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Opinion No. 2008

Complaint Description:

71226 Date: 9/5/2008

0 8 A  R a t e  C a s e  I t e m s  -  O p p o s e d

N / A N o t  A p p l i c a b l e

First: L a s t :

James Burgei
J a m e s  B u r g e i

ComplaintBy:~

Account Name:

Street:

City:

State:

P e o r i a

A Z Z i p :

Hom
Work:

CBR:

Arizona Public Service Company
E l e c t r i c

Utility Company.

Division:

Contact Name:

Nature of Complaint:

Contact Phone:_

CORRESPONDENCE RECEIVED (OPPOSED OPINION):

RE: Docket No. L-00000D-08-0330-00138
Arizona Corporation CommissionDDCKETED

T h e  A r i z o n a  C o r p o r a t i o n  C o m m i s s i o n

1 2 0 0  W e s t  W a s h i n g t o n

P h o e n i x ,  A r i z o n a  8 5 0 0 7

SEP -82008

R e :  P e t i t i o n  f o r  D e n i a l  o f  S e g m e n t  5

D e a r  C o m m i s s i o n e r s  a n d  M e m b e r s :

T h e  p u r p o s e  o f  t h i s  l e t t e r  i s  t o  p e t i t i o n  t h e  A r i z o n a  T r a n s m i s s i o n  L i n e  a n d  P o w e r  P l a n t  S i t i n g  C o m m i t t e e
( " C o m m i t t e e " )  a n d  t h e  A r i z o n a  C o r p o r a t i o n  C o m m i s s i o n  ( " C o m m i s s i o n " )  t o  d e n y  A r i z o n a  P u b l i c  S e r v i c e

C o m p a n y  ( " A P S " )  a  C e r t i f i c a t e  o f  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  C o m p a t i b i l i t y  f o r  S e g m e n t  5  o f  t h e  P r e f e r r e d  R o u t e  a s  d e f i n e d

a n d  s e t  f o r t h  i n  A P S ' s  T S - 5  t o  T S - 9  5 0 0 / 2 3 0 k V  T r a n s m i s s i o n  L i n e  P r o j e c t  A p p l i c a t i o n  f o r  C e r t i f i c a t e  o f

E n v i r o n m e n t a l  C o m p a t i b i l i t y  ( " A p p l i c a t i o n " ) .

A s  p r o p o s e d ,  S e g m e n t  5  w o u l d  e s t a b l i s h  a  4 , 0 0 0 - f o o t - w i d e  c o r r i d o r  a c r o s s  e x i s t i n g  a n d  p l a n n e d  r e s i d e n t i a l

c o m m u n i t i e s  w i t h i n  t h e  C i t y  o f  P e o r i a .  I n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  S e g m e n t  5  w o u l d  h a v e  s u b s t a n t i a l  a d v e r s e  i m p a c t s  u p o n

t h e  r e s i d e n t s  o f  t h e  V i s t a n c i a ,  T r i l o g y ,  a n d  B l a c k s t o n e  c o m m u n i t i e s .

The Segment 5 plan to erect 165-foot structures at the base of Twin Buttes the area's feature landmark- and
hang spans of double-circuit transmission lines across the horizon's most impressive natural features would
destroy the remarkable view enjoyed my thousands of residents. Knowing that three transmission lines already
span the communities, horizon to the south and east, and another transmission line has already been approved
nearby, disturbing this remaining scenic view as proposed in Segment 5 is unreasonable.
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Adding more transmission line immediately to the north of these neighborhoods will drastically and unfairly
reduce the communities' property values. We all know views substantially impact property values. Some people
avoid living anywhere near transmission lines due to health concerns. There can be little doubt that communities
bounded by at least five high-voltage transmission lines as proposed will cause extensive property value losses.
To make matters worse, APS announced these plans only recently, so the residents could not have known
about these issues when buying their homes.

Therefore, I respectfully petition the Commission and Committee to deny APS authority to site transmission
lines along the Segment 5 route.

Petitioner's
Address: I
Signature: avi
Date: 8/29/08
*End of Complaint*

Utilities' Response:

na
*End of Response*

Investigator's Comments and Disposition:

I obtained the customer's telephone number via Directory Assistance. I called the customer at 8:11a.m. left a
voice mail message acknowledging receipt of their letter and told him that it would be entered as a permanent
record in this APS line siring matter re: Segment 5. I added that their Ietterwould be considered before a final
decision in this matter was rendered and extended appreciation for taking the time to express his opinion in this
matter.

E-mailed to Lupe Ortiz to have this OPINION docketed towards APS line siring matter docket no. L-00000D-08-
0330-00138. File closed.
*End of Comments*

Date Completed: 9/5/2008
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