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Mr. J e ffrey Crocke tt
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One Arizona Center
400 East Van Buren
P hoenix, Arizona  85004
Attorneys for Arizona  Public Service  Company
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Mr. Thomas H. Campbell
Mr. Micha e l T. He lle r
Lewis  and Rock, LLP
40 North Centra l Avenue, Suite  1900
P hoenix, Arizona  85004
Attorneys for Verizon Ca lifornia , Inc.

In the  Matte r of Arizona  Public Service  Company and Verizon California , Inc.'s  Joint Pe tition for
the  Establishment of an Underground Conversion Service  Area , Docket Nos. E-01345A-07-0-63
and T-01846B-07-0663

Dear Sirs:

Enclosed please find copies of the correspondence in the above-referenced matter received by the Arizona
Corporation Commission ("Commission") since my letter on February 12, 2008. As noted in my prior
letters, this correspondence may also be viewed electronically by using the e-Docket function on the
Commission website (http://www.azcc.gov/).

S ince re ly,
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S a ra h N. Ha rpring
Adm inis tra tive  La w J udge
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Enclos ure
c c :
Mr .  C h r is to p h e r  Ke e le y
Ms .  Ro b in  Mitc h e ll
Mr. Erne s t G . J ohns on
Docke t Con tro l
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February 14, 2008

Arizona  Corpora tion Commiss ion
Attn: Judge  Sa ra h Ha rpring
1200 W. Washington Stree t
Phoe nix. AZ 85007

9xHi..7QlllA( FQ ,.(*

Re : Docke t No. E-ol 345A-07-0663. T-01846B-07-0663

S te ve  Be nton & De lia  Alva ra do H/W JT
2948 S . Noble  Vie w Drive
Parke r. Arizona  85344
(928) 667-3366

Pa rce l No. 310-32-035A

Dear Judge  Harping

Iwis very impressed in the matter in which you conducted the hearing. It was obvious
that you had a genuine concern for the homeowner's who could not afford these huge
assessments. I also got the impression that you are aware of the fact that there appears to
be more going on here than that meets the eye and possibly some shady dealings have
been happening to get this prob et as far as it has gotten today

Iwis shocked to learn at the hearing that $30,520 was not my total bill. I knew
nothing of these additional costs until the day of die hearing. Shave since found out that
my additional cost is $6,500 bringing my total cost to $37,020. Thirty-Seven-Thousand
Twenty-Dollars is considerably higher than the annual salary for someone who works in
the Parker area

Concerning the  Homeowners  Associa tion a t Hillcre s t Bay I have  the  following ques tions

1. Why were they allowed to use property that the association owns to count as
'yes" votes? LE 'T}I¢J /v<)T mu FA( fl 'TO 'TIWJK 8 ? \LS M110 V<»'1Eo n O

2. I don't understand how the petition that was circulated and gathered§r the "yes
votes on this project could be fair or legal. The reason I mention this is because
the homeowners signing the petition did so with huge differences in financial
responsibility. If the costs were split evenly amongst everyone and then a petition
was circulated, then everyone would be signing up for the same financial
obligation. Which leads me to my next question. Idealize these costs range from
as low as $4,500 to as high of over $30,000. We have all been told that this was
based on the square footage of our property but if you look at the attached
information this does not make sense. §E5_- ATI 9<357
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3. unde rs tand the  origina l deve lope r of Hillcre s t Bay (Max Dunlap) dug the
trenches  for the  underground utilitie s  and a fte r a  s torm had pa rtia lly filled the
trenches  with debris  he  went out and dug the  trenches  a  second time . Origina l
prope rty owne rs  we re  told tha t the  utilitie s  would be  unde rground. Even a fte r a ll
Max Dunlap's  e fforts  to dig the  trenches  the  utility companies  opted to put them
above  ground in die  beginning and dies  was supposed to be  temporary. Are  we
not be ing forced to pay for a  mis take  by the  utility companies  back to the
beginning of the  deve lopment of Hillcre s t Bay? wrote  to Ma x Dunla p
concerning this  issue  and have a ttached the  le tter I received in re tLu'n.

4. How we re  the y a ble  to pa y Ale x Rome ro $22,000 of our mone y to wa lk a round
our ne ighborhood to de te rmine  individua l property owners  cos t?

a . Espe cia lly whe n the  I-Iorne owne r's  Associa tion By-La ws  prohibit you
from spending any more  tha t $9,000 on any one  project. I a lso cannot find
in the  minutes  of the  annual meeting where  there  was any vote  or approva l
of this  money.

5. Why was  Alex Romero pa id $1,000 of our money to appea r in court on Janua ry
18, 2008?

a . Who a uthorize d this ?

6. Why did the Homeowners Association in their minutes of the 2005 annual
meeting state that it would be $5-6 dmousand per lot?

a . Obvious ly this  wa s  incorre ct.

7. Did the Homeowners Association include the square footage of the properly
owned by La Paz County or did they omit this piece of property so that their
square footage totals would come out in their favor?

Ican'tprove this butt 'there was an audit
done on the Homeowners Association that there has been some misuse of the
homeowners dues.

It seems very unfair that our own money is being used against those of us who cannot
afford this project. We have all been told from the beginning of this project that our costs
were based on the square footage of our property. But if you will look at the list the
numbers do not reflect that. Please see attached list.

As embarrassing as this is to admit to you my net take home pay is less than $1,400 per
month. How can I possibly afford to pay $37,020 on that income? See my attached pay
stubs. I have had many restless nights to the point of making myself sick worrying about
the decision that is upcoming and how I will be able to deal with it. Since I did not
receive the information about my "Total Costs" and I have found at least one odder
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person tha t did not rece ive  this  a s  we ll, How a re  we  sure  tha t a ll the  homeowners
rece ived a ll the  information tha t they were  supposed to rece ive  concerning this  project
s ince  there  was nothing in place  tha t required a  person to s ign anything tha t would prove
tha t they rece ived aNs important information.

I would dunk the re  would be  a  cap or limit of some  kind a s  to how badly you could hurt
someone  financia lly. I be lieve  tha t $37,020 is  an unbearable  amount of money for
someone  to handle . I am begging you to please  have  compassion for those  of us  tha t who
cannot a fford this  prob e t.

S ince re ly,

S teve  Benton

Enclosures

Sb/js
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La Pa; County

I -me s. Jcaslwua Avenue

8 Parizer, As 85344=40809

SUREPAY DIRECT DEPOSIT RECEEFT PAY QAYE; §̀2:'2882987
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TDTAL DIRECT DEPOSIT NET PAY:

***Six Husvslred Eighty Five and 281'lGG*** Dollars $58529
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PARER, AZ 85344
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La Paz County
-Hoe S. Joshua Avenue
Parker, AZ 85344-0000

SUREPAY DlRECT DEPOSIT REC:EZPT
PAY DATE: 1818908

PAYR6LL

TOTAL DIRECT oeposxT NET PAY:

*"Six Hundred Ninety and 89/100"** Dollars
$590.89

BENTON I STEVE L

2948 NDQBLE ViEW DRIVE

PARKER, AZ 85344

NOT n Nt8GOTtABLE

La Paz County 1108 s. Joshua Avenue Parker, Az 85344-0000
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LOT COS T

35A

SQ FT.

'7,8'i8./48 33f3,520,9l
1

SA
33
43A
45A
56A
60A
68A
71 A
94A
118A
132A
135A
180A
183A
186A
195A
199
200
213
216A
242A
247A
248
253
267A
273

8,399.61
9,045.37
©~r,96€.65
8,285.65
8,321.88
8,877.37
,183.72

8,183.72
8,216.44
7,875.52
8,159.78
8,159.78
10,i99.76
8,721 .47
11.039.74
19,799.74
£0.15736
9,391.82
8,658.19
9,741.29
10,4792
1359793
22,143.16
10,264.02
9,893.45
10,039.86

s 937593
312,562.38
3 9,764.44
$10,262.11
$I4,603.°?'4
310,854.43
310,634.23
315,490.21
319,738.92
$10,380.4~2
$18,596.15
Si1,186.35
312,155.84
SI3,855.47
$15,957.72
3372943.64
312,269.45
$13,352.27
339,726.37
312,997.36
$15,555.82
$87,767.82
$27,315.62
384,186.37
$12,555.41
$11,245.i9

1

1
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ATTGRNEYS AT LAW'
i

P. A.
THIRD FLOD9 CArE LB/*ACK ESPLANAEE 1¥
2525 EAST CAMEL8ACK ROAD
PHGENIX. AQIZQNA 85916-9340

TELEPHONE: (502) :as-arson
(682) 255-91413

genes-8l@1blaw,com
W\Apw lbl&wcc¥T1

F#-G8iMiL'-52

PAMELA L. KXNGSLEY
A'rroRnEv AT LAW
mR5cr LINE: (682)255-60.lS
plk@!blaw.Gorn

MARK s, Bosch
MICHAEL A. BOSCO. JR.
LANG:-: R. BRQBERG
J. JAMES CHRISTIAN
ELIZABETH A. CORASISITI
DORIANL  suns
ANDRE\VM. ELL!S
WILLXAMH. FINNEGAN
BETH A.HEATH
CHAD A. HESTER
RICHARD c. HIMELRICK
TABITHA A. JECMEN
CHRISTOPHERR. KAUP
ROBERT v- KERRICK
PAMELA L. xxxcsuzv
LEONARD J. MARK

J. LAWRENCE :»1¢c4;m\uLE\
LEONARD J. McDONALD
FRANK R. MEAD
TRACY S. MOREHOUSE
KE\»'ln P. NELSON
RICHARD F. oxzv
SALVADOR UNCARO
we cnuex GSTLUND
JAMES E. FADISH
ALExis~am:n POULQS
ROBERT A. ROYAL
JEFFREY A. SANDELL
WILLIAM 1. SIMON
MlCHAEL E. TIFFANY
KELLIE N. WELLS

February 12, 2008

Fife NG. 1-$554-(30 i

Steve Benton
2948 Noble View Drive
Parker, Arizona 85344-8171

Steve Bentcan(E_ersonaI and Confidential)
EMERALD CANYON GOLF COURSE
7351 Riverside Drive
Parker, Arizona 85344

Re: Hillcrest Bay Mobile Home Park/Underground Utilities

Dear Mr. Benton:

This firm and I represent Hillcrest Water Company and Arizona Western Land and
Bevelopment Co, Hillcrest Water Company has received your letter of January 29, 2008, addressed to
Mr. lwiex Dunlap. We have been asked to submit this letter in response, and Mr. Dunlap has approved
the content of this letter.

Sometime in 1968 or 1969, Arizona Western Land and Development Co. purchased the
property upon which your home is located in the Hillcrest Bay Subdivision. it was one of several
developments that were created over a period in successive order, one development at a time, going
"up the river."

As to the Hillcrest Bay Subdivision, APS was responsible tar the perter. Aithsugh Arizona
Western Land and Development did dig trenches and did have to repeat the precess because Qr certain
conditions, its primary goal was to allow water to be pumped frcfm the river up the hill to a water tank
for ultimate distribution to the various lots.

'Ì i}"F'.\¥*¥\̀  84}§()S('(). ¥'..\. as A uemeen as use A WO9LOWH?E NETWDWK GF lnaevawoemf LEaAL Ana AG€:DtJN'FSNG Firms.

361774.DOC
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Steve Bantam
February IZ, 2088
Page 7

Arizona Western Land and Development sold the property, as is. At the time it did so, the
water and power were as is. And, there are no documents or other information that my client has in its
possession or could create (as in the form of the requested letter) that might be of benefit. Were it so,
my client word be glad to accommodate. There just is nothing it can proffer.

Nonetheless, both Hillcrest Water Company and Arizona Western Land and Development wish
you well in your endeavor. Their principals have heard bits and pieces about this matter. But the cost
they thought might be the potential hit for each owner was $3,000.00 - nowhere close to the $8 million
total mentioned in your letter. If this does not work out to be a complete success for you and your
neighbors, my clients and I hope that the number made known to the principals is closer to the ultimate
outcome. Best of luck..

Va truly yours,

Pamela L. Kingsley

PLK.:sdh
Hi iicrvst Water Company
Arizona Wcstcm Land and Development Co.

cc:

I

36I774,Doc
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Donald A, Anderson
Roberta A. Anderson

Donald A. Anderson
1143 Sharon Road
Santa Ana, CA 92706
(714) 547-6061
Parcel number: 310-32-138

916 Crystal View Drive
Parker, AZ

My wife and I would like to rescind our "yes" votes and our signatures for Hillcrest Bay
underground utilities. At time of signing the petition we did not realize the substantial
cost and burden it would cause homeowners of Hillcrest Bay.

Arizona Corporation Commission
Attn: Judge Sarah Harping
1200 W. Washington Street
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Tha nk you,

February 11, 2008

Subject: Docket # E-01345A-07-0663
# T-01846B-07-0663
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ACC DOCKET CO

PHOENIX,CA.85007

1200 W WASHINGTON STREET
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ALFRED BEAUVAIS

5318 ELKCOURT

FONTANA,CA. 92336

909 463 6656

PARCEL NUMBER310-32-100 DOCKET NUMBER E-10345A-07-0663

DOCKET NUMBER T-01846B-07-0663

To whom it may concern,

I have been a very against this project since its inception. I have questioned APS about why

there has been no maintenance on our poles since purchasing my lot in 1989. My concerns about the

power lines drooping way past the legal statute have not been resolved. The response given to me has

always been "we will put poles in front of your place that may block your view." As we all know,

property values are higher if there is a complimentary view. We are being threatened with poles in

front if we do not go through with this project. Attached are some of the many one sided documents

that were given to most of the Hillcrest bay owners regarding these very threats.

In addition, I asked the board on four occasions why only board members had been allowed to

post favored opinions on the home owner's web site and no opposing opinions were allowed to be

posted. When finally allowed access to the home owners website, my opposing opinion was given an

editorial comment at the bottom. In the following days an non-home ownerwas allowed to post a

favored comment criticizing my letter.

Unable to obtain a response from the Assessors office, I began questioning the accuracy of the

original votes for underground utilities with Cliff Eddy, our councilman, in March of 2006 with regards to

the inaccurate assessor sheets and the total amount of votes that were received. My concern was that

the Assessors plot sheet did not match the actual votes. Permission to review items at the Assessors

office fell on deaf ears as the attached emails to the Assessors office, board members, and Cliff Eddy will

show. There were parcels left out of the voting process and parcels included that should not have been

included. Many inaccuracies were addressed in my conversations and emails to Cliff Eddy. Some

examples are lot 310-32-274, the parcel assigned to the water company and a parcel used strictly for

trash collection that is located on a National Reserve lot. How can these lots equal votes on

H

L
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underground utilities? I was also very concerned when I called Robin Ellef, Verizon engineer , to find out

the status of processed votes and was told D.L Wilson the Regional Manager for Aps, was counting the

votes. This is a serious conflict of interest for all Hillcrest Bay home owners.

You are correct in your concern when the homeowners were told by board members and

outside individuals working for the board members to "just sign the petition it does not mean anything.

It is just to get our $28,000 engineering fee back and you can cancel your vote at any time." Attached is

a letter from a another concerned home owner that points out the actual facts that occurred.

Homeowners have been flooded with this inaccurate information. We have been approached at our

residences, by mail, by phone, and personal face to face contact as well as homeowner meetings. One

additional concern at a member meeting was why weren't the voting petitions sent out certified or at

least delivery conformation? I was told we don't do it that way. l even volunteered to pay for the

postage just to get an accurate and legal count.

Another question posed to the board and D.L.wilson is why are all of the lot prices so extremely

different. Their answer is not backed up by any engineering information just stated that the lots all have

different problems. On December 27 I received a notice stating an error was made and a corrected cost

sheet reducing my expense down to $8,179.13. was provided. This did not include the S4000. I have to

pay for a new 200 amp panel that I not only don't want but don't need. Why is my lot, that is identical in

square footage to18 other lots (from lots 310-32-082 to lot 310 32 100), different in cost? For example

lot 310-32-100 is $3000.00 higher than the majority. It appears that I am being charged for the panel

that I do not want in my front yard.

ln1989, Iwas not handicapped and able to pay these fees. Not any longer. These fees will

become a great hardship to myself and many of the residents who also find themselves on a fixed

income. Unfortunately these residents have not responded fearing retribution for their opposing

opinions. With the current state of the economy and all the price reductions of homes across the

country, this is the worst time to undertake a change that will become a financial burden to the

homeowners of Hillcrest Bay with no increase in property value. l object very soundly to the way this

was handled and believe this was a corrupted voting process. A new vote should be sent out by a

neutral entity along with an accurate review of all parcels in Hillcrest Bay.

Alfred Beauvais
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AL BEAUVAIS

From:
To:
Cc:
Sent:
Subject:

"Clifford Eddy" <ce<!ey@cs.Ia-paz.az.us>
"AL BEAWAIS" <arkwork@verizon.net>
"Clifford Eddy" <cedey@co.ta-paz.az.us>
Thursday, March 09, 2006 12:14 PM
Re; Hillcrest bay

Al Beauvais
I understand there are many who are concerned about the formation and expense of this district but the
Board of Supervisors does not get to take sides. The action that was taken at Mondays meeting was to
receive the petitions and start the clock ticking as the state statues require. All signatures will be
verified. The next step is the posting along the streets of a notice of hearing. There will be a public hear
the first Monday of May to confirm if there is sufficient signatures. If yes then there will be a vote by
all the citizens in the proposed district. If there are not enough qualified signatures then the process
stops.

There are many steps to safeguard the rights of all and if you would like more detail of all the steps I
can get you a copy _
If would like to talk or have further info call or email.

Cliff Edey
928 669-6115

On Mar 8, 2006, at 9:34 PM, AL BEAUVAIS wrote:

J

. F

r

r

MR Eddy
i am very concerned that we are moving forward without verilllirig signatures on the peons for the under ground projeczl thought we
had made it very clear that these petions are to be verified before submission las an off the car revision for signamres that was
requested by you folks and it appears ihatwe are going to WM a half hazard approach b submitting these applications without
signature verification and lot ownership veriticeition which i can assure you is inconreal received the notice in todays mail that you
were having a meeting yesterday on these items.This seems to be the boards mode of operation{ keep them in Me dark} I can
assure you they if this goes forward on a half hazard basis and the board does not notify the park lot owners of the status of the
utilities with an HON EST review I win be Bing a cease and desist order.You represent al the members and I demand to see an
honest roll count of the signatures and not as the car were done.
regards al Beauvais

\

3/9;'2_006
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AL BEAUVAIS

From:
To:
Cc:
Sent:
Subject:

"John Sears" <jisears@cox.net>
<arkwork@verizon.r\et>
"bob strong" <tan!enviro@aoI.oom>
Thursday, March 09, 2006 8:20 PM
Hillcrest Bay

Thank you for your interest in Hillcrest Bay.
The board appreciates your concerns and we encourage you to attend the monthly Homeowners meetings. The
petitions for establishing an Underground Utilities District are controlled by State of Arizona statutes. The petitions
have been submitted to the county for their verification per state requirements.

As to the CC&R's, every signature was important, each had to be notarized and it took the
board two years to collect the required amount through hard work. Your signature would have
been welcomed. Please attend
the yearly general meeting, they are held for everyone.

Or you would have signed at the yearly general meeting.

Thanks again for your interest.
John sears.........for the board

Subj: request for review
Date: 3/8/2006 8:47:00 PM Padraic Standard time
From: arkwQ&@;/e@ln.nQt
To: ianter1virQ@aQ com
I have requested from MR. Eddy that a lot verification signature verification and count at petitions be accurately
done As i assured him if this is not done for correctness and accuracy that I will be filling a cease and desist order
until it is done enjoyed the February letter of utility update that came in the mall today and the meeting with the
supervisors meeting a day before.When the ccrs were submitted for vote last year my name was not on the
owners resubmission list that was given to the countyso we are going to proceed as we should folks in a legal and
straight forward fashion.

3/9/2006
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AL BEAUVAIS

From:
To:
Sent:
Subject:

"AL BEALJVAIS" <arkwork@verizon.net>
<tantenviro@aoLcom>
Saturday, March 'H , 2006 18134 AM
Fw: hi thanks

Original Message --
From: AL BEAUVA\S
To:
Sent: Saturday, March it, 2006 10:33 AM
Subject: hi thanks

9.d~8Y§:[itf{ér13.t$Q3pe_.n8t

hi diff thanks for the response but it stitch appears vague in the areas of aciualsl asked for a count of actual
petitions versus ratios required I did receive the assessors statement which is very inaocuratejot #272 is owned
by Hillcrest bay but counted in footage lot 273 is an easement for content which was oounted.iot 249 is owned by
hilicrest bay which was counted(went to school with john he passed.away)tot 57 no deed on file this lot doesn't
exist.tract b was included which is the water company propertyand tract a which doesn't exist.So this is my
dilemma we are running ratios against inaccurate recorders info I think this is how folks attempt slime things
trough.whets the next step again id like to see the petion signers is this public info or is a subpoena needed.as for
the assessors inaccurate info how do we approach that which is a sample portion of errors.thanks at

4*

s- Sn §/2006
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AL BEAUVAIS

From:
To:
Sent:
Subject:

"AL BEAUVAIS" <arkwork@verizon.net>
<cedey@co.la-paz.az.us>
Monday, March 20, 2006 5:89 PM
mr eddy

Hi thanks for the documents you sent on the utility declaration.l have not received a reply to our last email nor
from the assessor on reviewing the petitions. Afso I was under the impression that 50 petitions were submitted
from memo dated 2/1 C/2008. but on review of the board minutes there appears to be 132.az 48-620 states that
petitions are publish record What is the best way to view the copies of petition. Also I have not seen a posting of
the passage of resolution in the public notice (ors 48-578}.l assume you the herald for that purpose. would
appreciate your response. regards al Beauvais

3/20/2006
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AL BEAUVAIS

From:
To:
Cc:
Sent:
Subject:

"Clifford Eden" <cedey@coJa-paz.az.us>
"AL BEAWAIS" <arkwork@verizon.net>
"Clifford Eddy" <oedey@co.la-paz.az.us>
Tuesday, March 21, 2006 10:00 MM
Re: mr eddy

AL
I thought that your last email would be answered by the assessor. If you contact the BOS (928 669-
6115) office and request the petitions they will provide them. I did look at the lots that you were
concerned about. I do not know if they should be counted or not so to be safe they were pulled to see
what the results would be without them. With all the lots that you were concerned about removed from
the signature list, there was still a yes vote of 56%. We have had several people call concerned that their
property had been signed for but under all cases those lots did not have a signature. If you have any
other concerns please let me know.

CliffEdey

Gn Ma r 20, 2006, a t 6:09 P M AL BEAUVAIS  wro te :

Hi thanks for the documents you sent on the utility decleratiornl have not received a reply to our last email nor from the assessor on
reviewing the petitions. Also I was under the impression that50 petitions Vere subtitled from memo dated 2/10/2006. but on review
of the board minutes there appears to be t32.az 48-620 states that petitions are publish record What is the best may to view the
copies of petition. Also I have not seen a posting of the passage of resolution in the public notice (ors 48-578}.1 assume you the
herald for that purpose. would appreciate your response. regards al beeuvais

3/'22/2006
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AL BEAUVAIS

From:
To:
Sent:
Subject:

"AL BEAUVA¢S" <arkwork@ven'zon.net>
<cedey@coJa-paz.az.us>
Wednesday, March 22, 2006 9:25 AM
hello cliff

Hi Cliff thanks for your fast resporrse.the only thing i am now concerned about is not hitting the public notice time
limit for the 15th public notice.l assume we are now going to postpone the date of public hearing from may
1st.Also l still not have heard from the assessor so ill wait till Friday and if not l will forward my concerns on not
having public access to review the petitions to the DOJ thanks
al Beauvais

3/22f2006



From a Concerned Homeowner

Dear Hillcrest Bay Homeowner

This letter is just to let you know a little bit more about what has been happening here at Hillcrest
Bay. I am not on the Board of Directors nor do they have anything to do with this letter. I am just a
homeowner and I am concerned about a few things that are going on here

First things first, the underground utilities. First you have to understand that APS is a business, they
are in business to make money. And they do not spend money unless they have to. So any repairs
they make is on a need to basis. This thing about them bringing in 42 more polls is true, but they
will not just go out and buy 42 polls and stick them in here if the underground thing does not get
approved . They will replace the polls that are here as needed. And THINK, when was the last time
you saw APS or any other electric company replace an in place poll?? They last a longtime!! It
could be 20or 30 years down the line before they rcplaceantyofthewsepoiisz And then they only
replace them one at a time as they become unsafe. The only new polls that will be going upon the
near iiuture is on new construction. Another thing, I understand tdlat people have been going around
trying to get people to sign this petition and won't take no for an answer. That is harassment, they
are not suppose to do that, and I have heard quite a few complaints about it. There is a sign at the
entrance that says no soliciting at Hillcrest Bay. That No Soliciting sign was voted 'm by the
membership a long time ago and it has never been voted out. Another thing all those signs that were
put up around the hill. Article 10 of our Declaration of Restrictions says
Article 10. With the exception of one "For Rent" or " For Sale" sign (which shall not exceed
18x24 inches in size), no advertising sign, billboard, unsightly objects or nuisances, shall be
erected, placed, or permitted to remain on any lot.
Board members have been going around the Hill talking to anyone that will listen to them. One of

the things they tell you is "you have to sign this petition even if you are not for the underground
utilities you can sign it as a no vote and it won't count" That is a flat out lie, if you have signed
that petition you voted for it, no matter what they told you. I have heard a rumor that the Board has
enough signatures on the petition to go ahead. There are several things that APS and Verizon have
to do now, and then you will get a notice of a public hearing on this. If you are one of the people
that has signed the petition but don't want the underground utilities you must withdraw your
signature between the time you get the notice of the hearing and 10 days before the hearing
date. This will be your last chance to stop this. If enough people withdraw their signatures this
whole thing MllstOp. ReMember ithastObeWithdrawniTldays before the public hearing.

Another thing that has been s0i11s on for quite some time now, Building Permits, our Declaration of
Restrictions says in it where on each lot the 15 foot limit for buildings should start from, but it is
kind of fuzzy. There has been a lot of controversy about it. Mostly the Board person and the lot
owner have gotten together and have agreed on the start point. But things have gone wrong with
doing that do. There is one case that is going on now that is up in the air. This person was given a
mart point and started building. Alter he had the slab Hoot done, the hzannework done he started
putting up the trusses and he was told he was to high and was given another point to start from that
was at least 8" lower than the original one. Then a couple of weeks later he was given yet another
point that was lower yet. And a person that was not even on the Board of Directors did all this. The
Board penni person never did talk to hints. How are you suppose to build a house Hom 3 different
start points? think that is completely unreasonable. If the house is finished the way it is now it will
be 3 to 4 inches under the 15 foot limit from the first point he was given. And I will bet if someone
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ACC Docket Control
1200 w, Washington Street
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RE: Docket Numbers
E01345A-07-0663
T-01846B-07-006

We are still in favor of the underground utilities for several reasons; with the rapid change in

technology, we believe that i t  would be better overtime for the home owners to upgrade before the

system is obsolete. Just last summer Hillcrest Bay had a power pole fall into the street, resulting in a

prolonged power outage and making it impossible to flow traffic through the development. We're very

grateful that the incident did not cause any physical damage to any of our neighbors or their property.

It would improve the property that we've invested our retirement savings into and the unobstructed

views would be a bonus.

Our key reasons to move forward with this project focus around efficiencies, safety and overall values to

the community.

We are both still in favor and our votes remains"Yes".

Sincerely,

-Q~»~»=4»p\,¢z.»» v ~; i> /

Jerome p. Bowe & Karen M. Bowe
849 Max View Drive
Parker, AZ 85344
(928) 667-2008
Parcel Number 310-32-188B

Cc: Judge Sarah Harpring
Commissioner Kristin Mayors
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ACC Docket Control
1200 W. Washington Street
Phoenix, AZ 85007

RE: Docke t Nos.:

Our Parce l #310-32-007

David and Patricia Carmichael
912 s. Easthills Drive

West Coving, CA 91791
(626)331-2764

E-01345A-07-0663 a ll T-01846B-07-0663
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Dear Sir/Madam,

This leller is being sent in oppositionto the proposed "underground utilizes " at Hillcrest Bay
located in Parker Arizona. The following reasons are cited

When this project was originally proposed to the homeowners, the cost was estimated to
be in the area of $3,000. to $3,500. per household. APS was going to trench the project
and install the underground cable. Verizon was going to drop their cables into the trench
created by APS and no additional charge would be involved in adding the telephone
service to the project. rater Verizon changed their position on this and decided it would
charge for dropping their cables in the APS trench. The result is that Verizon is now
chargingmorethan APS, more than doubling the cost to each homeowner to the area of
$9,000. per household. Also there was a misrepresentation on the cost of connecting to
the system. Originally estimated at a few hundred dollars we were quoted over $2, 100. in
the joint letter we received from APS and Verizon.
Hillcrest Bay is essentially a retirement residential neighborhood with a large number of
its residence living on social security. This project has to a large extent been a dispine
between "the haves and have note". Most of those people opposed to the project are on
Fixed incomes. This project willadd an average of $9,000.. in debt on to each resident. It
is quite possible that at least a few of the elderly or infirm property owners will be in
danger of losing theirhomesover this additional debt. Most of the residents who voted
against the project did so because it would create a significant Rancid hardship for
them. Some will not have the $2,100. cash to connect to the project.
For those fortunate enough to have the cash to spend on this project there will beno
hardship. The rest of us will make payments over the next 15 years. Wide interest at the
quoted rate of up to 8% we will ultimately pay as much as $15,000. again plus $2,100.
cash to connect to the system) for a grand total of over $17,000.
There is nothing in this proposal to prevent those without the ability to pay to from losing
their homes or otherwise suffering significant Enancial hardship. Some provision needs
to be in place to prevent that ham happening.

2.

3.

4.

Very truly yours,

v- J ` :
/ David and Patricia `chael

(626)331-2764



We are against this project as prices are excessive, all lots have 1 service & these
Prices vary from $5,000.00 to over $30,000.00 per service. All services should be
one price to property line. Hillcrest CCAR: states that each lot has one vote. On
this issue we have 2 votes not 3.5, the number of lots we own. These power poles
& lines were here when we bought & when everyone else bought. There a lot of
people on fixed incomes & low incomes, which wouldmake it imaffordable for
them to live here, & died are full time resident's. If they try to sell their homes
they will have the added expense of the utilities charge to deal with. We think
that they (the people that are for this) have shoved this down everyone's throat.
If these people didn't like the power poles & lines why didn't they buy elsewhere,
& leave everyone to their own . There are a lot of the yes people that are here
just for weekend fun & summer on the water, not there prime residence. As we
said before it would create financial difficulties for a lot of people that live here
permanently.

KarenGree r

Doug Gre$1

RE: Unde rground Utilitie s  Hillcre s t Ba y

Douglas & Karen Greer
37293 Marina View
Parker, As. 85344

Parce l # 310-32~247A
310-32-25 lA

928/667-3820
303/859-1244 (cell)
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Acc Docket Control
1200 W. Washington St.
Phoenix, AZ. 85007

Re: Docket E,1'0l345A-06l63.64 '7»¢ {6'
TOl846B-0663 v '7 - 4443

Name: BarbaraJo I-Iutchens Trustee
HutchinsFamily Trust
151 N. Holgate St.
M Habra, Ca. 90631

Parcel # 310-24-054
Lot # 54
Phone (652)697-5335

February 10, 2008

151 N. Holgote Sf.
Lo Hobro, Co. 90631

Barbara Hutchins

Gentleman:

Alter months of letters loom the Hillcrest underground utilities committee it was 'm a letter to me dated
October 20, 2007 that I miss understood - it stated 60 % of Hillcrest Bay owners had said yes to the petition
and that 2/3 of owners felt the project was a desirable improvement. Then I started receiving legal
documents from ASP and Arizona Corp. and Commission - that gave me the impression that the petition
had been passed. Now as I reread the letter I realize the 60% may not actually be the number of owners
who had (signed). Now I write my concerns.

John Spears, several months ago, came to my home in Orange County (unannounced) with the petition in
hand for my signature. Until that time I knew very little of just what was being circulated. The wires and
poles since May of 1984 had neither concerned or been and adverse factor. heard his comments but
refused to sign then or ever. I am not one to be caught off guard or easily pressured when money is
involved. Hillcrest Bay to me is a great place to relax, play and enjoy. Many of my friends moved there to
retire. I too am a widow on Social Security and understand what expenses we all have today to just survive
each month. With the economy we are all facing I am sure with would be more burden on all of us.

Never did I ever dream someday a group would buy on Hillcrest and try to make us a (County Club).
Hillcrest Bay is not a gated community nor do we have a recreation facility or our own boat launch area.
But we have always managed.

Thank you for your time to read my feelings twenty four years later the poles and wire are okay. We love
to relax enjoy the lake and mare this our family get away.

Sincerely<

Barbara Jo
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Jacqueline J. Johnson
809 Crystal View Dr
Parker, AZ 85344

(928)667-2930 evening .- (928) 669-9265 days
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February 14, 2008

Arizona  Corpora tion CoMmiss ion
Docke t Control
1200 W. Washington
P hoe nix, AZ 85007

Re : Docket Nos. E-01345A-07-0663 and T-01846B-07_0663

Hillcre s t Ba y Mobile  Ma nor Lot 119
809 Crys ta l Vie w Dr. P a rke r, AZ 85344

APN: 310-32-119

Number one , I am for this  unde rground project, a lthough the  price  will be  re la tive ly ha rd for me , I
be lieve  in the  long run, it is  a  good idea . I am s till concerned though of the  cos t be ing charged
individua ls  Boy Verizon. I fee l they should shoulde r some  of the  cos t of the  unde rground wire .
Our service  leaves much to be  desired.

Number two, I would like to respond to the letter received by myself and other properly owners in
Hillcrest Bay this past week by Mr. Steve Benton. I would like to comment on some of the items he
stated and address his statement that he had not heard of the costs and items associated with this
project until a couple of months ago.

The property owners of Hillcrest Bay have had numerous meetings, both as Special Meetings and
Annual Meeting, discussing this project over the past three (3) years or more. Minutes of these
meetings, as well as newsletters, have been sent to all property owners over the course of that time. I
do not believe Mr. Benton has ever attended a homeowner's meeting since he purchased his property
in August of 2001> and obviously has ignored correspondence sent him. Costs and estimates have
been included in those correspondences.

Selling your home - I have  heard comments  to this  s ta tement, but in se lling the  home, those
homeowners will be  doing so a t a  price  sometimes severa l times over what they purchased the  home
in the  firs t place .

Square  Foot assessments - some of the  costs  Mr. Benton lis ted as being excessive  were  for lots  that
were  combined with othe r lots  to crea te  la rge r pa rce ls , i.e . 56A, 118A, 216A. From my
understanding the  cost of this  project to the  property owner was based on two parts : square  footage
owned and hookup. Yes  I fee l tha t my ne ighbor who has  two (2) lots  should be  charged more  than I
am with one  (1) lot.



Stree t Lights  - this  has  been addressed a t two Annual meetings  tha t I know of and it comes down to
wha t do the  property owners  want to do". We can continue  with s tree t lights  a s  we  have  them now

remove  some of the  lights  or remove  a ll of the  lights . Tha t has  not been decided by the  genera l
popula tion. The  remova l of the  lights  is  not a  done  dea l

Wate r semlee  -- Firs t of a ll I am an employee  and the  "go to pe rson" for Hillcre s t Wate r Company. I
do a ll the  billings  and he lp schedule  maintenance  se rvice . Water breaks  during construction have
been addressed with contractors  who potentia lly will do the  digging. In the  pas t couple  of weeks  I
have  spoken with the  Corpora tion Commission regarding our plan for speedy and appropria te
repa irs

Ye s , some  of us  will ha ve  a  ha rd time  with the  cos t. I do low the re  a re  se ve ra l pe ople  who live
within Hillcre s t who have  voluntee red to do e lectrica l work for many of the  homeowners  who can't
a fford the  cos t of the  labor

We vvnill all have to try. It will be  somewha t of a  burden to some , some  will s tep up, some  will
compla in. There  is  neve r a  100 pe rcent agreement in life . We  a re  trying to be tte r our community
he lp ra ise  property va lues  and offe r a  pleasant looking community for future  res idents  and buyers
We need to come toge ther as  a  community over this  project .- which ever way it goes

Thank you fogy:

Iacqiqeline  J. Johnson



ACC Docke t Control
1200 W. Washington Stree t
Phoenix, AZ. 85007
Docke t# E-01345A-07-0663

T-01846B-07-0663

February 10, 2008
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To Whom It Ma y Conce rn:

We moved to Hillcrest Bay 4 % years ago to live the rest of our lives. We work and own
a business here. Our business has struggled to keep the doors open and I have not had a
paycheck in 4 years. My significant other works and pays all the bills, so we live on one
income and are not retirement age yet. We bought a modest house at the bottom of the
hill with no view. After we were here and settled, we started hearing about some
residents wanted underground utilities so they have a better view without the poles and
W11'CS.

Our complaints about this project are :

The cost, we have received 3 different estimations of the cost and they have all
been different, and compared to other properties none of them make sense. As
stated above, we are struggling to make ends meet and cannot afford this project
which is iiivolous to us as we do not have a view anyway, so we are supposed to
go broke so others can have a better view. If it would help our service Horn APS
and Verizon it might be worth it, but they cannot even guarantee that. There are a
lot of other full time people here that also cannot afford it, but did sign the
petition as they were harassed to do so.

2. As a full time resident here, it will be a disaster for a long period of time trying to
get around while the streets are dl torn up. We must go to work and be able to
get to our home and we are very concerned about the mess. The residents that are
part time, which is most of those that voted for this will not have to dead with the
mess, they will wait until it is over to visit their properties, we do not have that
luxury.

1 .

Please stop this project from going ahead, so that we can live in peace.

Gra te iillly,

affray . Jo on
2774 Hillcrest Drive
Parker, Az. 85344
928-667-4241

Parce l# 310-32-270A
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Pa rc e l # 310-32-170A

Parker, Arizona 85344
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RE: docke t #'s  E-01345A-07-0663 & T-0184613-07-0663

Fe brua ry 12, 2008

Arizona Corporation Commission
Arm: Judge Sarah Harpring
1200 W Wasninglon Street
Phoenix, Arizona85007

I.

Your Honor;
This' letter is to inform you of my intent to change my previous "Yes" vote
to a 'W0" voteconcerning the Hillcrest Bay Underground Utilities
Project.
feel there are several valid reasons for a change inmyvote:
-Even though I had shown no interest in the project initially; L too was

approached on the day before the signature deadline date, at home, and
asked to sign the petition. At that time I was basically informed that there
were NOT anywhere near enough required signatures, and that my "yes "
vote would have no bearing on thejinal decision in any way. Wanting to
"be a good neighbor" I went ahead and signed
-feel that the Utilities Companies involved should be responsible for

repair and replacement of their OWW equipment Poor planning on their
part in placing power poles, Cvears ago before many opus current residents
bought property here) and regular maintenance of these poles and lines
should not be our responsibility.
-I am concerned about how many of the residents who live here FULL

TIAE like MYSELF will be able to absorb this increased cost every month.
I am raising family here, and rather than lose our home I am sure #need
be I will come up with this cost somehow. Lots of others Oren 't as fortunate
as I am; they are on mixed income orpension...foo old to work or

disabled
-I am puzzled as to what the additional $928,000.00 in homeowner costs

are for. Actually I am puzzled by most ALL the figures I am reading I
thought the owner'scost was based on the square foot area oftheirpareel.
Ifyoujigure it out with a calculator you can see that there are some
inaccuracies there somehow. Some parcels with smaller areas ore paying
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more than some larger parcels. Hopejdly the person who did the math on
this ism 't the same one who figured out the % of yes votes per square foot
area on the petition.

-I was unaware we would be losing ALL four streetlights! The streets
can get quite congested during the summer months. Many homes are
multiple-family residences, and mustpark on the street because of the # of
cars/visitors they have at their home. Add to that the multiple golf carts,
many without headlights, and numerous ATV's going up and down the
streets...Not to mention the children outside playing in the dark I think that
the number of streetlights we have currently is both safe and sensible, and
should not be changed

Lastly, I wouldjust like to say that after reconsidering all of the facts I
DO NOT believe the Underground Utilities Projectproposedfor Hillcrest
Bay is in the best interest of the residents. Most of those "unhappy" with
their view are not even Arizona residents, and do not live here full time. I
feel that with a little urging to compel the Utilities Companies to replace
their equqzment they will eventually do it. The whole situation can be
resolved d rently somehow, without the exorbitant costs and total
disruption to our neighborhood

T71ank You very much for your time.

Sincerely,

I

Shane R Jolicoeur
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Arizona  Corpora tion  Commis s ion
Atten tion : J udge  Sa rah  I-Ia rp ring
1200 W. Was hington Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Fe b  13 9 2008

Dear Judge Sarah,

I wis h  to  a d d  m y n a m e  to  th e  lis t  o f p e rs o n s  n o t  wis h in g  to
p a rtic ip a te  in  th e  u n d e r g ro u n d  p ro je c t a t  Hillc re s t  Ba y.

This. project has been pushed by a number of persons on
homeowners to a limit. I had a member of the board stop by my
house while I was cleaning up my yard and this person was very
persistent about getting approval by me for this project,I needed
to remind him several times I could not afford a such project.

I do not believe that home owners should be pushed into this
project for many reasons such as.

1. Financial burden to home owners in a fixed income.

2. The fact that after years of paying for your property a lien
has been placed by big corporations on your property for something
that you did not want in the first place.

3. Exis tin g  p o le s  s h o u ld  b e  ke p t u p  b y u tilit ie s  Co .

Res pec tfu lly Submitted ,

m42»,» )I LL ._

4

Alb e rt Neva re s
796 Ba y Vie w Dr
P a rke r AZ 85344
(909) 636-9837
Lo t # 310 - 32 - 040A

19.

DOCKET # E-01345A-07-0663
# T-0184613-07-0663



From: Donald E. Lee
34049 Farmington St,
Oak Hills, Ca. 92344
Phone; 769-947-4599

This better to inform the Arizona Corporation Commission that we object to
the underground utilities. The most would be a financial hardship.

Docke t Nos . E.01345A~07-0663 & T-018468-07~0663

Parcel Nos. 310-32 089
854 Swan Dr. »̀
Parker, Arizona 85344
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hmm' Rniaald D. & Mary P. Lees
1~4049 Farrington St.
Oak Hills, Ca 92344
Phone; 760-947-4599

This letter to inform the Atizvna Coarporatinn Commission that we abject to
the underground utilities. The cost would be a financial hardship.

Dmiket Nag. E~Gi345A~Q7-8663 Sc T4918488-»8'?~€)663

?a:1ael Nag. 319-3281
864 Swan Dr.
?parker, Arizona 85344
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Parcel Nos. 3 I 0-32-Qi? & 310-32-0_§_8
846 _.
Parker, Arizona 85344

Frcsmz Clinton D. & Viola J. Lee
229 W. Tudor St.
Corina, Ca. 93722
Phone; 626-339-2383

This  le tte r to inform the  Arizona  Corpora tion Commiss ion tha t we  object to
tile  underground utilitie s . The  cos t would be  a  financia l ha rdship.

Docket Nos. E»01345A-07-0663 & T-01 fs4¢5B-010663

Cliiion D. Le e

6?/4 ,!-)

Viola  J . Lee

2888 FEB
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F331 10 1/1/2008

g
gu-

L-»

FEB 14 2008

AFuZonAco9p;\p.»mi.ncQr.u,4;531@,~¢
He_:_* l :1vns»on

i



$:

U \l -I
:Z °' I

4"!*-a--~»»1;,;;3,;';1E*z00s

- P A 8 Q  .  '
1

_ *L f41. R E C E I V E D re»

a°vk=»¢°»h~<»
Washington Street

Wgkgt # E-01345A.-7-0663
T=0t846B-07-0663

4
: » A25007 .

2008 FEB IU p 32 o f

AZ CORP COMMISSION
DOCKET CONTROL

ATTN: Arizona Corporation Commission;

This letter is being written to express my objection to the underground utility project in
Hillcrest Bay Mobile Estates. I an a property owner here I live at 830 Bay View Drive
and cannot finatnciadly afford the projected fees by APS and Verizon to put the utilities
underground.

1 am a retired widow on a tixcd income. It took me many years of hard work to purchase
and pay for my retirement home. At this point of my life it would be Elnancially .
devastating to be forced into debt with a mortgage loan.

These overheadutility lines were here when Ipurchased my home, as they were when
everyone else purchased their homes here. They should not have been a surprise to
anyone. You don't buy property next to the airport runway and then complain about
aircraft noise - DAH!

So, as you make your final decision, Iask that you please take into consideration the
hardship thisproject would place on the retired and fixed income populationof Hillcrest
Bay Mobile Estates. Pmsure I am not alone.

°"°'"` .» \ ;Q
Donna MemllI
830 Bay View Drive
Parker, AZ. 85344
928-667-2077

Parcel#310-32-045A

Cc: Judge Sarah Harpring
Commissioner Kristin Mayes



Fre d A. & Lynne  S . Muzic
16411 Unde rhill Lane

Huntington Beach CA 92647
(714)846-3740

!ON COMMISSION
; : v l s l on

January 2, 2007

Arizona  Corpora tion Commiss ion
Commiss ion's  Docke t Control
1200 West Washington
Phe onix, AZ 85007

Docke t Nos . E-01345-A-07-0_63, T-01846B-07-0663

P a rce l No. 310-32015 t Hillcre s t Ba y Mobile  Ma nor

To Whom It Ma y Conce rn:

We the  unders igned, wish to withdraw our s igna tures  from a ll the  pe tition of owners
reques ting es tablishment of the  UCSA. We object to the  e s tablishment of the  UCSA and
the  underground convers ions  cos ts , in the  joint report a s  pe rta ining to our lot or pa rce l
nth in the  proposed UCSA. We  a lso object to the  Joint Pe tition. Our objections  to the
above  a re  for the  following reasons : We  ques tion the  lega lity of the  pe tition's  s igna tures .
We have not been shown how the  signatures were  verified to be  sure  they are  those  of the
owne r's  of the  prope rty. The  s igna ture s  we re  not nota rize d. Also we  don't know if a ll
the  required s igna tures  were  obta ined lega lly. The  costs , tha t were  recently s ta ted, a re  fa r
above  wha t we  were  led to be lieve  would be  cha rged. Many of us , in the  divis ion a re
re tired, and on a  fixed income and the re fore  it would put a  financia l 'burden on us  which
would probably force  us  to se ll our prope rty.

Respectfully submitted:

Y

WL / 7223 '
Lynne /S . Muzic * ' 9 *"

f

4¢ 49f 94% »~.
Ue dA. Mus ic `  9 "

cc:Judge  Sarah Harpring L
Commiss ione r Kris tin Ma ye s

H



Fre d A. & Lynne  S . Muzic
16411 Unde rhill Lane

Huntington Beach CA 92647
(714)846-3740

FEB 1 200812.

Alq1zQna, COi9POFAT}ON COlvWJSSK'I\N
HEAr ; l v : s 1 on

January 2, 2007

Arizona Gorporation Commission
Colnlnission's Docket Control
1200 West Washington
Pheonix, AZ 85007

Docke t Nos . E-01345-A-07-0663, T-01846B-07-0663

Parce l No. 310-321047 2 a t Hillcre s t Bay Mobile  Manor

To Whom It Ma y Conce rn:

We the  unders igned, wish to withdraw our s igna tures  from a ll the  pe tition of owners
requesting es tablishment of the  UCSA. We object to die  es tablishment of the  UC SA and
the  underground convers ions  cos ts , in the  joint report a s  pe rta ining to our lot or pa rce l
within the  proposed UCSA. We  a lso object to the  Joint Pe tition. Our objections  to the
above  a re  for the  following reasons : We  ques tion the  lega lity of the  pe tition's  s igna tures .
We have not been shown how the  signatures were  verified to be  sure  they are  those  of the
owne r's  of the  prope rty. The  s igna ture s  we re  not nota rize d. Also we  don't know if a ll
the  required s igna tures  were  obta ined lega lly. The  costs , tha t were  recently s ta ted, a re  fa r
above  wha t we  were  led to be lieve  would be  cha rged. Many of us , in the  divis ion a re
re tired, and on a  fixed income  and the re fore  it would put a  financia l burden on us  which
would probably force  us  to se ll our prope rty.

Respectfully submitted :

I
(44?7Z4'b / %'Z>

Lynile /s . Muzic
W

' Fre d A. Muzic

4.

cc: Judge  Sarah Harpring L
Commiss ione r Kris tin Ma ye s
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Fe brua ry 10, 2008

ACC Docke t Con tro l
1200 W. Wa s hington S tre e t
P hoe nix,  AZ. 85007
Docke t#  E-01345A-07-0663

T-01846B~07-0663

UE , '"/AS
P

kg 9
.

To Whom It Ma y Conce rn:

My husba nd a nd I bought a  mobile  ha m: in Hillcre s t Ba y in 1983. This  is  a  sma ll ha mle t

neve r had any problems until a  handful of Ca lifornians  came  in and who ovemiglit
drought tha t they would turn this  into Beve rly Hills  and wanted the  pole s  removed.

: e

I fe e l tha t s ome  pe ople  we re  bra inwa s he d a nd coe rce d into s igning the  pe tition. re fus e d
to s ign a nything a nd the  pe ople  who wa nte d this  trie d to ma ke  our live s  mis e ra ble .

a\

This project has been so mishandled, I do not know how we got this far. This mess
started with a show of hands at a meeting where all of the residents were not present. I
have 3 properties and would like to know how they counted that?

More people are not for this dual want it. We do not know who signed yes or no. I feel
that there may be fraud, because nobody wants this that I have spoken to, Only a few do.

We feel that the cost of each lot was not calculated correctly because when we make
comparisons to each other they do not calculate.

I am retired and live on only $1500 per month and do not know where to get the money
from to pay for this. Do I have to get a job to pay for it? I just lost my husband a year
and a half ago and now my 33 year old son is in a coma. My money seems to be going
for funerals.

9

*

8

Rf

..,~;

. f
I do not feel that this underground project is essential to our well being. It is frivolous
and expensive at our age, some people up here are in their 80's. Please put a stop to this
now.

Gratefully,
,_ • n A '

Q {
P

8

Ve ronica  P e dre gon
855  Ba y Vie w Drive
P a rke r, As . 85344
928-667-7487

Parcel#310-32~006
310-32~008
310-32~050 39
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RECEIVEd
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an - ,f .~. QACC Docket Control
1200 W. Washington Steet
Arizona 85007

V588 5 2888
, Keri smith

_ Q27 High C0un28l3!bEE8 I '5
" ""`""Glendora, Ca. 91740

Re: Docket # E-01345A-07-0663 & Docket # T-01846B-07-0663

oH..
A lD sq

Hillcrest Bay Resort
Re: 781 Bay View Drive

Parker, Arizona 85344
Lot #19 and Parcel #

A2 coRp c0Hmsss:0t4
DOCKET CONTROL

8 0 2-019
To whom this concerns,

I am the proud owner of a front row, view lot, at Hillcrest Bay, for the last 17 years. I am a single
woman, who is fortunate enough to own a primary residence as Hellas a second home for
vacation purposes. I have strongly opposed the underground utility project since the start. I
invested more for my property and it's unobstructed view, so l Would not look at poles and
telephone lines. I also pay more in annual property taxes because of my location. To impose the
additional cost that has been presented at this time is a financial hardship to myself as well as
others. I certainly don't feel that it is my responsibility to incur the cost of new equipment for
Verizon or for Aps. Which both have stated that they will eventually need to update anyway.

The Homeowner's Association has difficulty in collecting the annual association dues of $200.00
from our elderly, fixed income residents and expect to impose a lien on each of our properties to
fund this project.
I have at this time received 2 separate quotes on the cost I will be responsible for. The first in the

amount of approx. $4,300.00, the second is now for approx.$6,400.00. This does not include the
amount of cost necessary to bring direct to my home. l will also have to tear UP my cement
driveway and invest to have it poured again. I have a feeling that is only the beginning of my costs.
How much property value will I gain for this expenditure'?'?'??
I know from the experience of others that the installation time, inconvenience and costs estimated
are never true to fact.

Again, I strongly oppose this project.

r

ark voL)
Lr' 4J

.1

Kelli Smith
(626) 963-2352 (Home)
(626) 792-7801 (Business)
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February 4, 2008

De a r Commiss ions  Docke t Control,
This  le tte r is  writte n on my be ha lf to withdra w my

signa ture  from the  numerous  pe titions  for Underground APS and Verizon se rvice  in
Hillcre s t Bay, Mobile  Manor. This  is  rega rding lot number 3 l 0-32-056A. Cos ts  a re  too
high for me  to a llow APS to place  a  lean on my land tha t I have  a lready pa id off is  jus t
unreasonable . The  price  to have  such a  job done  is  out of hand. From my understanding,
a t the  hearing, Mr. John Steers  sa id he  was there  to speak on behalf of homeowners on
this  pe tition. He  was  not the re  for my pa rce l and did not have  the  right to ta lk in my favor
or on my beha lf rega rding 914 Bayview Drive . I La rry Thompson and Shea rl Thompson
are  owners  and fee l tha t APS needs to take  a  look a t the  big picture  and fix the ir bad
wiring. At Hillcre s t Bay, they know it is  bad and which should.be  fixed by them, not the
current homeowners . Docke t numbers  E-01345A-07-0663 and T-01846B-07-0663. Also,
by putting the se  line s  in it will not he lp me  due  to the  fact tha t my view will not be
affected what so ever. They should be  responsible  and should be  the  ones to just fix the
bad wiring tha t they have  the re  and eve rything will be  ok. It has  been like  this  for many
years . I apprecia te  your time , thank you.

S ince re ly,

'L>
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CO WB i 5 2083

c o

|
rr-l
c o

La rry W. Thompson
{ I

7 la
Shearl L. Thompson
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Arizona  Corpora tion Commiss ion
ACC Docke t Control
1200 W. Washington Stree t
P hoe nix, AZ 85007

James Thurman
9352 Creekside Ct, #31
Santee, CA 92071
(760) 218-8034

February 12, 2008

» '_iv

AS CURP cu §ls3lQ§~a
DOCKET CONTROL

2888 FEB is A \®
2'\

I: P to .I
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*p .
8 1 8

RE: Docket Numbers
E-01345A-07-0663
T-01846B-.07-0663

To Whom it Ma y Conce rn:

I, James Ross Thurman, own a double lot at Hillcrest Bay located at 2785 Hillcrest.Drive,
Parker AZ, 85344. The parcel numbers are as follows:

I am 'm receipt of information regarding additional fees/charges and unexpected assessments
imposed for the Underground Utilities at Hillcrest Bay, AZ. Although the renovation of the
utility wires will benefit some homeowners, I am a homeowner at the bottom of the hill and in no
way benefiting from the renovations. I do not have a view of the lake, hills, mountains or
preserve, nor does the neighbor above, or the three neighbors below.

I oven a pie shaped double lot that acts like a single lot and therefore understand that I will be
expected to pay double the fees to help with the upgrades. I'm expecting to retire there in the
near future. I am in no position to pay the unexpected charges. ItlI were to sell my property at
this time, would be taking a loss because of the market, and because I would have to disclose
these outrageous "by-the-way" fees (Le. -Underground Utilities).

I

To my recollection, I have never voted a es" to the project and only expressed interest in
additional information regarding the renovation Ill have a "yes" vote by my name it is in error.
I only wished to obtain more information. I do not want to participate in tinaneing the
underground utilities to benefit the homeowners above my lots.

Thalnk you for your time and concerns.

S ince re ly,

f,<5/
James R. Thurman

RECENED

\-\\3\9\Np
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TO' Arizona Corporation Commission
ACC Docket Control
1200 W. Washington Street
Phoenix, Az. 85007

i5=f\ =.81=i'
h - r ' 1 } i f G

RECEIVED

2008 FEB III p 4 12:
FROM' David and Renee' Weaker

2875 Hillcrest Drive
Parker, Az. 85344
(928) 667-4826

Parcel # 310-32-253

A2 CORP commIssIon
DOCKET CONTROL

RE: DOCKET NUMBERS : E-01345A-07-0663
And T-01846B-07-0663

.r I I 1 al. c-.,r.4r.ussl0;
"Wil-.=ON

A1TENTION: Judge Sarah Harpring , Commissioner Kristin Mayes , and .c. Members ,I I

My wife and I are retired and live on a fixed income. When we purchased our property
in Hillcrest Bay we were aware of the poles and powerlines. That was O.K. We were happy with
Affordable housing and low association dues. No improvements have been made on the roads
or water system since the 100% raise in Dues l

We voted NO because we could not come up with the outrageous installation fees.
Now we find out that we have to pay according to our Square Footage, which % of ours is
unusable land , in a canyon. THAT'S RlDlCULOUS l What does square footage have to do with
phone or electric usage ? Our utilities are already installed underground & would only require
hook up at the pole , which will not disappear from the end of our driveway because it's a streetlight.

Has anyone looked up the original C.C.R.'s that stated : The electric and phone company's
Agreed to installing underground , but due to lack of homeowners they would do overhead temporarily.
Should the electric & phone company be held liable for upgrades and safety ?

WE SAY YES l
Should they have to comply to the original agreement ?

WE SAY YES l
To provide customer service or freedom of choice ?

WE SAY YES !
The way it is now we have NO choice, No competition, No competitive prices. They have us
Locked between a rock and a hard place. Their the ones with the money and l'm sure they will
Receive 100 % return on the investment. While we lose our savings and interest ! .

We plead for this to be a fair & cooperative transition. We hope the utility company's
can share in the financial burden this is causing us and benefitting them ! For up to a year we are
the ones that will have to live with electric & phone service interruptions , water shut offs due to digging
accidents , not to mention our roads being tore up. Shouldn't WE be compensated for our
"pain & suffering" ? WE SAY YES !

Shouldn't each homeowner be responsible for the amount and extent of the renovation
For service to their house ? WE SAY YES ! I can trench thru the % " asphalt , main line to pole
For less then $50.00 yet they expect us to pay over $14,000. And come up with a portion of a Million S

for "unexplained expenses " ! As concerned Homeowners WE SAY NO !
Thank You for your time..

Q 8 fJ
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