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Representing utility Labor, we have attended two ACC workshops dealing with &g =

deregulation in our State. With a sense of urgency we must respond to the latest
workshop on August 18, 1996.

Without full recovery of stranded investment, the utility workers, their families, their
communities of our State will suffer great hardship. Many power plants were built in
small rural communities with the promise of a secure future. We as Labor established a
highly skilled, safe and reliable system for the generation, transmission and distribution
of electric power services. We are intelligent, hard working individuals who take great
pride in the services we provide. We are paid a fair days wage for a fair days work.
These monies are immediately reinvested in our local communities. We have mortgages,
buy groceries, entertain ourselves and contribute to the basic tax base which keep our
communities alive. If Investor-Owned. Utilities cannot recoup the investment made in
these plants/communities, the first line of cost saving measure is jobs on the low end,
Labor. This in turn has ‘trickle up’ economics. The loss of 15-20 jobs in a small

community has a decimating affect on the community, including the county and the state
as a whole.

When we as Labor sit and listen to individuals and companies from out of state discuss
the very fabric of our industry (safe, reliable power) as if it is an incidental occurrence to
the success of deregulation, we must take exception. These outsiders have true financial
benefits to be gained. We do not disagree with the concept of deregulation as long as the
workers of our state do not bear the brunt of this transition. The Corporation
Commission as policy makers must protect the people of Arizena that do nct have the
funds nor resources to lobby the Commission for their piece of this economic pie. The
Commission has a responsibility to all people of Arizona not just the business
community. We caution against full speed ahead. Pension funds, college educations, the
success of small communities and our dwindling middle class are all depending on the
commission’s ability to make decisions that benefit all of our citizens.

Sincerely,
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Representing utility Labor, we have attended two ACC workshops dealing with
deregulation in our State. With a sense of urgency we must respond to the latest
workshop on August 18, 1996.
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Without full recovery of stranded investment, the utility workers, their families, their
communities of our State will suffer great hardship. Many power plants were built in
small rural communities with the promise of a secure future. We as Labor established a
highly skilled, safe and reliable system for the generation, transmission and distribution
of electric power services. We are intelligent, hard working individuals who take great
pride in the services we provide. We are paid a fair days wage for a fair days work.
These monies are immediately reinvested in our local communities. We have mortgages,
buy groceries, entertain ourselves and contribute to the basic tax base which keep our
communities alive. If Investor-Owned Utilities cannot recoup the investment made in
these plants/communities, the first line of cost saving measure is jobs on the low end,
Labor. This in turn has ‘trickle up’ economics. The loss of 15-20 jobs in a small
community has a decimating affect on the community, including the county and the state
as a whole.

When we as Labor sit and listen to individuals and companies from out of state discuss
the very fabric of our industry (safe, reliable power) as if it is an incidental occurrence to
the success of deregulation, we must take exception. These outsiders have true financial
benefits to be gained. We do not disagree with the concept of deregulation as long as the
workers of our state do not bear the brunt of this transition. The Corporation
Commission as policy makers must protect the people of Arizona that do not have the
funds nor resources to lobby the Commission for their piece of this economic pie. The
Commission has a responsibility to all people of Arizona not just the business
community. We caution against full speed ahead. Pension funds, college educations, the
success of small communities and our dwindling middle class are all depending on the
commission’s ability to make decisions that benefit all of our citizens.
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Dear Corporation Commissioner, 2

Clean energy advocates in Arizona may be on the brink of a new frontier, re“ﬁgwable"”
energy or "green power" may be a option for residents of Arizona with the recent dégates oyer
retail electric competition. Public opinion polls have shown that Arizonans prefer rqg,ewablqn
energy, such as solar, as much as 75% over more polluting and extractive alternatlvéé of tﬁge

75% of renewable advocates, half would pay a premium to utilize renewables. In theanteres?%f
the Earth and the clean air and water of Arizona we can not trust the free market to take car@f
the environment. The deregulation procedures which are taking place right now need to focus on
the renewable component of retail electric competition, which under the right conditions can be
very advantageous to the electric consuming environmentalist and the market.

Arizona is blessed with very abundant renewable resources, primarily sun. The Arizona
Corporate Commission needs to take advantage of this moment to take a step in the positive
direction for a cleaner and more sustainable environment for generations to come. Proposed in
the Rule On Retail Electric Competition is a Solar Portfolio Standard calling for at least .5% by
Jan. 1, 1999 and 1% by Jan. 1, 2002 of power sold competitively, to come from a solar thermal or
photovoltaic source. This requirement is too low, the appropriate market share should be at least
4% and in some cases higher. There is a need to initiate a required renewable mﬁastructure in the
rules infancy, to insure its potential utilization throughout the state.

Under the proposed rule, a electric consumer in Arizona will be able to choose their
electricity supplier. While being hooked up to your existing utilities distribution wires, you will
have the ability to choose the supplier and pay separate generation, transmission, distribution, and
supporting services fees. Much the same as today's long distance telephone industry. This would
permit a "green power" supplier very easy access to the retail electric market, thus making the
way for positive change, and conscious alternatives. The environmental community also has
concerns about other provisions in the proposed rule. The topic of stranded costs is one of
concern. Passing the costs of decommissioning, such as the Palo Verde Nuclear Plant on to the
retail electric consumer is wrong and this recovery provision needs to be examined and revised so
this does not happen at any expense to the incumbent supplier. Low income programs need to be
maintained and there needs to be some discussion about the source reliability of suppliers claiming
"green power." How can a consumer be or feel confident that a renewable suppliers claim is in
fact coming from a green source.

We need to achieve greater investments in clean energy sources which minimize
environmental degradation. The environmental facets and externalities should be of main concern

in the discussion about the Arizona Corporate Comrmssmn Decision No. 59870, the proposed
rule on retail electric competltlon -

Slncerely,
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Representing utility Labor, we have attended two ACC workshops dealing wﬁh

deregulation in our State. With a sense of urgency we must respond to the lafést
workshop on August 18, 1996.
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Without full recovery of stranded investment, the utility workers, their families, their
communities of our State will suffer great hardship. Many power plants were built in
small rural communities with the promise of a secure future. We as Labor established a
highly skilled, safe and reliable system for the generation, transmission and distribution
of electric power services. We are intelligent, hard working individuals who take great
pride in the services we provide. We are paid a fair days wage for a fair days work.
These monies are immediately reinvested in our local communities. We have mortgages,
buy groceries, entertain ourselves and contribute to the basic tax base which keep our
communities alive. If Investor-Owned. Utilities cannot recoup the investment made in
these plants/communities, the first line of cost saving measure is jobs on the low end,
Labor. This in turn has ‘trickle up’ economics. The loss of 15-20 jobs in a small

community has a decimating affect on the community, including the county and the state
as a whole.

When we as Labor sit and listen to individuals and companies from out of state discuss
the very fabric of our industry (safe, reliable power) as if it is an incidental occurrence to
the success of deregulation, we must take exception. These outsiders have true financial
benefits to be gained. We do not disagree with the concept of deregulation as long as the
workers of our state do not bear the brunt of this transition. The Corporation
Commission as policy makers must protect the people of Arizona that do not have the
funds nor resources to lobby the Commission for their piece of this economic pie. The
Commission has a responsibility to all people of Arizona not just the business
community. We caution against full speed ahead. Pension funds, college educations, the
success of small communities and our dwindling middle class are all depending on the
commission’s ability to make decisions that benefit all of our citizens.

Sincerely,
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Dear Corporation Commissioner,

Clean energy advocates in Arizona may be on the brink of a new frontier, renewable
energy or "green power" may be a option for residents of Arizona with the recent debates over
retail electric competition. Public opinion polls have shown that Arizonans prefer renewable
energy, such as solar, as much as 75% over more polluting and extractive alternatives. Of these
75% of renewable advocates, half would pay a premium to utilize renewables. In the interest of
the Earth and the clean air and water of Arizona we can not trust the free market to take care of
the environment. The deregulation procedures which are taking place right now need to focus on
the renewable component of retail electric competition, which under the right conditions can be
very advantageous to the electric consuming environmentalist and the market.

Arizona is blessed with very abundant renewable resources, primarily sun. The Arizona
Corporate Commission needs to take advantage of this moment to take a step in the positive
direction for a cleaner and more sustainable environment for generations to come. Proposed in
the Rule On Retail Electric Competition is a Solar Portfolio Standard calling for at least .5% by
Jan. 1, 1999 and 1% by Jan. 1, 2002 of power sold competitively, to come from a solar thermal or
photovoltaic source. This requirement is too low, the appropriate market share should be at least
4% and in some cases higher. There is a need to initiate a required renewable mfrastructure in the
rules infancy, to insure its potential utilization throughout the state.

Under the proposed rule, a electric consumer in Arizona will be able to choose their
electricity supplier. While being hooked up to your existing utilities distribution wires, you will
have the ability to choose the supplier and pay separate generation, transmission, distribution, and
supporting services fees. Much the same as today's long distance telephone industry. This would
permit a "green power" supplier very easy access to the retail electric market, thus making the
way for positive change, and conscious alternatives. The environmental community also has
concerns about other provisions in the proposed rule. The topic of stranded costs is one of
concern. Passing the costs of decommissioning, such as the Palo Verde Nuclear Plant on to the
retail electric consumer is wrong and this recovery provision needs to be examined and revised so
this does not happen at any expense to the incumbent supplier. Low income programs need to be
maintained and there needs to be some discussion about the source reliability of suppliers claiming
"green power." How can a consumer be or feel confident that a renewable suppliers claim is in
fact coming from a green source.

We need to achieve greater investments in clean energy sources which minimize
environmental degradation. The environmental facets and externalities should be of main concern

in the discussion about the Arizona Corporate Commlssmn Decision No. 59870, the proposed
rule on retail electric competltlon ,
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