
January 17,2005 Y7 cL- 

RE: AYS L>ockec - Rate Review $25,000 power extension cap 

1 apologize for not knowing how thc Corpcmtion (~ommi!sion is structured and the 
protocol for addressing issues brought forth by the public. I bccaine aware of the $25,000 
cap on APS powor cxtcnsiow u cciuplr of y c m  ago and the problems it presented duc to 
hididduals not beitig ablc to estend yowcr to thew propertics Lvcn though their property 
was un&r/up to 2,000 fccq away. I initiated contact &e Corporation Commission nenly 1 
yew ago, s p e w  with customer scrvice rqmscntativus about the AI’S power extension 
issuc. At no rime did customer service reps of the Coqxmtiun Commisvion d e r  mc or 
notify about my options with regrttds to public advocatcs such as R.U.C.O. which could 
fizcilitatc. and present my concwns to the Corporation Commi&m. Ntmme of my 
information was made known t .  R.IJ.C.0. My sole means for presenting my concerns was 
to directly address each axntnietsioncr, and to ottcnd thc dockcr. hearing for APS. I am 
aware oE other cases where APS 1x1s used this $25,000 cap tv set  unre~liauc costs for pa-jvslte 
land owncrs 10 extmd p w r r ,  cven though dieir property lies well within the 2000 foot 
cxtension h i t .  

After the docket hemq, I took the liberty to contact all electric utility companies in Arizona 
rhar. arc crmuolled Isy thc Corporation Commission’s jurisdiction and none of them had any 
power rxr.aion caps C X C ~ ~ K  fox AI’S. 

Tn the past I faxed you a copy of Appendix D, Schedule 3 which I have cdlcd your atrctltion 
to. At the bottom of this APS schcdulc in tho lcft hand C ~ K ~ L T ,  it mads ‘‘original effective 
date: January 1, 1954” I t  ~ppeats to me that AI’S has used this page ;LY botlcr plate for their 
rate schedules shce 1954, unless you could prove otherwfse. I checked the Coipranon 
Corninksion records, ;md I am not able to secwe and investgate APS records to verify thc 
hnpact of this date, nor w a s  1 ablc to verify when the $25,0W cap came into existence. 1 feel 
this cap should be thrown out, or greatly hicreased to reflect current power extension costs, 

and to continue w rise accordngly with infladun. In the last two to thtee yeas APS has 
been using the $25,000 cap to their admtage hi order to not extend th& costs of labor md 
construction costs to bring power to individual property owners. 

sincerely, 1 

Cek 602 881-06’79 
Office: 602 841-’7127 

Mona Cotpnbon Commission 
DOCKETED 

JAN 1 8 2005 


