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allocation unless the community ex-

¢ presses a desire to keep and pay for '

i it. A community task force was

after all, maybe in Del Webb's new
aaﬁ-evacua in New River.
The Corporation Commission is

zona Corporation Commission.
The writer lives In Sun Clty.  _
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Future cq Sun City a_m_omsnmﬁ

on uni

Sun O_Q.m future nmvmsnm on
a thread of unity and civic
responsibility, a thread which
at the moment seems to be
somewhat frayed -
in spots.

As a community
without a
‘government of its
own, Sun City
counts on
quasi-public
organizations to-

OUR

VIEW

.amm_ with the -
“issues that affect the

community as a whole. Whereas-

‘incorporated cities have one
..nm:ﬁ.m- government, a city
. council, to steer their course, -
Sun City has several. In ...
.addition to the Recreation
Centers, the groups that have
‘the most influence in guiding
‘Sun City into the future are/the
"Home Owners Association and
the amxvmﬁa Association.
Several voices, when the
.speak.in harmony, can be
.powerful force, but when they
don’t agree they create a .
cacophony of discord that

1 of HOA, ._.mx.um<m-.m

 CAP allocation should be kept,

creates more problems than it

_ solves.

A good example of the _929.

- isthe Central Arizona Project

Task Force, a committee of

.|/ citizens that meets once a week
‘to try to come up with a.

recommendation to Citizens
Utilities on what to do with the
utility’s allocation of CAP water.
Both the Home Owners and the

‘Taxpayers have representatives

on the panel, and they don’t

" seem to agree on what to do.

The CAP allocation isn’t

_currently being used because

Citizens pumps Sun City’s tap
water ouf of the ground. But
even though it’s not being used

now, the allocation is costing
- Citizens a large sum of money
~every year.
The main question before the .
task force is should Citizens

keep its CAP allotment and
charge current ratepayers for it,
or should it get rid of it by

_selling it to another water

company?
The Home Owners
Association believes that the

 the groundwater supply is going

another source 2. water, Sun
. City will :885 be -a: Em:

because a few years from now-

to be exhausted, and without

and dry.

The Taxpayers Emoommaoz.
on the other hand, feels that.
current Sun Citians shouldn’t
have to pay for water that
future Sun oz_mzm will be
&E_csm

The emxvuwmnm stance, in oE.
oEEo:. is irresponsible. .

If s_m community leaders om
20 or 30 years ago had been as
short-sighted and selfish in
their decision-making, perhaps
there iozE be no Sun City :
today for the current members
of the Taxpayers Emoomwmos 8
enjoy..

It’s time for these two

‘influential organizations :.v oin

forces and do what’s right, not .
only for the Sun City of today/
but also for the Sun Q@ of J +
tomorrow.
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Peoria

By Joffry Nelson -
i The Arizona Republic : ‘
PEORIA — The first in a series of
+ Water rate increases expected over the
=§~=<n§=8§u§8<&3
- the City Council. - L
! But there will be more than just a
rate increase on water bills arriving in
customers’ mailboxes in October,
A statement will accompany each
5 . water bill, ‘explaining why the in-
s crease was needed and who is 1o )
blame for it, mainly the Legislature,
Beginning Oct. 1, residential and
-commercial customers will see their
charge for water service increase
14 percent.
The increase will raise the average
homeowner’s monthly charge for wa-

ter by $2.52, t0 $20.44 from $17.92,
according to the city, - .
The monthly charges for sewer and

trash pickup, which also appear on
customers’ water bills, will not in-

Council members “voted 5-1 .t

increase the water fee, Councilwornan -

Pat Dennis- was absent ' from the
Imeeting,

City officials say the increase” is
. needed to help comply with the state’s

Groundwater Management Act,,;which

- requires cities to’ switch from ground- -

water to surface

sources, such as the
Colorado River.. .

.Em_z,nqi. .waczaius_..mm the
city’s only source of water, . . -

+ Because the state won't help cover

“the cost of switching sources, "an
increase is needed to pay for the

distribution lines, treatment plants and.
waler storage facilities needed to
deliver, treat and store surface water.’

- Councilwoman ] Rebekah-Coty, - the =
Jone vote nmmmsm?én..iogﬂm&.

she isn’t convincéd.thecity-needs

Fate increase 1o pay for-the iriproves
menis.She said tho"city-shouldbe

"

|

OKs 14% water rate hi

able to use.cash, grants or mu_ammg

‘money. to pay for some of those

improveinents. : -

Mayor John Keegan said that if
other sources of money were avail-
able, the city ‘would be using them
instead of raising water rates; -

To make sure Peoria water custom-
ers understand who is to blame,
Keegan suggested the city put the
statement on the October water bill

_explaining that the increase is due to

an unfunded mandate imposed by
legislators. He also suggested the

‘water bill include the phone number.

to the state Capitol.
The rest of the council agreed with
his suggestion,

- According to John Wenderski,
- management. servi¢es director for the
“city, -the bulk ‘of the money. raised by

e’ watei“rate increase will_ g0 toward

“conStruction. of the" Greenway. Water

”H_,ﬁ..Sgn Plant, virmo—_ ultimately-will

e

.

allow the city to receive and trea up-
to 32 million gallons of water coming -
from Salt River Project and Central
Arizona Project allotments, .~ " ° o
The plant, to be built" at 75th=
Avenue and Greenway Road,'will cost
$34.6 million. It is to begin operating
FNA“S., _n._.. e wil RS R
- All told, the city ‘wi spend -
$85 million during the next five years
on its water system, I A
To help pay for the improvements, -
the city is projecting four more
increases -in each of the next four
Vg. t ) ? f ﬁ.,m,ﬂ
In addition to the 14 percent ‘in- -
crease this year, city water officials
say a 13.7 percent increase will be




