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The Recreation Centers of Sun City, Inc. (RCSC) would like to express our opposition to both decoupling

options in the proposed settlement agreement of Southwest Gas Corporation, Docket No. G-01551A-10-
0458.

We believe that the purpose of decoupling is for energy efficiency and conservation. Those who conserve
should be rewarded through savings on their monthly bill for using less energy. When implemented
correctly decoupling can be a conservation mechanism that allows ratepayers to benefit from the reduction
of his/her consumption while holding the utility harmless. It can be beneficial in situations where new
infrastructure is needed to meet the demands of existing growth. However, in this case new infrastructure

is not needed to meet the demands of existing customers in our area, and reduced consumption will not
delay the need for new infrastructure.

It is our understanding that the decoupling options laid out in the proposed settlement agreement have no
benefit for the customer, and only serves the best interest of the utility. We wholeheartedly object to either
of these provisions, and hope that the Commission acknowledges that although decoupling can be used as a

tool to reduce the need for new infrastructure and encourage conservation that in this case it has the exact
opposite effect.

Our residents understand the need to be good stewards of our resources. However, the majority of our
residents are on fixed incomes, and without the benefits that come with conservation (i.e. lower utility bill)

we do not understand the desire of those who propose a mechanism that would lead to higher rates even
with decreased use.

We respectfully ask the Commission to reject any option of decoupling in this case. The residents of Sun
City should not be the test subjects for such a drastic policy change in rate design.

Sincerely,

Janet M. Ek, CMCA, AMS, CPFM
General Manager




