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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CONMISSION

OF THE STATE OF HAWAII

In the Matter of the Application of)

MAUI ELECTRIC COMPANY, LIMITED ) Docket No. 2006-0387

For Approval of Rate Increases and ) Order No. 2 3 4 9 6
Revised Rate Schedules.

ORDER

By this Order, the commission approves with

modifications the proposed Stipulated Procedural Order submitted

by MAUI ELECTRIC COMPANY, LIMITED (“MECO”) and the DEPARTMENTOF

CONNERCEAND CONSUMERAFFAIRS, DIVISION OF CONSUMERADVOCACY

(“Consumer Advocate”)’ on May 24, 2007.

I.

Background

On February 23, 2007, MECO filed an Application2

requesting approval of rate increases and revised rate schedules

and rules. Specifically, MECO requested commission approval of a

‘The Consumer Advocate is an ex officio party to this
proceeding pursuant to Hawaii Revised Statutes (“HRS”) § 269-51
and Hawaii Administrative Rules (“HAR”) § 6-61-62. MECO and the
Consumer Advocate, the sole parties to this proceeding, are
hereafter referred to as the “Parties.”

‘MECO’s Application for Approval of Rate Increases and
Revised Rate Schedules and accompanying testimonies, exhibits,
and workpapers; Verification, and Certificate of Service, filed
on February 23, 2007 (collectively, “Application”)



general rate increase under HRS § 269-16 of approximately

$18,977,000, or about 5.3%, over revenues at present rates.3

By Order No. 23370, issued by the commission on

April 16, 2007, the commission acknowledged that the filing date

of MECO’s complete Application is February 23, 2007, and directed

the Parties to submit to the commission a proposed stipulated

procedural order within thirty days from the date of that order.

Under Order No. 23370, the deadline for the Parties to

timely file their proposed Stipulated Procedural Order was

May 18, 2007. However, the Parties filed the proposed stipulated

document on May 24, 2007; thus, the Parties’ proposed Stipulated

Procedural Order was not timely. The lateness of the filing is

acknowledged by MECOin its letter dated May 22, 2007.~

3The requested increase is based on an estimated total
revenue requirement of approximately $376,285,000 for the
normalized 2007 calendar test year (based on September 1, 2006
fuel oil prices and an 8.98% rate of return on MECO’s average
rate base, including a return on common equity of 11.25%).
MECO served copies of the Application on the Consumer Advocate
and served a copy of the same on the Mayor of the County of Maui,
pursuant to HAR § 6-61-91(a) on February 23, 2007. On March 16,
2007, the Consumer Advocate filed its Statement of Position
Regarding Completeness of Application informing the commission
that it does not object to the completeness of MECO’s
Application.

4By letter dated and filed on May 22, 2007, MECO recognizes
that it did not timely file the proposed Stipulated Procedural
Order and informed the commission that it anticipates executing
the document no later than June 1, 2007.
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The Parties have not moved for an enlargement of time

claiming excusable neglect under HAR § 6-61-23 (a) (2) .~

Nonetheless, the commission finds that the issuance of a

procedural order in this docket will aid in the “just, speedy,

and inexpensive determination of [this] proceeding[,]” consistent

with HAR § 6_61_1.6 Thus, in this instance, the commission will

approve the Parties’ proposed Stipulated Procedural Order to

govern the proceedings in this docket, with the modifications

noted in the section below.

5HAR § 6-61-23 (a) (2) states in pertinent part:

Enlargement. (a) When by this chapter or by notice or by
order of the commission, any act is required or allowed to
be done at or within a specified time, the commission for
good cause shown may at any time, in its discretion:

(2) Upon motion made after the expiration of the
specified period, permit the act to be done where
the failure to act was the result of excusable
neglect [.]

HAR § 6—61—23(a) (2).

6The commission noted in Order No. 23370 that HRS § 269-16(d)
requires the commission to “make every effort to complete its
deliberations and issue its decision as expeditiously as possible
and before nine months from the date the public utility filed
its completed application[.]” ~ Order No. 23370 at 3.
The requirements of HRS § 269-16(d) were the basis for the
commission’s directive to the Parties to submit their
proposed stipulated order within thirty days of the issuance of
Order No. 23370.
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II.

Stipulated Procedural Order (as Modified)

A.

Section I — Statement of the Issues

Act 162, 2006 Session Laws of Hawaii (“Act 162”)

amended Hawaii Revised Statutes § 269-16 to provide that:

Any automatic fuel rate adjustment clause
requested by a public utility in an application
filed with the commission shall be designed, as
determined in the commission’s discretion, to:

(1) Fairly share the risk of fuel cost
changes between the public utility and
its customers;

(.2) Provide the public utility with
sufficient incentive to reasonably
manage or lower its fuel costs and
encourage greater use of renewable
energy;

(3) Allow the public uti1~ty to mitigate the
risk of sudden or frequent fuel cost
changes that cannot otherwise reasonably
be mitigated through other commercially
available means, such as through fuel
hedging contracts;

(4) Preserve, to the extent reasonably
possible, the public utility’s financial
integrity; and

(5) Minimize, to the extent reasonably
possible, the public utility’s need to
apply for frequent applications for
general rate increases to account for
the changes to its fuel costs.

The requirements of Act 162 became codified as HRS § 269-16(g).

Recently, the commission determined that relevant legislative

history of “HRS § 269-16(g) requires the commission to examine

the functioning of the utility’s fuel adjustment clause by
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December 31, 2007, or in the utility’s next general rate case,

whichever comes first.”7 Accordingly, the commission finds it

appropriate to specifically include in this docket the issue of

whether MECO’s energy cost adjustment clause (“ECAC”) complies

with the requirements of HRS § 269-16(g).

Based on the foregoing, the commission amends

Section I, Statement of the Issues, of the Parties’ proposed

Stipulated Procedural Order by inserting Issue No. 3, as follows:8

3. Whether !4ECO’s ECAC complies with the
requirements of HRS § 269-16(g).

B.

Section II — Schedule of Proceedings

The Parties detailed the schedule for the proceedings

of this docket in Section II of their proposed Stipulated

Procedural Order. At the outset, the commission notes that,

pursuant to HRS § 269-16(d), the nine-month deadline for

commission action in this docket is November 23, 2007.

However, the Parties’ proposed Schedule of Proceedings includes

seven deadlines that occur after November 23, 2007, including the

proposed dates for the evidentiary hearing. Accordingly, by

7See In re Puhi Sewer & Water Co., Inc., Proposed Decision
and Order No. 23376, Docket No. 2006-0423, filed on April 20,
2007, at 29 citing House Stand. Comm. Rpt. No. 1677-06, in 2006
House Journal, at 1710; and Conf. Comm. Rpt. No. 45, in
2006 Senate Journal, at 922, and 2006 House Journal, at 1790
(internal quotes and syntax notations deleted). By Decision and
Order No. 23412, filed on May 3, 2007, the commission adopted
Proposed Decision and Order No. 23376, filed on April 20, 2007,
as its Decision and Order in Docket No. 2006-0423.

8For all revisions herein, deletions are bracketed and
additions are underscored.
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submittal of the proposed Stipulated Procedural Order, MECO has

effectively waived commission action by November 23, 2007.

In addition, upon review of the Parties’ proposed

Schedule of Proceedings, the commission finds it appropriate to

amend Section II, Schedule of Proceedings, of the proposed

Stipulated Procedural Order by: (1) providing for the submission

of the Parties’ Joint Settlement Letter, if any, by December 3,

2007; (2) revising the date of the Prehearing Conference from

December 12, 2007, to December 4, 2007; (3) revising the dates

for the Evidentiary Hearing from December 17-19, 2007, to

December 11-13, 2007; (4) changing the filing date of the

Statement of Probable Entitlement from December 20, 2007, to

December 14, 2007; and (5) providing for the filing of the

Consumer Advocate’s Response, if any, to the Statement of

Probable Entitlement, by December 18, 2007. Therefore,

Section II, Schedule of Proceedings, of the Parties’ proposed

Stipulated Procedural Order will be amended to read as follows:

MECOApplication, Testimonies, Exhibits,
and Workpapers

February 23, 2007

Public Hearings April 24-26, 2007

Consumer Advocate Information Requests
(“IRs”) to MECO

April 2, 2007
May 21, 2007
June 22, 2007
July 24, 2007
August 20, 2007
September 10, 2007

MECOResponses to Consumer Advocate IRs

~

April 23, 2007
June 8, 2007
July 10, 2007
August 8, 2007
August 30, 2007
September 21, 2007
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Consumer Advocate Testimonies, Exhibits, October 3, 2007
and Workpapers

MECOIRs to Consumer Advocate October 5-17, 2007

Consumer Advocate Responses to MECOIRs October 17-26, 2007

Settlement Proposal Submitted to
Consumer Advocate

November 1, 2007

Settlement Discussion Between MECOand
Consumer Advocate

November 5-9, 2007

MECORebuttal Testimonies, Exhibits,
and Workpapers

November 19, 2007

Consumer Advocate Rebuttal IRs (“RIR5”)
to MECO

~~~~~~~~ 26-30, 2007

Parties Joint Settlement Letter, if any December 3, 2007

Prehearing Conference December 4, 2007

MECO Responses to Consumer Advocate RIRs December 5-10, 2007

Evidentiary Hearing December 11-13, 2007

Statement of Probable Entitlement December 14, 2007

Consumer Advocate Response, if any, to
Statement of Probable Entitlement

December 18, 2007

Simultaneous Opening Briefs by Parties 4 weeks after
Transcript

Simultaneous Reply Briefs by Parties 3 weeks after
Opening Briefs

C.

Section III — Miscellaneous Matters

Subsection E.1; Testimony, Exhibits, Workpapers,

Statement of Position, Information Requests, Responses to

Information Requests, Briefs; of this section of the Parties’

proposed Stipulated Procedural Order is amended to require the

submittal of an original and 9 copies as opposed to an original
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and 8 copies (i.e., ‘‘Original + [8] 9 copies”) of all such

materials to the commission.

III.

Orders

THE COMMISSIONORDERS:

1. The Parties’ proposed Stipulated Procedural Order

submitted on May 24, 2007, attached as Exhibit 1 to this Order,

is approved as modified herein to govern the proceedings in this

docket.

2. Section I, Statement of the Issues, of the

Parties’ proposed Stipulated Procedural Order is modified by

inserting Issue No. 3, to read as follows:

Whether MECO’s ECAC complies with the requirements
of HRS § 269—16(g).

3. Section II, Schedule of Proceedings, of the

Parties’ proposed Stipulated Procedural Order is amended to read

as follows:

MECOApplication, Testimonies, Exhibits, February 23, 2007
and Workpapers

Public Hearings April 24-26, 2007

Consumer Advocate Information Requests
(“IRs”) to MECO

April 2, 2007
May 21, 2007
June 22, 2007
July 24, 2007
August 20, 2007
September 10, 2007

MECOResponses to Consumer Advocate IRs April 23, 2007
June 8, 2007
July 10, 2007
August 8, 2007
August 30, 2007
September 21, 2007
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Consumer Advocate Testimonies, Exhibits,
and Workpapers

October 3, 2007

MECO IRs to Consumer Advocate October 5-17, 2007

Consumer Advocate Responses to MECO IRs October 17-26, 2007

Settlement Proposal Submitted to
Consumer Advocate

November 1, 2007

Settlement Discussion Between MECOand
Consumer Advocate

November 5-9, 2007

MECORebuttal Testimonies, Exhibits, .

and Workpapers
November 19, 2007

Consumer Advocate Rebuttal IRs (“RIR5”)
to MECO

November 26-30, 2007

Parties Joint Settlement Letter, if any December 3, 2007

Prehearing Conference December 4, 2007

MECOResponses to Consumer Advocate RIRs December 5-10, 2007

Evidentiary Hearing December 11-13, 2007

Statement of Probable Entitlement December 14, 2007

Consumer Advocate Response, if any, to
Statement of Probable Entitlement

December 18, 2007

Simultaneous Opening Briefs by Parties 4 weeks after
Transcript

Simultaneous Reply Briefs by Parties 3 weeks after
Opening Briefs

4. Section III.E.l; Testimony, Exhibits, Workpapers,

Statement of Position, Information Requests, Responses to

Information Requests, Briefs; of the Parties’ proposed Stipulated

Procedural Order is amended to require the. submittal of an

Original + 9 copies of all such materials to the commission.
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DONE at Honolulu, Hawaii JUN 1 9 2007

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF HAWAII

By__________
Carlito P. Caliboso, Chairman

B~~4 ~
E. Cole, Commissioner

APPROVEDAS TO FORM:

~~rC / L~-

ommission Counsel

2coo-0387eh
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BEFORETHE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OFTHE STATE OF HAWAII

• In theMatter of theApplicationof )
)

MAUI ELECTRICCOMPANY, LIMITED ) DocketNo. 2006-0387
)

For Approvalof RateIncreasesandRevised )
RateSchedulesandRules )
_____________________________________________________________________________________ )

STIPULATED PROCEDURALORDERNO.______

Filed ___________________________,2007

At _____________ o’clock_____.M.

Chief Clerkof theCommission

Exhibit 1



BEFORETHE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OFHAWAII

In theMatterof theApplicationof )
)

MAUI ELECTRIC COMPANY, LIMITED )
)

For Approvalof RateIncreasesandRevised )
RateSchedulesandRules )

)

DocketNo. 2006-0387

STIPULATED PROCEDURALORDER

Applicant Maui Electric Company,Limited (“MECO”) andtheDivision of Consumer

Advocacyof theDepartmentof CommerceandConsumerAffairs (the“ConsumerAdvocate”)

herebystipulatethat theattachedStipulatedProceduralOrderis mutuallyacceptableto each

respectiveParty.

DATED: Honolulu,Hawaii, May 24,2007.

~
Attorneyfor LANE H. TSUCHIYAMA, ESQ.
Maui Electric Company,Limited Attorneysfor

Division.of ConsumerAdvocacy
Departmentof CommerceandConsumerAffairs



BEFORETHE PUBLICUTILITIES COMMISSION

OFTHE STATEOF HAWAII

In theMatterof theApplicationof )
)

MAUI ELECTRIC COMPANY, LIMITED ) DocketNo. 2006-0387

)
ForApproval of RateIncreasesandRevised )
RateSchedulesandRules )
____________________ )

STIPULATED PROCEDURALORDER

OnFebruary23, 2007,Maui ElectricCompany,Limited (“MECO”) filed anapplication

for approvalof a generalrateincreaseandrevisedrateschedulesandrules(“Application”).

MECO servedcopiesof theApplicationon theDivision of ConsumerAdvocacy,Departmentof

CommerceandConsumerAffairs (“ConsumerAdvocate”) andtheMayorof theCountyof

Maui.

OnApril 24, 25 and26,2007,theCommissionheldpublichearingsat theMitchell

PauoleCenterin Kaunakakai,Molokai, theLihikai SchoolCafeteriain Kahului, Maui andthe

Lanai High andElementarySchoolCafeteriain Lanai City, Lanai, respectively.

OnApril 16, 2007,theCommissionissuedOrderNo. 23370which orderedthat thefiling

dateof MECO’scompleteApplication is February23, 2007anddirectedMECO andthe

ConsumerAdvocate(collectively“Parties”) to submitto theCommissiona stipulatedprocedural

orderwithin 30 daysof thedateof theorder,and thatthestipulatedproceduralordershould

includea stipulatedregulatoryschedulethat, to theextentpossible,allows theCommissionto

completeits deliberationsandissuea decisionin this proceedingby November23, 2007.



MECO andtheConsumerAdvocatehavereachedagreementon theprehearingmatters

andsubmittedaStipulatedProceduralOrderacceptableto theParties.

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS ORDEREDthat thefollowing Statementof Issues,Scheduleof

Proceedings,andproceduresshallbeutilized in this docket.

I. STATEMENT OF THE ISSUES

Theissuesin this caseare:

1. Is MECO’s proposedrateincreasereasonable?

a. Aretheproposedtariffs, rates,chargesandrulesjust andreasonable?

b. Are therevenueforecastsfor TestYear 2007at presentratesandproposed

ratesreasonable?

c. Are theprojectedoperatingexpensesfor TestYear 2007reasonable?

d. Is theprojectedratebasefor TestYear 2007reasonable,andarethe

propertiesincludedin ratebaseusedor usefulfor public utility purposes?

e. Is therequestedrateofreturnfair?

2. What is theamountof theInterim RateIncrease,if any, to which MECO is

probablyentitledunder§269-16(d)of theHawaiiRevisedStatutes?

II. SCHEDULE OF PROCEEDINGS

MECO Application, Testimonies, Exhibits and Workpapers February 23,2007

PublicHearings April 24-26,2007

ConsumerAdvocateInformationRequests(“IRs”) to MECO’ April 2, 2007
• May2l,2007

June 22 2007
July 24, 2007
August 20, 2007
September 10, 2007

Whenever possible, Parties will provide a copy of documents electronically upon request.
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MECOResponsesto CA IRs2

Consumer Advocate Testimonies,Exhibits andWorkpapers

MECO IRsto ConsumerAdvocate2

ConsumerAdvocateResponsesto MECO IRs

SettlementProposalSubmittedto ConsumerAdvocate

SettlementDiscussionbetweenMECO and Consumer
Advocate

MECO RebuttalTestimonies,Exhibits, andWorkpapers

ConsumerAdvocateRebuttalIRs (“RIRs”) to MECO2

MECO’s Responsesto ConsumerAdvocateRIRs2

PrehearingConference

EvidentiaryHearing

Statementof ProbableEntitlement

SimultaneousOpeningBriefs by Parties

SimultaneousReplyBriefs by Parties

April 23,2007
June8, 2007
July 10, 2007
August 8, 2007
August30, 2007
September21, 2007

October3, 2007

October5-17,2007

October17-26,2007

November1, 2007

November5-9,2007

November19, 2007

November26-30,2007

December5-10,2007

December12, 2007

December17-19,2007

December20, 2007

4 weeksafterTranscripts

3 weeksafterOpeningBriefs

III. MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS TO FACILITATE AND EXPEDITE

THE ORDERLY CONDUCT OF THESE PROCEEDINGS

A. R&iuests for Information

A Partyto this proceedingmaysubmitinformationrequeststo anotherPartywithin the

time schedule specified in this Stipulated Procedural Order. If a Party is unable to provide the

information requested within the prescribed time period, it should so indicate to the inquiring

Party as soon as possible.ThePartiesshall thenendeavorto agreeupon a laterdatefor
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submissionofthe requestedinformation. If thePartiesareunableto agree,therespondingParty

mayseekapprovalfor the late submissionfrom theCommissionuponashowingof goodcause.

It is thenwithin theCommission’sdiscretionto approveordisapprovesuchlate filings andtake

any additionalactionthat maybe appropriate,suchasextendingthedatefor thePartyto

respond.

In lieu of responsesto informationrequeststhatwould requirethereproductionof

voluminousdocumentsormaterials(e.g.documentsover 50 pages),thedocumentsor materials

maybemadeavailablefor reasonableinspectionandcopyingat amutually agreeabledesignated

locationandtime. In theeventsuchinformationis availableon computerdisketteor other

readilyusableelectronicmedium,thePartyrespondingto the informationrequestshallmakethe

disketteor suchelectronicmediumavailableto theotherParties,andthe Commission.Subject

to objectionsthatmaybe raisedand to theextentpracticable,the electronicfiles for spreadsheets

will containall cell referencesandformulaeintact,andwill notbe convertedto valuesprior to

submission.A Partyshallnotbe required,in aresponseto an informationrequest,to provide

datathat is/arealreadyon file with theCommissionor otherwisepart ofthepublic record,or that

maybestipulatedto pursuantto PartD, infra. TherespondingPartyshall, in lieu ofproduction

of a documentin thepublic record,includein its responseto theinformationrequestan

identificationof thedocumentwith reasonablespecificitysufficient to enabletherequesting

Partyto locateandcopy thedocument.In addition,aPartyshall not berequired,in a responseto

an informationrequest,to makecomputations,computeratios,reclassify,trend,calculate,or

otherwisereworkdatacontainedin its filesor records.

For eachresponseto an information request,therespondingPartyshouldidentify the

personwho is responsiblefor preparingtheresponseaswell asthewitnesseswho will be
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responsiblefor sponsoringtheresponseat theevidentiaryhearing.

A Partymayobjectto respondingto an informationrequestthat it deemsto be irrelevant,

immaterial,undulyburdensome,onerousorrepetitious,orwheretheresponsecontains

informationclaimedto beprivilegedorsubjectto protection(confidentialinformation). If a

Partyclaimsthatinformationrequestedis confidential,andwithholdsproductionof all or a

portionof suchconfidential information,thePartyshall: (1) provideinformationreasonably

sufficientto identify theconfidentialinformationwithheld from theresponse,withoutdisclosing

privilegedorprotectedinformation; (2) statethebasisfor withholdingtheconfidential

information(including,butnot limited to, thespecificprivilegeapplicableor protectionclaimed

for theconfidentialinformationandthespecificharmthat would befall thePartyif the

informationwere disclosed);and(3) statewhetherthePartyis willing to providetheconfidential

informationto someor all representativesof thePartypursuantto a protectiveorder.

A Partyseekingproductionof documentsnotwithstandinga Party’sclaim of

confidentiality,mayfile amotion to compelproductionwith theCommission.

The responsesof eachPartyto informationrequestsshalladhereto auniform systemof

numberingagreeduponby theParties. For example,thefirst informationrequestsubmittedby

theConsumerAdvocatein this docketshallbereferredto anddesignatedas “CA-IR-l,” and a

responseto this informationrequestshall be referredto and designatedas“Responseto

CA-W-1

Eachresponseshall be providedon a separatepageand shallrecitetheentire question

askedandset forth theresponseand/orreferencetheattachedresponsivedocument.

B. Witnesses

Witnessessubmittingwritten testimonyandexhibitsshall be madeavailablefor cross-

examinationat theevidentiaryhearing.Witnessesshouldfile theworkpapersusedin preparing
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the evidence they sponsorat thetime theysubmittheirtestimonyandexhibits (statementof

position)andhavesuchworkpapersavailableat theevidentiaryhearing.Witnesseswill notbe

permittedto readprefiledwritten testimonyattheevidentiaryhearings.

At theevidentiaryhearing,eachwitnessmaygive a brief oral summaryof thewritten

testimonyandexhibits andshallsummarizethe issuesraisedby suchtestimonyor statementof

position. Eachwitnessrepresentativeshallbesubjectto cross-examinationfor both direct and

rebuttaltestimonyandexhibits orstatementof position.

ThePartiesshallcooperateto accommodatetheschedulesof mainlandwitnessesandwill

inform theCommissionin advanceof any schedulingdifficulties with respectto suchwitnesses.

If a Partyhasan objectionto atimely requestto schedulea mainlandwitnessin advanceof other

witnesses,thePartyshallmakea timely objectionto theCommission.ThePartieswill make

theirbesteffort to accommodatetheschedulesof mainlandwitnessesby coordinatingtheir

appearanceat theevidentiaryhearing.

C. Form of PreparedTestimony

All prepared testimony, including text and exhibits, shall bepreparedin written form on

8-1/2” x 11” paper with line numbers and page numbers, and shall be served on the dates

designated in the Schedule of Proceedings.

EachPartyshall bepermittedto follow its own numberingsystemfor writtentestimony

andexhibits,providedthat thenumberingsystemutilized is consistentandis clearly

understandable.EachPartyshallpreparea list of its exhibitsby exhibitnumbersandtitles.

ThePartiesshallbepermittedto makerevisionsto exhibitsafterthedesignateddates

appearingin theScheduleof Proceedings.Revisionsshallbearappropriaterevisiondates.

However,revisionsor additionsthat do morethancorrecttypographicalerrors,updatefacts,or
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give numericalcomparisonsof thepositionstakenby theParties,shallnot besubmittedexcept

with theapprovalof the Commission.

Generally,exhibitsshouldincludeappropriatefootnotes,or narrativesinsertedin the

relatedtestimony,settingforth thesourcesof the informationusedandexplainingthemethods

employedin makingstatisticalcompilationsorestimates.

D. Matters ofPublic Record

To reduceunnecessaryreproductionof documentsandto facilitatetheseproceedings,

identifiedmattersof public recordshallbe admissiblein this proceedingwithout thenecessityof

reproducingeachdocument;providedthat thedocumentto be admittedis clearly identifiedby

referenceto theplaceofpublication, file or docketnumber,and theidentifieddocumentis

availablefor inspectionby theCommissionandtheParties;andfurtherprovidedthatanyParty

hastheright to explain,qualify orconductexaminationwith respectto the identifieddocument.

TheCommissioncanrule on whetherthe identified documentcanbeadmittedinto evidence

whena Partyprofferssuchdocumentfor admissionasevidencein this case.

From time to time, thePartiesmayenterinto stipulationsthatsuchdocuments,or any

portionof suchdocuments,maybeintroducedinto evidencein this case.

E. Copies of Testimony, Exhibits and Information Requests

1. Testimony, Exhibits, Workpapers, Statement ofPosition,InformationReQuests,
Responsesto InformationReciuests.Briefs:

Commission Original+ 8 copies
MECO 3 copies
ConsumerAdvocate 6 copies

2. All pleadings,briefs andotherdocumentsrequiredto be filed with the

Commissionshall comply with theformattingrequirementsprescribedpursuantto Chapter61,
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Subchapter2, Section6-61-16of theCommission’sRulesofPracticeandProcedureandshallbe

filed attheoffice of theCommissionin Honoluluwithin thetime limit prescribedpursuantto

Chapter61, Subchapter2, Section6-61-15oftheCommission’sRulesof PracticeandProcedure.

3. Copiesof all filings, informationrequestsandinformationrequestresponses

should besent to thePartiesby handdeliveryor UnitedStatesmail (first class,postageprepaid).

In addition,if available,all Partiesshallprovidecopiesof theirfilings, informationrequestsand

informationrequestresponsesto theotherPartiesvia disketteor e-mail in a standardelectronic

formatthatis readilyavailableby theParties.ThePartiesagreeto useWord 97,Word 2000or

Word 2003 asthestandardprogrammingformatfor filings in this case.However,if workpapers,

documentation,or exhibits attachedto anyfiling arenotreadilyavailablein an electronicformat,

a Partyshallnotbe requiredto convertsuchworkpapers,documentation,orexhibits into an

electronicformat. Also, existingdocumentsproducedin responseto requestsneednot be

convertedto Word 97/Word2000/Word2003aslong asthe applicableformatis identified. In

the eventa copyof a filing, informationrequestor informationrequestresponseis deliveredto a

Partyvia disketteor e-mail,unlessotherwiseagreedto by suchParty,the samenumberof copies

of suchfiling, information requestor informationrequestresponsemuststill bedeliveredto such

Partyby handdeliveryorUnitedStatesmail (first class,postageprepaid)asprovidedin Parts

F.l above.

F. Order of Examination at the Evidentiary Hearing

Pursuant to Chapter 61, Subchapter 3, Section 6-61-3 1, of the Commission’s Rules of

PracticeandProcedure,MECO’s witnessesshall openwith its directcase.TheConsumer

Advocate’sdirect caseshall bepresentedafterMECO’s direct case. MECOshall closewith its

rebuttalcase.
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Examinationof any witnessshall be limited to oneattorneyorrepresentativefor aParty.

ThePartiesshallavoidduplicativeorrepetitiouscross-examination.Friendlycross-examination

will notbe allowed. Cross-examinationshallbe limited to witnesseswhosetestimonyis adverse

to thePartydesiringto cross-examine.Recross-examinationshall be limited to theextentof

materialcoveredin redirectexaminationunlessotherwisepermittedby theCommission.

G. Communications

Chapter61, Subchapter3, Section6-61-29of theCommission’sRulesof Practiceand

Procedureconcerningex partecommunicationsis applicableto any communicationsbetweena

PartyandtheCommission.However,thePartiesmaycommunicatewith Commissioncounsel

on mattersof practiceandprocedurethroughtheirown counselor designatedofficial.

CommunicationsbetweenthePartiesshouldeitherbethroughcounselor through

designatedrepresentatives.All pleadings,papers,and otherdocumentsfiled in this proceeding

shallbe servedon theopposingParty. All motions,supportingmemoranda,andthe like shall

alsobe servedon opposingcounsel.

H. General

These procedures areconsistentwith the orderlyconductof this docket. This Stipulated

ProceduralOrdershallcontrolthesubsequentcourseoftheseproceedings,unlessmodifiedby

thePartiesin writing andapprovedby theCommission,orupontheCommission’sown motion.

This StipulatedProceduralOrdermaybe executedby thePartiesin counterparts,eachof

whichshallbe deemedan original, andall of whichtakentogethershall constituteoneand the

sameinstrument. ThePartiesmayexecutethis StipulatedProceduralOrderby facsimilefor

initial submissionto theCommissionto be followedby thefiling of originalsof saidfacsimile

pages.
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DONE atHonolulu,Hawaii, this ___________ day of—

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OFTHE STATE OFHAWAII

,2007.

By

By

CarlitoP.Caliboso,Chairman

JohnE. Cole,Commissioner

APPROVEDAS TO FORM:

By
Ji SookKim
CommissionCounsel
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CERTIFICATEOFSERVICE

I herebycertify thatI have this date served acopyof theforegoingStipulatedProcedural

OrderNo. ___________________ uponthefollowing Parties,by causinga copy hereofto be

mailed,postageprepaid,andproperlyaddressedto eachsuchParty.

DEPARTMENTOF COMMERCEAND CONSUMERAFFAIRS
DIVISION OF CONSUMERADVOCACY
335 MerchantStreet,Room326
Honolulu,Hawaii 96813

EDWARDL. REINHARDT
PRESIDENT
MAUI ELECTRIC COMPANY, LIMITED
P.O. Box 398
Kahului,Hawaii 96733-6898•

DEAN K. MATSUURA
DIRECTOR-REGULATORYAFFAIRS
HAWAIIAN ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC.
P. 0. Box 2750
Honolulu, Hawaii 96840-0001

PETERY. KIKUTA
GOODSILLANDERSONQUINN & STIFEL
1800Alii Place
1099 Alakea Street
Honolulu,Hawaii 96813

KarenHigashi

DATED:



• CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have this date served a copy of the

foregoing Order No. 2 3 4 9 6 upon the following parties, by

causing a copy hereof to be mailed, postage prepaid, and properly

addressedto each such party.

CATHERINE P. AWAKUNI
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
DEPARTMENTOF COMMERCEAND CONSUMERAFFAIRS
DIVISION OF CONSUMERADVOCACY
P.O. Box 541
Honolulu, HI 96809

EDWARDL. REINHARDT
PRESIDENT
MAUI ELECTRIC COMPANY, LIMITED
P.O. Box 398
Kahului, HI 96733—6898

DEAN K. MATSUURA
DIRECTOR
REGULATORYAFFAIRS
HAWAIIAN ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC.
P.O. Box 2750
Honolulu, HI 96840—0001

PETER Y. KIKUTA, ESQ.
GOODSILL ANDERSONQUINN & STIFEL
1800 Alii Place
1099 Alakea Street
Honolulu, HI 96813

Counsel for MAUI ELECTRIC COMPANY, LIMITED

Jw~21J ~h~i~C
• Karen Hi~shi

DATED: JUN 19 2007


