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Complaint By:

Account Name:

Street:

City:

State:

Utility Company.

Division:

Contact Name:

Opinion No. 2009

Complaint Description:

Nature of Complaint:

EMAIL RECEIVED - OPINION OPPOSED:

RE: Docket No. T-20567A-07-0662

Investigator: Guadalupe Ortiz

Priority: Respond VWthin Five Days

Sxottsdale

As Zips

Telephone

Robert Roble

First:

Robert

Nev path Networks, LLC

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISD1un

UTILITY COMPLAINT FORM

08A Rate Case Items - Opposed
N/A Not Applicable

77736

Phone:

Last:

Roble
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Contact Phone:

Work:

CBR:

Date. 3/24/260
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F r o m :  B o b  R o b l e  [ m a i l t < _
Sent: Monday, March 23, 2009 1:40 PM
To: Utilities Div - Mailbox
Cc: Ron Finkel
Subject: T-20567A-07-0662 Public Comment

Please find attached my completed Public Comment Form for the above referenced Docket.

Thank you very much for considering my opinion.

Bob Roble
Scottsdale, Arizona

Arizona Corporation Commission

DQCKETED
ATTACHED - PUBLIC COMMENT: 4A-R 2 7 2889

Robert F. Roble

mail
Phone

3/23/2009

Myself and my family strongly disagree with the concept of installing cell phone or any other type of towers in
residential neighborhoods. The areas that Nev Path are considering for these towers are literally in the front
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ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION

UTILITY COMPLAINT FORM

yards (in the utility easements) but none the less, front yards of residential homes. In most cases these homes
are located
in environmentally sensitive areas that have had very strict design and development restrictions incorporated
into their creation.

Please do not allow Nev Path to desecrate our properties with their value decreasing equipment.

Thank you,

Bob Roble
*End of Complaint*

Utilities' Response:

n/a
*End of Response*

Investigator's Comments and Disposition:

Docketed with the Docket Control Center of the Arizona Corporation Commission to be made part of the record.
CLOSED
*End of Comments*

Date Completed: 3/24/2009

Opinion No. 2009 - 77736
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ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION

UTILITY COMPLAINT FORM

Investigator: Guadalupe Ortiz

Priority: Respond Within Five Days

Opinion No. 2009

Complaint Description:

77735 Date: 3/24/2009
08A Rate Case Items - Opposed
N/A Not Applicable

First :

Bob

Last:

Vairo, President
Coalition of Pinnacle Peak, Inc.

Co m p la in t  By :

A c c o u n t  N a m e :

S t r e e t :

Ci t y :

S t a t e : AZ Zip

Home:

Work:

CBR:

Nev path Networks, LLC
Telephone

Utility Company.

Division:
Contact Name: Contact Phone:-

Nature of Complaint:

Email Received - Opinion Opposed:

RE: Docket No. T-20567A-07-0662

From]
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2009 6:23 PM
To: Utilities Div - Mailbox
Subject: Nev Path Newwork Request for CCN Docket T-20567A-07-0662

To: Arizona Corporation Commissioners,

On behalf of the hundreds of members of the Coalition, we want to register our opposition to the Nev Path
project that would create 287 cell towers throughout Scottsdale. Nev path has no experience for such a huge
project nor has there been a public demand for the increase in cell towers they propose. It is a speculative
venture at best because it relies on outside cell phone providers to lease Nev path towers with no commitments
at this time, Lastly, it is intrusive to our well planned community with no demand for such services by our
residents.

Please deny NewPath's request for a license.

Thank you.

Bob Vairo, President
(for) The Board of Directors
Coalition of Pinnacle Peak, Inc.
*End of Complaint*

Utilities' Response:
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ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION

UTILITY COMPLAINT FORM

n/a
*End of Response*

investigator's Comments and Disposition:
Docketed with the Docket Control Center of the Arizona Corporation Commission to be made pan of the record.
CLOSED
*End of Comments*

Date Completed: 3/24/2009

OpinionNo. 2009 - 77735
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Complaint By:

Account Name:

Street:

City:

State:

Opinion No. 2009

Complaint Description:

Utility Company.

Division:
Contact Name:

Nature of Complaint:

From: Phyllis Shore [mail
Sent: Sunday, March 22, 2
To: Utilities Div - Mailbox
Subject:

3/23/2009 Email Received - Opinion Opposed:

RE: Docket No. T-20567A-07-0662

Investigator: Guadalupe Ortiz

Priority: Respond Within Five Days

Telephone

Phyllis Shore

First:

Nev path Networks, LLC

Phyllis

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION

UTILITY COMPLAINT FORM

08A Rate Case Items - Opposed
N/A Not Applicable

77710

Zip

Phone:

Last:

Shore

Contact Phone)

Work:

CBR:

Date: 3/23/2009

Fax:

To Whom It May Concern:

anywhere else. They are a health hazard! The towers will be only sewing a few people that have a GO phone.
Why should one company like AT&T be allowed to put up so many towers in an area? The next thing another
company will want the same thing done and we will double the number of these kinds of towers.. it will only be a
matter of time before they will be obsolete and something newer and better will be out. Then we will have these
unsightly unhealthy towers to deal with. Nev path is taking short cuts to cut cost which will also cause l want you
to know I do NOT want the Nev path towers put in my neighborhood nor issues in the long run. The towers only
cover a very small area so there will be a need for millions before they are done. Do you want one of these
towers on your property to look at and cause a health hazard to your family? A % of a mile is a very small area.

To sum it up I DO NOT want any Nev path towers put up!!1nH
*End of Complaint*

Utilities' Response:

Investigator's Comments and Disposition:
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ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION

UTILITY COMPLAINT FORM

Docketed with the Docket Control Center of the Arizona Corporation Commission to be made part of the record.
CLOSED
*End of Comments*

Date Completed: 3/23/2009

Opinion No. 2009 - 77710


