were established by the oruer that is
in question; rathe*-, it is the Commission's
decision regarding the service nrcas actual-
ly assigned which mu<* be reviewed for
reasonableness.

After a lengthy recitation of the events
leading up to the issuance of its order,
including a summary of the proposals sub-
mitted by MmL&P and Chugach and the tes-
timony presented at the September 1972
hearings, the Commission in Order No. 19
assigned fixed service ar*as to each of the
utilities.  Essentially, the Commission
awarded ML&P two non-cor.tiguou* sub-ar-
eas. In one of the sub-areas, ML&P was
already the sole supplier of electrical serv-
ices except for infrequent minor border
area penetrations by Chugach In the oth-
er. there was either no present supplier,
ML&P = , the sole supplier, or Chugach
and ML&P were operating duplicuv or par-
allel facilities Chugach wai award*.! most
of the remaining portions of its certificated

()  We mo* turn to the question of Service area,

whether the Commission's order has a rea-
sonable has.s Order No. 19. a* amended,
makes two determinations relevant to this
appeal  First, it delineates five*! service
areas for each utility, second, it Provides
for the retirement and transfer of tacilities
from Chugach to M1.&P in areas when- the
two utilities have duplicate or parallel facil-
ities  We will addms these components of
the order separately, although we realise
that the two facets of the order in fsct may
be related

(3) lh« proposed decider b< a hear
mg office* 14) the final declsiun IS) a (ran
scrip! < «4 Ifstimon> and proceediflft «)
the eih*bi(» admitted or rejectej (?) the
emien esMiente, and (I> all other documents

Following its alignment if service arvas
the Commission provided the following ba-
sts for its decision

In establishing the above service area
boundaries between CEA and ML&P, ex-
tensive consideration was given to toe
require mints thit MmL&P be afforded Ih
necessary opportunity for horizontal
growth and that the existing revenue
hate of CEA be preserved

Classification A "all other documents m the
esse” ciejflv sett lo inskt chu**eh s pew cn.
eui Hi attached affidavits part of ihe rec. J
on review
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The Commission recognized in assigning
ML&P almost all areas within the city in
which duplication exists, that without
compensating factors the gradual phase
out of facilities and customers by CEA
would progressively reduce the —*'lily’s
revenues. Such effect, however, should
be ol'set adequately by CEA’s exclusive
authorization lo serve the raF|dIy ex-
panding business and residential commu-
nities Immediately outside ML&P's ser-
vice boundaries.

In our view, that portion of thr Commis-
sion’s order establishing service areas for
Chugach and ML&P had a reasonable basis.
A ling pursuant to the mandate of AS 42-
05.221(d), the Commission allocated service
areas In such a way as to resolve the com-
peting interests of both unugach and
ML&P and the public thcv serve. There-
fore, we affirm that portion of Order No
19,

[8] As noted atiove. Ordei No. 19 Iso
provided for the retirement and transfer of
facilities from Chugach to ML&P in those
area? where the two utilities were ojkrat-
ing duplicate and parallel facilities. The
C<mmijsion did not order the immediate
transfer of Chugach's facilities because it
fell that to do so could result in increased
rate and would jeopardize Chugach's fi-
nancial integritﬁ. Instead, the Commission
provided that Chugach would be allowed to
retain and operate its existing facilities
within ML&P'i newly-awarded ~emitc- ar-
eas for tht “normal life" of th-nh f-iilities.
As thes* facilities wire “r tired 7} ML&P
would ther lie j*»'milted to mr.struct and
ojterate the rij.Tai»mint fv ihtic-s In uddi-
lion. It was provided that Chug, h e-ud
perform r etine aid enurgirry nm= Ve—
rur't on itf old facilities »0 *<g a*
mnintens net did not constit 'e an atr .pt
to estind thr life «/ the fati'itv * vind i;.

U i lends jf*im . ,« * s dijii
U 1gr the Iriifrmeni and ,nun - nt
r,1,t S# tS Sriausr the ¢ i* L ifi

Ser'i#d «Se srope d thr J » is‘q d. :'in*
i-luw if itrtm an at. i«"" 'tlf

ic a tiisr i TR > ki

(S'ue,nh hm.. Xm a.ni *&nrisi
i

j-.is that 'htnfcrr fta.ul. 1.1 'y <

normal life. Finally, the Commission estab-
lished procedures whereby either utility,
when circu mstances so dictated, could con-
struct or install additional facilities withir,
the authorized service area of the "ther
utility.

Our examination of the record in thii
case, particularly of the Treadway affidavit
submitted by Chugach in support of its
petition for reconsideration, persuades us
that these gortlons of Order No. 19 lack a
reasonable basis and that a remand to the
Commission is required for further evidence
regarding the retirement and transfer of
Chugach’s f -ilitief to ML&P. < In his aff -
davit, Treadway discusses at great length
the inadequacy of the transb r of facilities
scheme set out in Order No. 19. At the
outset, for example, he points out that it is
unclear from the i ’cr exactly what the
Commission means . retirement of facili-
ties. Theorvt'cally, retirement could occur
when the facilities are fully depreciated on
Chugach's bonks or when they physically
have no remaining useful life. ~Further-
more, the term "facilities™ could mean ci-
ther an entire distribution ling, circuit or
‘ectior of a system, or it could mean vimplv
units nr components of a system

Mure significantly, Treadway that
in reality, electrical service facilities are
never retired, either actually or on the
bool.*  This is becau»e it i: m-cetsary to
maintain these facilities in gnod working
condition so ;vat they I ay continue tn pro-
vide adequate service S ;i te tompQ-
rents of a distribution system may be
ri.irvd at a jpiven jto'nt due tu damage or
wur, hut they mud U reflated for the
sys'im to i Mimic in fp.ra*ion. Thus,
T--tNay | r.tiout, notorlv i* an t'-rtn-
cat N" "ty ve.ir fuIIy l\/Iixed but, i’>«spi*c
the Comm fIions vatm *tpVem nt

or i.. ;rti teltv ie.do e with
)Etmf

f f .ra «-»furthe * |£tr |
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the intent to extend its useful life, such
replacement or maintenance must necessar-
ily extend the life of the property.

The Treadway affidavit contains many-
other criticisms of the retirement and trans-
fer provisions of Order No. 19 which we do
not feel are necessary to recite here since
we are persuaded that it is necessary for
the Commission to reconsider these provi-
sions of Order No. 19 Therefore we re-
mand this case to .he superior court with
directions ’hat the case be remanded to tne
Commission so that it may take further
evidence and such other a<tion as it deems
necessary regarding the retirement and
transfer of Chugach's facilities to ML&P.

REMANDED.

RABINOWITZ and MATTHEWS, JJ.
not participating.

e ide JITN

AMOCO PRODUCTION COMPANY.
Petitioner.

v

W. C. CHURCH WELDING & CON-
THACTING, INC., Respondent.

No. Sr.i.
Supreme Court of Alaska
June 23. 1978

Indemnitee moved for summary judg-
ment that it was entitled to indemnification
from indemnitor for injuries to indemnitor's
employee  The Superior Court, Third Judi-
cial District, Anchorage Peter J Kalamar-
ides. J , denied summary judgment, and in-
demnitee petitioned for review. The Su-
preme Court granted review ami held that.

(1) enforcePolity of agreement foe indemni-

fication for injuries to indemnity's employ-
ees was not dependent on whether indemni-

CH WELDING Alaska 697

tor or inderinitee had been in control of
work which caused employee's injury, and
2) where indemnification agreement was
thus enforceahle and there was no factual
issue as to whether injiry to indemnitors
employee came within urms of agreement,
indemnitee was entitled to indemnity.

Reversed.

L Indemnity c=»S(4)
Enforceability  agreement for indem-
enity for injuries to indemnitor's employees
was not dependent on whether indemni’or
or indemnitee had been in comrol of work
which caused employee's injury.
2. Indemnity 0-»3
Where indemnitee could have secured
liability insurance protecting against claim
by indemnitor's employees, there was no
reason, in absence of some showing of un-
scrupulousness or unequal bargaining pow-
er, why indemnitee could not secure same
protection from indemnitor by means of
Indemnification agreement.

3. Appeal and Error *»S0(6)

Where issue involved was one of a con-
trolling question of law on which there was
substantial ground for difference of opinion
and where an immediate and Fresent re-
view of the order might materially advance
the ultimate termination of litigation, Su-
preme Court granted petition for review ol
trial court's denial of motion by indemnitee
for summary judgment against indemnitor
based on indemnification agmment

4. Indemnity <*8(4)

Where indemnification agreement was
enforceable even though indemnitee was in
charge of indecmnilor's employee and there
was no factual issue involved as to whether
inju >to indemnitor's employee came under
terms of agreement, indemnitee was enti-
tled to indemnity for any claim fur injury
sustained by indemnitor's employee while
he was working on indemnitee's offshore
drilling r.g

Sanford M Gibbs, Hagars. Smith. Brown,
Erwin st Gibbs, Anchorage, for petitioner
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[t is. convenjent in the course of our
discussion of th!)s case to rgvrew the r a
sons advanced by Mr. Madison und
assocjates for therr conclusrgn supH
mentrng them, so far as ma
tional “considerations which Iead thrs
court to coucur therein.

t|rs Mr. tMadtrrs]on msrtsted that
article vesting the executive power
|n t e PresYdent WgS mtended to grant to

t ower of pporntment and re-
movu 0 executrve officer except as
therea ter express dv provided In" that
artic pointed out that one of the
chief [116 puroosef of t e Copvention
was to, separate the legis atrve from the
executrve unctions. . He sald

‘IT there IS 0 rrncrgle in our Constitu-
tion, indeed In any fre Constrtu]tron more
sacred than SD tber it 1s that which
seaarat]es the egrsta e, executive and

Icial powers. there IS any Pornt

(}Nhrch the separation of the I%%rs ative

executrve owers ought to marn
tarne with . caution |t is that which
rcla‘es to o |ccrs and offices.” 1 Annals
of on?ress 581.

Thell union under the Confederation

bad not worked well, as the memners of L
the copvention knew. Montesquieu's view
that the maintenance of Inde|>cndence as
etween the legislative, the executrve and
the udrf]ra branchef wasasecurrtr(/| or the
P ad their full agtprov ad |son

E onventron rgn Reco

the g eral Convention Ken ar v
United States, 12 Pet. q 10, 9L ed

. Accor |n? Y, " the anstrtu

tion wzﬁ fo framed as to"vest In the Con
gress all legis atrve powers therern grant-
ed, to vest In the P*sni<lent the executrve
go er, aH t0_vest in one ngremc Court
nd such nferior courts 'as Congress
mrght estaplish,  the IJudrcra wer.

rom this division on |ncrple the rea-
sonablte constr ct on o th e Co tutron
must be that ranc es s
separate In a cases In wh |c e we
not e resds% hlended, aHd tb% Co stitu-
tion should e eipouride thru)
no more than |t affrrmatrve requrres

adison, 1 Annals of Congrtw*.
Thrs rule %f construction has$ hern con-
firmed by this court In Meriwether «. C r-
rett. 1 S. 472. 615, 26 L ¢d. 107
20* bourn V. Thompson
[f*. 1*0, 20 L ed. 356. u%er
Kansas, 123 V S 623 662,
205, *210,°8 Sup. Ct. Rep. 273

The deb%tes |n the Constitutional Con-
vention Indicated an natenftron to create

n strong eeoruiive, and after a contro:
versial disruokin the executive power of

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES.

: h”&tner ?Ster%gehéé’ (oS Bt

Oct. Tina,

the government was . ested in one Brson
and manY of bis important urLctron

8 I'CS

qurin Revolytion. and™_under’ tfe
Agt s of Confederation. 1 Farniml,

Mr. Madrson and his a gsocrates in tl
drscussbon In the House t lengt
upon the necessrtz there was for ¢ nstn

artrcle2tog e the Presi entt o
P er of removal in his res Bsrbr ity or

efcon ucﬁof the executiye brapch,” a
enforce emrt) asizing his ut
ex ress Vdec aréd In the third section 0

rticlo to “take care that the Iast
bo farthfu ly executed. l\/Iadrson 1 An-
nals ot Congress, 496, 4

The vestrn of the’ exec rrve power |n
the Presrden was esse t| a grant of
the p wer t execut (a But tin
President alone an unar ed could n<*
execute te aws. He must execute tInm
Y assistance of subordrn?tes Trn*

as since (ien repeate( a |rme
Jac

t |s court Wilcox v s n Pet
S E]ha o e B At 3\69"“1»
d %2 Wrﬁrams Unnr.1

%t%tesR 1K evIt 2?% 237'8111L6 3ed34136,
* Re Kcaglt, ,
ed. 55, 71, 1098ap éL Rep. 658: Ru s>dl
Motor'Car Co. v. United Stales, 261 U. ?]
D14, 623. 67 L ed. 778 784. 43 Squ (f
f Rep. 428.  As be jt charged so cr cal
to take earc that they be faithtully exe
cHted the reasonable |mplrcaéron evrn m
obaence of express words, was that
art of his execCutive Power he shook)
seI ct those who were to act him
under his |reot|on in the executron v
Ee awg Le furtl?er implication mut
e, in the absence 0 xpress. lu.up>
llon respecting ret ovals, ﬁhat as bis m-lw
lion of administrative udken s mentrs|
to the execution of fbe laws by him
t must bg his [>ow«r of removin Uro*'* [*
Whom an not eonlinug to
sible. Frs er Ames 1 Annals of to
ross. 474. \%vas urged that Jt*
atural meanrn the tefra "eaeeuti**

he appoinfme and oval of evers
Ive au mri |na sur atp#)orntrn eI
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STATE OF ALASKA
THE ALASKA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
Before Commissioners: Caroiyn S. Guess, Chairman
Marvin R. Weatherly

Susan M. Knowles
Stuart C. Hall

In the Matter of the Filing of

a Tariff Revision, Designated as U-80-4
TA20-126, by the MUNICIPALITY OF
ANCHORAGE d/b/a ANCHORAGE SEWER ORDER NO. 10

UTILITY for a Permanent General
Sewer Rate Increase in the
Anchorage, Eagle River, and
Girdwood-Alyeska Sewer Service
Areas

In the Matter of the Filing of

a Tariff Revision, Designated aa U-81-36
TA23-126, by the MUNICIPALITY OF
ANCHORAGE d/b/a ANCHORAGE SEWER ORDER NO. 1

UTILITY for Consolidation of
Service Areas and Permanent
Reduction of Rates

ORDER SUSPENDING SERVICE AREA CONSOLIDATION
AND APPROVING PERMANENT RATE REDUCTIONS

On May 1, 3981, the MUNICIPALITY OF ANCHORAGE
d/b/a ANCHORACE SEWER UTILITY (ASU) filed a tariff revision,
designated of TA23-126, requesting the immediate permanent
reduction of rates for sewer service in the Eagle River
Sewer Service Area (ERSSA) and the Girdwood-Alyeska Sewer
Service Area (GASSA). ASU requested th;t customers 1in the
ERSSA and GASSA be integrated into the appropriate rate
schedule of the Anchorage Bowl Serviwd Service Area (ABSSA);
ghat all"ERSSA and GASSA rate scheduler exceot for those
based on metered water consumption be deleted: that definitions
and other tariff references for Service Area 40 (ABSSA) and
Service Area 50 (ERSSA) be deleted; and that a definition be

U-80-4(10), U-81-36(1) (6-15-81i
Page 1
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added for the Anchorage Sewer Service Area (ASSA) as "that

area established by Anchorage, Alaska, Ordinance 81-23...."

The Commission Staff (Staff) has reviewed the
filing and has determined that it meets the requirements of
3 AAC 48.200 through 3 AAC 48.420.

The filing was noticed on May 7, 1981, with a

closing date of June 8, 1981, for the submission of state-

ments in support of,or 1in opposition to, the proposed

tariff revision. As of June 8. 19»1, five statements have

been received by the Commission, four of which were also
filed with ASU as required under 3 AAC 48.090(b)(2).

Of the four properly filed statements, two from
ABSSA ratepayers (opposed) the tariff revision in its entirety;
one from a GASSA ratepayer supported the tariff revision in

its entirety; and one from an ABSSA ratepayer included a

statement of non-objection to the decrease in ERSSA and

GASSA rates, and a statement of vehement objection to the

creation of a consolidated service area and dissolution of
separate service areas.

n June 9, 1981,

a copy of which 1is attached hereto as Appendix A from the

Staff setting forth a review and analysis of ASU"s request.
Discussion

In support of its request for consolidation of

sewer service areas, ASU cites the 1980 amendment (Sec. 5,

Ch. 136, SLA 1980) to AS 42.05.391(a) which provides that:
a municipally owned utility may offer

uniform or identical ra*ee for a public

ugglity service to,customers locgtgd 1in
different areas within its certificated

service area who receive the same class

of service. Any uniform or 1identical

U-80-4(10),
Page 2

U-01-36( 1)

the Commission r* ceived a memorandum,



