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tel/fax: 928-282-5577 : N

Re: Request to submit documents regarding disapproval of
any rate increase by the Arizona Water Company for
a sedona resident of 42.03% increase.

This request is in reference to Docket No. W-01445A-08-0440

Dear Sir/Members of the Arizona Corporation Commission:

My interest in appearing before the Arizona Corporation Commissioners
are for the following reasons:

1. Sedona Residents are already paying the highest water
rates in Northern Arizona.

2. My appearance-before the Sedona City Council has been made
requesting officials from the City appear to deny any
rate increase by the Arizona Water Company and that the
city consider purchasing or obtaining through condemnation - °
or Eminent domain as completed by the nearby community of
Cottonwood, Arizona.

3: The reckless use of litigation by the Arizona Water Co;

not only with Sedona but communities such as Aphem, Arizona
residents association raising the cost by passing on the

charges to the consumers.

4. The Arizona Water Company continues to trample on the rights
of property owners in Sedona. Placing over 12 tanks in
residential neighborhoods. 1In addition, The failure to
pay property taxes on property they continue to trespass
and not own. Their refusal continues to show a merally
corrupt company Without the regard for residents whose
property are depreciated by a commercial enterprise.

The facts are the AWC pays less in property taxes than
fewer than 10 home owners in sedona. Is This fair?



5. . The Arizona Water Company has been and possibly

continues to indicate a desire to buil¢ @ new holding
tank on National Forest lands that may be within a
national seenic Sedona Area. Is this request for a rate
increase to build this tank instead of using unobtrusive
private property to expand their profits.

This attempt to use Forest Service pr:perty will arouse
every Sedona resident to file complaints with the
Federal Government.

I would like to conclude by indicating that my complaints
regaydlng the AWC ‘are not new. They -have done everything
to silence my opposition including my arrest and jailing

in September 2007 over propertg they continue to trespass
that I own and one that the Water Company has never paid

Arizona propety texes. I appeared_at the Arizona. °
Corporation Cormission hearing on Feburary 26, 1992

and your file: may have this report. The commission
based upon my: findings refused the rate increase at that

time. he only thing that has changed is we now have more

tanks which is now servicing -abeutrs5o familes per tank on

a gravity feed system enchancing théprofits of the AWC.

The City of Sedona continues to absorb the high cost of

a sweage disposal system. With population growth we could have 20 tanks.
.~ for a community of 10,000,

The following are my points in requesting that the rate

increase of 43.03%7 be denied.

1. The sedona residents are“curfentl¥ paying _between, 387 to
47% more than Cottonwood, Prescott and Flagstaff residents
that have city owned water companies.

2. The Proposed rate structure of rate increase reduces
cost for large users when conservation of water should

be a priority.

3. To my knowledge the Water company has not provided sedona
with a five, or ten year plan to bring deficiences up to

date..

4. The Hater co. has no obligation to provide fire protection
to the Sedona community leaving again this cost to every
tax payer which could be less if community owned.

5. I would encourage a plan which would result in the elimination
and dismantling of at least 6 or more tanks in favour of
a larger undergruound facility. This includes the elimination
of a pump being used on my property to be relocated 30 feet
away on their own property which they pay $27 per year taxes.

6. We should require the Arizona Water company to provide a
cost anaylsis for every line 'item including all past and
future litigation expenses.



I am looking forward to appearing before the commissioners
regarding this matter.

Respectfully,
" Ha 1 Lang !

CC Arizona Water Co’

CC: Lektter to_th itor (Sedona, Az.) REd Rock News
Decembet 6, §ohge? ’ ’

This is my statement certifying that I have mailed a copy
of this motion to intervene to AWC or its counsel and to
all parties of record in the case.



Arizona Water Co.

" Facts: Sedona residents' need
g té Know about the Anzona
‘WaterCo.
B The Arizona Water Co. 1s 8

. privately owned company con-' al hookup.

trolled by a small- group of -
_ California investors, This coin--
. pany is-one of 20 private enter-
- prises operating :in ‘Northern -
-Arizona and'not a puhhc utility,

- whichis a company owried and
'opetated by the community.

- -propetty  taxes .to-. Yavapai or
.. Coconino counties. to support
. the: school system and infra-
- structute: The, total tax- contri-

- butionts equal to fewer than 12'

v averdge

s homeowners
| - Sédona, T

M AWC pays little- or" no,;‘;study

hookup fees will result in dcty-

Regretfully, hookup wrll-‘
~ ocour- when' a_developer pays
- for the oost of this infrastmc 2

turel

“Why hasn't the mayOr and,*
. City Council started a strategic
‘instead of . wasting
'f'-i'-’_of Back o' Beyond have paid
 for the fire hydrant installation
-in -this gated neighborhood,
- Neither AWC. nor the city ' of

$72,000 on a redundant. study
to determine the feaslbil:ty of

- purchasing the water company?- _
. B AWC'’s -proposal to build .

two, 1-million-gallon tanks on

“national forest property in the

- Broken Arrow neighbortiood is

‘One example of the 11ttle tax.

..contribution is A_WC“ owns=~

- - @pproximately Yi-or

| -’ more than $5,000 annually.
© V'EAWC perpetuates visual

- _envirorimerital disasters on -

. ‘Sedona resxdents and more than
- 3 million visitors,

:"Take a visual tout of the cut-.
_ 1enit AWC sites in Sedona, Start
" with. the ldtge, ‘ugly Uptown <
- tank;chéck the néighbors in the

. Harmony Hills subdivision

“who are stuck with-an ‘exposed -

| water tank; the old, dirty fanks
_.on top of Sky Mountam. and,

‘now, ‘the’ proposed expansion.

. for the residents in the Dry
Creek area..

City representatlves fail our.»

. community by requiring this

* insensitive .company to bury or

. totally: hide these tanks from:

) view, -

] AWC provrdes a suckmg’

sound for the residents .of
‘Sedona Profits goi:to out-of-
- state - stockholders at the

- ‘expense of expandmg our -

sewage system.

faulty' from ‘the start. U.S.
Forest Service. oﬁicials need to

~ask a lot more quest:ons Some :

z"":‘"»anmtal tax i§ $24 per year, Questions that ti

Adjacent property owners pay °

company: pay to°use ot federal
© ° ~— affecting the financia
tribution -made to Hany ‘busi-

lands — is it $24 & year?

2. How hxgh is the tank above :

ground? -

. 3, Has the water company -
‘oﬁ"ered alternate proposals on
‘private propérty?.

4. Will approval of this tank
“mean that the next privaté busi-

ness will be a 300-|.'mit tlme-

; share development?:

‘W When has AWC con-

tributed any of its profits to

support nonprofit otgatiizations

- in our commumty? The answer,
, tomy knowledge, is hone in the

past 20 years.

‘B The . mayor and;. qouncil

should start a strategic plan to

purchase the AWC, enabling
“ residents to contro} our destiny, -

“Cottonwood, . Prescott and

’ Flagstaff own their water com.- .
panies, which enables them to:

expand sewage systems to the

. residents at Tower costs;

Seédona residents, [ pay the

: lnghest water rates in Northern

|~ Arizona and a rate increase is

likely - based upon: AWC’s

Firé suppression is non-exis-
tent if we have to depend on the
AWC,

‘When will the state of
Arizona step in and require- the

old and leakmg septic systemsv

usal to..erect tWO l-xmlhon- :
) gal on tanks on National Forest
‘property. At recent neighbor-
‘hood " meetings conducted by
Mayor Pud Colquitt, more than -
- 75 percent  of  residents’ ques-
" tions -regarded When sewage

in current operatlon from pol-

luting  the subsurface and Oak
Creek?

B AWC personnel want to
rewnte hlstory regardmg ‘the
recent fire in Back 0’ Beyond.
Mike - Whitehead, - from - the
AWC, concluded in a Nov. 17

article [“Water tank Iocation is
a major concern'} that'the fact |
- AWC was turned down for a

request to place a. tank or ‘the

. sotth’ slope of Sky Mountain
‘was the reason no fire: hydrants -
.zare located in the area. '~ °

“The developer and residents

Sedona pa:d for this ﬂre protec-

" tion.”
"The' l-nullion-gallon. 40 foot .

-lons of water if you can't get it.

to every Sedona nexghbgirhood?

tall tank proposed for.the south

~side of Sky Mountain. was -
“defeated ‘because ‘more. thar 35_ '
: " thillien" visitors. ‘would ‘view’a -

communlty worved
by Elks, volunteers =

tall; ugly tank upon- arrival to
Sedona city limits on Hwy. 179

nesses dependmg ‘on tourism, :’
The tank "was:

- because.a geology repoxt indi-
. cated that the pressure of 1 mil-
. lion gallons.of water'would and

could not be supported by the

Ioose surface on-a sharp slope

without "endangering homes
and residents who live nearby.

“The-City Council was correct in
-its rejection . 10 years ago.
" Hopefully . it will” have the
‘integrity to question the water -
‘comipany’s ‘proposals. The Sky

Mountain: water- tank in: the

Back o’ Beyond Raneh area isa

good.case study. - -
This commumty now con-

tributes possibly more than $1

million. in taxes. to support our

‘sthool gystem with few having

children living in their homes
or-a water company that wants
to contribute $24 annually for
the use of land to plage an
unsightly tank or obtain a spe-

cial use pérmit from the Forest
- Service at little more — are we

being ripped off?

‘have an effect on Sedona.

‘city’s vision for expanding,the
: neighborhoodé?

con-'

tejected - thank the community for telp. .

in p resentin%hthe 22nd arinpal .

'community enksgiving din- e

Itis lmportant we votce our'-.

- concerns to the.mayor and the
~ council. ‘Putting: two unsrght.ly;‘
L-million-gallon ‘tanks in the

wrong' location without more -
examination and questions will
Do
not back away because it is. A
USFS' issue. *We, the ‘people, -

‘own' the' forest, -riot a private -
‘corporotxon that eontrxbutes‘“

little. = s
Perhaps Sedona Fire
Fire Marshall: Will Loesehe
should be taken more sericusly

'.'i‘)—

when he was quoted, “the infra:.
“structure  needs - fo be“

) addressed L

“Whire is the 'ch and the -

fire hydrénts mxss g inr
What good s 2 million gal-

~The. Sedona 'Elks want‘ to :

ner. " . .-
We provided a-total of ’760 .

* complete turkey dinners, 140-t0 -
~Meals. on' Wheels and: fire, -
police, and- medical persormel .

"who- were on- duty and 620 at -

the lodge, . ;
A big thanks oestoEmtle o

- Dahet, owner of the Coffee Pot

Restaurant, for his help in the. .

kitchen, as well as the 24 local .~ =
, community volunteers. * .
~ We had a crew ofﬁvemem- -
bers from the Eiks Lake Havasiy

City Lodge volunteer their serv-

ices, along with 30 Sedona Elks

- members involved with the pro--

curement, preparation, cooking.
and serving the turkeys and

_ working at the dinner. °.

Thankstoall

g Vito Pantaleo,
Sedona Elks Lodge No. 2291
leadmg knight
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