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ORlGA A

BEFORE THE-ARTZONA/COBPORATION COmmaisoium
. e Arizona Comoration Commissig

COMMISSIONERS 71 105 30 P w25 DOCKETED
GARY PIERCE, CHAIRMAN — - = | AUG 3 0 2017
PAUL NEWMAN : - SoeRE

SANDRA D. KENNEDY o ]ﬁ/’
BOB STUMP (AS7

BRENDA BURNS

IN THE MATTER OF THE FORMAL DOCKET NO. E-01750A-09-0149
COMPLAINT AGAISNT MOHAVE

ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, INC. CHANTEL’S RESPONSE TO MOHAVE
FILED BY ROGER AND DARLENE ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE'S
CHANTEL RESPONSE TO COMPLAINANT'S

AUGUST LETTERS

Roger and Darlene Chantel hereby respond to Mcohave Electric

Cooperative’s (MEC) response to Complainant’s August Letters.
RIGHT OF WAY ISSUE

This issue, in this complaint, started out with very simple
requests. The beginning of this dispute started in 2005 when I,
the Complainant, sent MEC a simple request to verify the
location of their alleged right of way over my property. MEC
was unresponsive and did not put forth any effort to cooperate
in supplying me with this information. I informed the
Commissioners and Staff of the Arizona Corporation Commission
about MEC’s non response and failure to make an effort to
cooperate in resolving any issues that might exist. As you can
see this conflict has been going on for about 7 years. The
conflict is about MEC’s right to use my property to transmit
high voltage electricity across my property, reinstatement of
Complainant’s electricity and filing application with A.C.C. for
abandonment of lines and poles.

MEC’s attorneys, Michael A. Curtis and Larry K. Udall, are
knowledgeable and always have known that MEC was negligent in

the placement of their high voltage transmission line on my
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property. The MEC management signed a right of way agreement
with the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) in 2004 stating that
their lines were in the right of way that the BLM had given to
them in Contract AZA 32288. Copy of the right a way agreement
signed in 2004 is included as Exhibit A. It is my understanding
that the BLM has determined that MEC’s high voltage transmission
lines are not in the right of way that the BLM issued to MEC.
From the letter I received from the BLM it appears that MEC is
supposed to give BLM a map showing how much of their lines are
outside of the right of way that has been issued to them. The
facts exist that if they do not have a right of way for their
lines and poles on Federal land they do not have a right way on
my property. The State of Arizona owns the land to the west of
my property and to my knowledge MEC has not informed any State
Officials that they have their high voltage transmission lines
outside of the contracted right of way that MEC signed with the
State of Arizona in 2008.

A licensed Arizona Surveyor mapped the location of the
contracted right of ways that MEC entered into in 2004 with the
BLM and with the State of Arizona in 2008 and placed these
locations on a result of survey map. EXHIBIT B. The surveyor
marked the line as the middle of the 20 foot right of way
labeled as AZA-32288, which was plotted from PHX 096238 right of
way. The surveyor shows the existence of poles and lines that
MEC is transmitting high voltage electricity through. This
result of survey clearly shows that MEC was negligent in the
placement of their high voltage transmission lines and poles.

In the left center of this map, this surveyor maps the recorded
16 foot right of way that was given to MEC as a service right of
way. It clearly shows that MEC is again acting without regard
for personal property rights by placing their poles and lines

outside of the recorded right of way that they had been granted.
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MEC DISCONNECTED THE COMPLAINANT’'S ELECTRIC ON THE
PRETENCE THAT THE COMPLAINANT CREATED A SAFETY
VIOLATION.

If the Commission would take a few moments to review MEC’s
filing it would find that most of MEC’s filing refers to an
unconventional 6200 square foot structure. MEC makes claims
that this structure is under their High Voltage Transmission
lines. They state to the Commission that MEC’s lines are too
close to the structure and are not in compliance with National
Electric Safety Code (“NESC”). They are saying that the NESC
codes allow a building to exist under these lines. Having a
structure under MEC’s lines is not a valid reason for moving
their lines. Why are these lines too close to this structure?
Whose fault is it that they are too close to this structure?

The reason these lines are too close to this structure is not
because the structure exists as claimed by MEC. The reason is
certified by a licensed surveyor in Exhibit B. On the bottom of
this result of survey map it shows that MEC’s lines over this
structure is about 700 feet from pole to pole. This caused
large sag that is causing the pole on the west side to bend and
it is getting weaker as time passes. This survey shows that
this pole has about a two and one half foot bend in it at the
time of the survey. If this pole was not leaning and was
straight, the lines would not be sagging and there would be no
violation of the NESC. These lines are unsafe and are not being
used and are abandoned. Under A.A.C. R14-2-208 A and R14-2-202
B, MEC should file for an abandonment of these lines that are no
longer being used. It should be noted that Complainant
suggested a fix to the problem. It was to bring these lines
into compliance with present day standards and codes that are

outlined in A.A.C. R14-2-208 F. The fix was to put a single

[Summary of pleading] - 3




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

pole in the middle of the 700 foot span, which would have
brought the lines into compliance with present day codes. If
MEC would have made this simple fix it would have raised the
lines high enough to bring their lines into compliance with
NESC. Why would MEC not address this simple fix? Three
possible reasons:

1. MEC does not have a right of way to have their high
voltage transmission lines located on this property.
These two attorneys created a scheme that the lines
should be moved because of a clearance violation.
MEC has never presented to the Commission a
reasonable set of facts why they would spend so much
money to move these lines when one pole could have
been added, which would have raised the lines and
there would not have been any violation. The only
conclusion one can draw is that the attorneys made
the decision to move the lines to cover up the facts
that MEC did not have any type of permission to be on
the Complainant’s property. Most attorneys follow
the Model Rules For Profession Conduct set by the
courts. This code requires attorneys to look for and
offer a reasonable solution to a problem. This code
prevents attorneys from misusing the laws of the
state to generate fees. It is evident that these
attorneys are involved frivolous filings with the
Commission and the court for the purpose of
generating fees for themselves.

2. The two attorneys in this case saw an opportunity to
generate large amounts of legal fees that could be
charged to the members of Mohave Electric
Cooperative. I understand that this is outside of

your jurisdiction. This issue falls under the
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responsibility of the Arizona Bar Association, which
handles the self policing of attorneys which are
outside of most laws of the state.

3. There is a jurisdiction issue that the Commission
should consider here. MEC is claiming that the
reason for disconnecting of the Chantels electric was
because of a violation of NESC. The laws in this
authority have been adopted by the Commission and
placed in the A.A.C.in R14-2-208 F. The claimed
safety violation is outside of the structure and
under the jurisdiction of the Commission. In this
case the County of Mohave did not have jurisdiction
to issue a disconnect of the Chantel’s residence.
All of the issues that MEC has presented to this
Commission regarding Mohave County are a moot issue.
The jurisdiction of reinstating electricity falls on

the Commission.

COMPLAINANT’' S RESPONSE TO RESPONDANT’'S RULES
RESTRICTING TERMINATION AND THEIR CLAIMS THAT THEY ARE NOT
APPLICABLE

The attorneys, Michael A. Curtis and Larry K. Udall, have
misrepresented a large number of issues to the Commission and
the courts of Arizona. They have gone to such an extreme to
misrepresent the facts that they have resorted to lying to this
government body. In Mohave Electric Cooperative, Inc.’s
response to Complainant’s August letters, these attorneys make
the statement on page 4 lines 8 & 9 (none having been provided).
That is an out and out lie. Medical records were sent to my
attorney, which were provided to these two attorneys. Medical
records were provided to the Commission and the Mohave Superior

Court. There is no dispute as to my medical need for continuous
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electricity. For clarification I will resubmit these medical
records as Exhibit C. Complainant sent a letter, EXHIBIT D, to
MEC’s Board Members and managing staff, dated January 29, 2009,
informing them of my medical condition that requires continuous
electric service without disruption. This letter requested that
I be placed on MEC’s medical list and shows the need for
reinstatement of electricity.

The Complainant asks this Commission to issue an order
under R14-2-211 A 5 & 6 to Mohave Electric Cooperative to
reinstate continuous electric service to the residence located
at 10001 E. Hwy. 66, Kingman, AZ 86401 and sometimes referred to
as 10001 E. Hwy 66, Hackberry, AZ 86411.

COMPLAINANT’S RESPONSE TO COMPLY WITH CONDITIONS
FOR ESTABLISNMENT OF SERVICE
TO RESOLVE THE ISSUES

Let us look at the disconnection of this service. MEC
claims that a violation has occurred under NESC. These codes
are clearly under the jurisdiction of the A.C.C. R14-2-208 F.
This means that the disconnection order should have come from
the A.C.C. The reconnect order must come from the A.C.C.
Mohave County’s jurisdiction only comes into play after the
electric passes through the meter. All of MEC’s claims that
Mohave County has a jurisdiction in this case are moot. Since
this is the case we must only deal with issues under A.C.C.
jurisdiction. The A.C.C. is the responsible party to issue the
reconnection.

MEC makes numerous claims in a letter sent to Complainant
on August 1, 2012.

1. They claim that the Complainant must supply

easements. Please note in Exhibit B it shows that a
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service right of way granting MEC access has been
recorded as Instrument No. 2001-010401 Book 3682,
Page 517 in the Mohave County Recorder office.

MEC wants the Complainant to pay for the line
extension. It should be noted that these lines did
not have to be moved. The problem could have been
fixed with the placement of one pole. MEC did not
offer the Complainant any due process of law. MEC
made the decision to move and build new lines around
the property because they claimed it was the only way
to correct an unsafe condition. There were many
other options that could have been considered. The
amount of line that is needed to connect my residence
is about 65 feet. The cost of this about $150.00 to
$250.00.

. Regarding “Paying outstanding amounts due and paying

deposits”, the amount that MEC claims is due is for
the construction of a new line that they made the
decision to build. The Complainant was not offered
any form of due process. The Complainant did not
sign any contracts to pay for MEC’s building of a new
line. MEC assumed all of the cost and responsibility
of the construction of these new lines and then makes
ludicrous and unfounded claims that the Complainant
is responsible for the construction of these new
lines. What falls under the jurisdiction of the

A.C.C. is R14-2-211 TERMINATION OF SERVICE A, 3;

“Nonpayment of a bill related to another class of
service.” The class of service that the Complainant
received from MEC was a monthly distribution of
electricity. MEC sent the Complainant a monthly bill

for the amount of electricity used. The Complainant
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responded by paying the amount on this monthly bill.
This was Complainant’s class standing with MEC. The
outstanding amounts due, claimed by MEC, is outside
of the Complainant’s class billing structure and is
not for the same class of utility service. This
alleged amount due was created without Complainant’s
permission and is used for all members of MEC. It
should be clear to everyone that the Complainant did
not approve of the large expense that occurred when
MEC decided to build a new high voltage transmission
line around the property. This new high voltage
transmission line is used by all of the members.
This clearly puts this bill in a different class.
R14-2-11 (3) states, “Nonpayment of a bill related to
another class of service.” This means that this
bill, by law, is not grounds for the Commission to

deny reinstatement of Complainant’s electricity.

ACTION ON COMPLAINANT’'S COMPLAINT WAS
STAYED AT HIS REQUEST

MEC is correct in that the complaint was stayed. The
reason for the stay was that a large number of issues were
outside of the jurisdiction of the A.C.C. The issue of
requiring MEC to reinstate Complainant’s electricity falls under

the jurisdiction of the A.C.C.

SUMMARY

The Respondents have made a number of false and frivolous
claims to defend their unethical and malicious acts against the
Complainant. The attorneys in this case have violated the Model

Rules For Professional Conduct, with the intention of increasing
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fees. These attorneys have made no reasonable effort to resolve
any issues in this case. The Complainant has submitted

documented evidence that the A.C.C. is the authority that should
issue an order to Mohave Electric Cooperative, INC. to reinstate

the Complainant’s electricity.

DATED this 3Q+L day of August, 2012

Jfﬁ Ronlene ClonZil

Rogér Chantel Darlene Chantel
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PROOF AND CERTIFICATION OF MAILING

I hereby certify that on this 30th day of August 2012, I
caused the foregoing document to be served on the Arizona
Corporation Commission by delivering the original and thirteen
(13) copies of the above to:

Docket Control

Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

COPY of the foregoing mailed
this 30#hday of August 2012 to:

John Foreman, Assistant Attorney General
1275 West Washington Street
Phoenix, AZ 85007-2926

Belinda A Martin, Administrative Law Judge
Arizona Corporation Commission

1200 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Wes Van Cleve, Esqg.

Scott Hesla, Esqg.

Legal Division

Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Larry K. Udall

Curtis, Goodwin, Sullivan,
Udall & Schwab, P.L.C.

501 East Thomas Road

Phoenix, Arizona 85012-3205

[iﬁAlkﬂL/ Cyﬁamlif
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EXHIBIT “A”



FORM 2800-14 _ Issuing Office
(August 1985) Kingman Field Office

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
RIGHT-OR-WAY GRANT/TEMPORARY USE PERMIT

SERIAL NUMBER AZA-32288
,
1. A right-of-way is hereby granted pursuant to Title V of the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of
October 21, 1976 (90 Stat. 2776; 43 U.S.C. 1761).

2. Nature of Interest:
a. By this instrument, the holder:

Mohave Electric Cooperative
Post Office Box 1045
Bullhead City, AZ 86430

receives a right to construct, operate, maintain, and terminate a 14.4 kv overhead electric line
with associated guy anchors, on public 1ands described as follows:

Gila and Salt River Meridian

T. 15N, R 12W.,
sec 14 WIHNWY;
sec 32 NWi4 SWYNEY, SEY.:
T. I5N,,R. I3W,,
sec 24 BYoaNWYs;
T. 16N.,R. 13W.,
sec 04 BANEY;
T. 16\aN., R. 13W,,
sec 21 lot 3;
sec 21 SWILSEY;
sec 28 SWYNEW, NW4SEY:;
sec 33 EViNEY%, EVaSEY;
T. 17N, R 13W.,
sec 10 WANWYs;
sec 15 WisEl,:
sec 26 WILNWL NW1SW4;
sec 35 EaWis;

AZA-32288



-

T. 18N, R. 13W,,

sec 34 SEUSEY;

sec 3§ WLNW4;
T.23N.,R. I3W,,

sec 20 SEY%;

sec 26 SWi4 BUNWY, NWIANEY:
T.23N,R. 14W,,

sec 04 NWo, NEUSEY;;

sec 10 NE%.

The permit area granted herein is 20 feet wide, 59,136 feet long for a 14.4 kV electrical power
pole. The total right-of-way contains 27.15 acres, more or less.

This instrument shall terminate on 30 years from its effective date unless prior thereto, it is
relinquished, abandoned, terminated, or modified pursuant to the terms and conditions of this
instrument or any applicable federal law or regulation.

Notwithstanding the early relinquishment, abandonment, or termination, the provisions of this
instrument, to the extent applicable, shall continue in effect and shall be binding on the holder, its
successors, Or assignees, until they have fully satisfied the obligations and/or liabilities accruing
herein before or on account of the prior termination, of the grant.

For and in consideration of the rights granted, the holder agrees to pay the Bureau of Land -
Management fair market value rental as determined by the authorized officer unless specifically
exempted from such payment by regulation. Provided, however, that the rental may be adjusted
by the authorized officer, whenever necessary, to reflect changes in the fair market rental value as
determined by the application of sound business management principles, and so far as practicable
and feasible, in accordance with comparable commercial practices.

Terms and Conditions:

a

This grant or permit is issued subject to the holder's compliance with all applicable regulations
contained in Title 43 Code of Federal Regulations part 2800.

Upon grant termination by the authorized officer, all improvements shall be removed from the
public lands within 90 days, or otherwise disposed of as provided in paragraph (4)(d) or as
directed by the authorized officer.

Each grant issued for a term of 20 years or more shall, at a minimum, be reviewed by the
authorized officer at the end of the 20th year and at regular intervals thereafter not to exceed 10
years. Provided, however, that a right-of-way or permit granted herein may be reviewed at any
time deemed necessary by the authorized officer.

AZA-32288
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Failure of the bolder to comply with applicable law or any provision of this right-of-way grant or
permit shall constitute grounds for suspension or termination thercof,

The holder shail perform all operations in a good and workmaniike manner so as to ensure
protection of the environment and the health and safety of the public.

Any Cultural and/or paleontological resource (historic or prehistoric site or object) discovered by
the holder, or any person working on his behalf, on public or Federal land shall be immediately
reported to the authorized officer. Holder shall suspend all operations in the immediate area of
such discovery until written authorization to proceed is issued by the authorized officer. An
evaluation of the discovery will be made by the authorized officer to determine appropriate
actions to prevent the loss of significant cultural or scientific values. The holder will be
responsible for the cost of evaluation and any decision as to proper mitigation measures will be
made by the authorized officer after consulting with the holder.

The holder shall conduct all activities associated with the construction, operation, and termination
of the right-of-way within the authorized limits of the right-of-way.

Construction sites shall be maintained in a sanitary condition at all times; waste materials at those
sites shall be disposed of promptly at an appropriate waste disposal site. “Waste” means alt
discarded matter including, but not lmited to, buman waste, trash, garbege, refuse, oil drums,

- petroleum products, ashes, and equipment.

Holder shall remove only the minizmm amount of vegetation necessary for the auguring of pole
holes. Topsoil shall be conserved during excavation and rensed as cover on disturbed areas to
facilitate regrowth of vegetation.

Construction holes left open over night shall be covered. Covers shall be secured in place and
shall be strong enough to prevent livestock or wildlife from falling through and into a hole.

The power line shall meet mininmm standards recomimended in “Suggested Practices for Raptor
Protection on Power Lines, The State of the Art in 1996" Avian Power Line Interaction
committee (APLIC), 1996. Edison Electric Institute/Raptor Research Foundation, Washington
D.C.

Keep surface disturbing activities to a minirum. Cross country driving should only be permitted
rather than the balding of a road. Plant spacing and slope would allow for cross-country driving.

Avoid running over/crushing plants along the right-of-way. Drive around plants where possible.

AZAr-32288
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INWITNESSWHBREOF,Theundersignedagteestotlwtamsandoondiﬁonsoftlﬁsnght—ofwaygmntor
permit.

waa.da., ?<43~'\7 bens

(Signature of Holer) _
M )y (Do Acting Field Manager
(Title)
_@zfuémésf £Lr5/0d
(Eﬁ'ecuve Date of Grant)
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EXHIBIT “C”



P Iy

: R B
. (Fira 22 T PPt
(l_;('ﬁ}&” o CEJ«D.J: ’SS"
b T wr L 2 - 7? -TT/__) /A

‘ F= L
Ay, . >

Centons T

EPHP ) St ieng 1, o g

@ B i 2t f., ;

Q«";& bnce fsfey /E%
Z{t/iMO{ %7 ﬂ ‘ .
Fr

|




INTEGRA SLEEP SOLUTIONS,LLG.

BLEEP S8TUDY REFORT
PHYSICIAN'S IMPRESSION
Paliept: CHANTEL,DUSTIN Date of study: 05/24/02
pos: 03/08/1947 WedicaiRecord: 505-66-0743
Roferring Physiclan: LAWRENCE MD, JAMES, Conwulting Physician:  Simon J. Farow MD

(This report represents the interpreting physician's clinical impression from review of available information about
the patient including the actual polysomnogram and quantitative analysis of the polysomnogram as set out in the
full report of which the impression forms only & part. it should not be considered to atand alone es the full report )

The subject of investigation is a 55 year(s) old maie who has been referred for evaluation of possivle obstructive
sieep apnea and Irial of traatment ¥ appropriate.

The first part of this recording demonatrated severe obstructive sleep apnes with an overall apnea/hypopnea
index of 20, and apneafhypopnea index of 58 when the patient was supine, respiratory disturbance index of 35

overall and iowest recorded blood oxygen saturation of 85%. '

The patient’s sieep related ventilation disorder was not adequately controlled at tolerated CPAP pressure. it was
\:elkcmwoued using DIPAP at 18/13 om H20 with a ResMed standard Mirage nasal mask and inline heated
urmidifier,

No disturbances of cardiac rhythm were recorded,
No perlodic limb mavements of sioep were recorded,

impression: this recording demonstrates a significant steep related ventilation disorder which was adequatei
controied with BIPAP apparatus and settings us above which are therefore recommended, Y

780.63-Hypersomnia wkh slsep apnea

Simon J. Farmow

Centified by the American Bosrd of Sleep M
May 28, 2602 Sleep Modicine




INTEGRA SLEEP SOLUTIONS, LLC
8678 W. Spring Mountain Road, Sts. 108
Las Vogas, NV 89117
Tel: (702) 9808447
Fax: (702) 3049223

Ovemight Polysomnography with CPAP\BiPAP Titration

Patient Name: Chantel, Dustin Date of Stndy: 05-24-2002
DOB: 03-09-1947 Medical Recond: 565-66-0743

Referxing Physiclan Jomes Lawrence, MD Consulting Fhysiclan:  Simon Farrow, MD

PROCEDURE: An all-night comprehersive sleep study was performed in which the following medical

porameters were recorded using the SANDMAN® computerized polygraph. The study was attended by

a polysomnogrmphy technologist and reviewed by Simon Fasrow, MD, Diplomate, American Board of Sleep
The overndght sleep study recorded:

Central Eloctroencephalogram (C3 and C4) Oodpital Blectroencephalogram (O} and O2)

Eleciromyogrephy (chin and anterior tibialis) Electrocardiogram using Lead II

Abdominel and Thoracic Respiratory Bffort Body Positiont

Nasgal/Orad aAirflow Oxygen Saturation via Pulse Oximetry

Electro-vculogram (LEOG & RBOG) A microphuone was used to monitor acheal sound and snoring,
PATIENY BACKGROUND: ‘

AGE: & HEIGHT: 60" WEIGHT: 235.0bs.

NECKSIZE: 18 fiches
MEDICATIONS: None Listed

BECK DEPRESSION INVENTORY: 7 (NORMAL $9)
RPWORTH SLEEPINESS SCALE: 18 (NORMAL 9)
REASON FOR STUDY: Possible Obvtructive Sieep Apnea

BLOOD PRESSURE:  Start of Study: 13684 End of Stady: 132\80

OVERVIEW: The patient slept with the head of the bed fiat wiilizing 1 pillow. The sleep onset latency
was 6.4 minutes and no REM onset. Obstructive apnea and hypopnes was observed and occurred at an
overall rate of 20.0/hour and 58.1/houx ia the supine body-position, Apnee. hypopnea, pius snore
arousals (RDT) occurred ot an overall rate of 34,7/ hour and 61.9/hour in the supine position. Light-Loud
snoring wes noted and digturbed sleep at a rate of 14.7/hour. The lowest recorded oxygen satnration
duning sleep was 84.5% from a baseline of 964%. Mouth breathing wag observed. There were no leg
movements. There were a total of 2 spontaneous arousale for a total REG arousal index of 2.7/ hour.



INTEGRA SLEEP SOLUTIONS, LLC -
8670 W. Spring Mountsin Road, Ste. 108, Las Vegus, NV 89117

Patiort Name: Chontel, Destin - Study Date: 05-24-2002 - Medics! Record: 565-80-0743

The patient was fitted with a Resmed stardard Mitage nasal mask and CPAP was initiated at 4couHO
and titrated to 12am H,O. BiPAP wan imittated with TPAP ranges of: 12cm.H0 - 18anH:O and EPAP
ronges of: ZanH:O - 16cmHeO. An inline-heated humiditier was utilized dhring the recording. A
chinetrap was not atilized. The sleep onget latency wes 0.9 mirutes and REM onset latency at 115
minutes. While CPAP\BiPAP titration was admuinigtered, oxygen saturation during sleep varied from
84.3% to 99.0%. REM (30.3%) rebound oocurred during CPAP\BiPAP titration. No apnea or hypopnen
was obgerved with sn IPAP of 18cm.10 and EPAP of 13cm H2Q. Snoring was eliminated with a IPAP of
18cn HO. There were no leg movements. There were a total of 40 sportaneous arousals for a total EBG
arousal index of 10.6/hour. In the am. the patient reported their sieep to be the same o8 usual. The
recording started at 23:32:26 and ended at 05:32:49.

SLEEP ARCHITRECTURE: ~DIAGNOSTIC - - CPAP -
Total Sleep Time (TST): 450 minutes 204 wminutes
Total Time i Bed (TIB): 651 minutes 2953 otrmbes
Sleep Efficiency: 692 percent 770 percent
Latency to Sleep Oneet: 64 minubes 0.9 ménutes
Latency to REM Onsct: N.A  minutes 115 minutes
SLEEF STAGES: - DIAGNOSTIC - « CPAP-

Misnstes YIST Noumalg Minutes %E8Y Noomals
Stage 1: 125 278 (2%-5%) - 360 15.8 (2%-5%)
Stage 2: 3zs 72.2 (45%-55%) 1214 3.4 {(45%-55%)
Kage 3 NA 09 (3%-8%) 1.0 0.4 (3%-8%)
Stage 4: NA 0.0 (10%-15%) NA 0.0 (10%-15%)
REM Sleep: N.A 0.0 (20-25%) 69.0 363 (20-25%)
AROUSING ACTIVITY: - DIAGNOSTIC ~ -CPAP-

Nomber #perhouwr | Number #perbour

EBG Arvusals (Spomtancous): 2 27 40 10.6
Respiratory Arousals (T'otal): 15 200 8 21
Snoring Arousals: 1 147 5 1.3
LEG Movement Arvusals: 0 0.0 0 0.0
ARM Movement Arousals; 0 0.0 0 090




INTEORA SLEEP SOLUTIONS, LLG
8678'W. Spring Mountwn Rosd, Ste. 108, Law Veges, NV 89117

Patient Name: Chantel, Destin = Study Dste: 05-24-2002 « Medicsl Record; 505-00-0743

DISCUSSION: Trior to CPAP\BIPAP titration, totl Non-REM sirep was 45.0 muinutes and total BEM
sloep wos N.A mirutes, There weve 32 stage sivlts, N.A REM pesiod(s), and 3 awakenings. The longest

of all apneas and hypupoeas was 29.0 seconds with @ mear of 20.7 securvls.

During CPAP\BIPAF titration, there was 1.6 minutes of sleep spent with the oxygen sstuation < 90%.
Total Non-REM sleep was 158.4 minutes and total REM gleep was 69.0 minutes. There were 94 stage
shifts, 3 REM petiod(s), and 16 awakenings. The kngest of all zpneas and hypopneas was 40.8 seconds

with a meax of 21.7 seconds.
RESPIRATORY EVENTS:  -DIiACNOSTIC.] - CPAP- Apoows wen soorsd and
Apneos: 3 B defined as o complete cessation
of arfiow for 10 seconds or
Central apnees: (1 0 greater, with or withowt arousal
Mixed apreas: v 0 ¥
. vers sconed and
Ubstructive spness: 3 ¢ dofined 8 a decvenss In wirfow
. ' for 10 seconds or Sreater
Hypopmas: ": » ssnocisted whh ot lesst o 4%
Total Apreas & Hypopness: 1 8 oxygen deesaturation, or
without arousa! activity.
Aymea Hypoprea ndex (AHI: 200/t 74/bx
Snoring Arouswis: u 5 AHI = apheas + bypopnoss
Resp. Disturbence Index (RDIY; M7/ b 8.7/he RO = apnieas « Pypoproes
CPAP/BIFAR TITRATION:
— TivES RESPIRATORY DISTURBANCES OXIMETRY
D:vel 3“ (m’[‘f["') I(ffx‘h/)l Non | Apnaa | Apnea W!Hypoy-- ‘{‘c:tal AHY | Snore RDI‘ Max. | Min, ?vieem;
By | ) | @) | REM | Cen. | Obs. | Mnd. | neas | Resp. Arousal| Resp. > 1590, % SpO:% { 5pO: %
(in) Events Svore) | (TRT) | ORD) | QED
Cpap Tegs
9 06 | 04 | 02 - - - - - - - 970 [ 885 [ 715
3 6.1 - 52 - - 3 3 | M4 - 344 | 970 | 855 | 93.1
6 658 | 125 | 498 | - - 2 2 1.9 i 29 1980 | 835 | 943
8 115 | - 1us | - - 1 1 5.2 - 52 | 970 1 930 | 95.0
10 170 | 66 | 104 | - 5 - 5 1176 1 211 | WO | 885 | 938
‘{2 283 | 375 ¢ 95 - - 4 4 8.9 z 133 | 990 | %05 | 980
WAP/EPAP BiPAP Tags
12/7 2.3 . 23 - - 3 3 | 769 - 769 | 990 | 915 | 954
13/9 21 - 2.1 . - - . . . - | 975 | 925} 954
/11 1 108 - 15| - 3 . 3 {172 - 172 | 975 | 925 | 95.1
i6/12 | 197 - 19.7 - - 6 ) 18.3 1 214 | 90 | 925 | 957
18716 113121 320 | 372 - - 1 1 0.9 - 09 | 990 | 905 | 955




Pattonz Nama: Charfel, Destin - Study Date: 06-24-2002 +

INTEQRA SLEEP SOLUTIONS, LLC
8870 V¥, Spring Mountain Road, Ste. 108, Las Vegas, NV 80117

BODY POSITION: %TST ABI
Diagnostic CPAP {Diagnostic CPAP
Supine: 4% 300.0% | 58.1/hr 74/hx
Lefl-8ide: 0.0% 0.0% NA/lr NA/hr
Right-Side: 65.6% 0.0% 0.0/2r  N.A/hr
Prone: Q2.0% 0.0% NA/tr  NA/hr
Upright: 0.0% 00% | NA/fe  NA/r
SLEBP STAGES: TIME (i) AN
Diagmastic CPAP [Disgnostic CPAP
REM Sleep: N.A 00 | NA/M  35/hr
Non-REM Sleep: 45.0 1584 | W00/he  91/hx
OXIMETRY SUMMARY: - DIAGNOSTIC -
Wake Non-KEM REM ST
PBeseline Sp0x 1% 964%  NA%  964%
Mimdeum SpOy: 910%  845% N.A%  8a5%
Meadoywn SpOz: 9.0% 99.0% N.A%  93.0%
Mean SpOx: 952% 8% NA%  938%
Time spent at <90% SpOz 0.0min. 3imin NA  31lmin
i,
L -
90% — 100% SpOx; “ﬁm" %931:?;
80% -~ 9% SpOy; 3.1 min. 6.9%

Medical Retord: 585-08-0743

RDI Mininum SpO;
Disgaostic CFPAP |Diagnostic CPAP
619/l 87/t 84.5% 84.5%
NA/lr Na/hr | NAX  Nag
203/l N.A/bc | 905%  NA%
NA/e NA/hr | NAR N.A%
NA/lr NaA/wr | NA% - NA%
RDI Minisom SpO;
Diagnostic CPAP [Disgmostic CPAP
NA/br  61/hc | NA%  885%
347/he 98/hr | 845%  845%
~CPAP -
Wake NonREM REM TST
$73%  wWO%  WO%  969%
835%  BA5%  885%  845%
990%  990%  975% 900%
955%  95.0%  945%  94.8%
02min. 12min. Cdiwmin. 16min
TST spent at * %TST*
225.8 min. 99.3%
1.6 mén, 07%

* Data in columens totaiing less tham 100% of TST indicates ‘iud data’ yarked on SpOz channel.

CABRDIAC BVENTS: Prior o CPAP\BIPAP titcation; average hoart rete (wake): 72.5 bpm. Mean Heart
rate {(Non-REM sleep): 70.4 bpm. Mintmum heart rate (IST): 64.4 bpm. Maximum hestt rate {IST): 78.0

bpm.

Dusing CPAP\BIPAP tiiration; avernge heert rate (wake): 70.6 bpm. Mean Heart rate (Non-REM sleep):

714 bpan. Mean heant rate (REM sleep): 728 bpm. Mirdowun heart rate (TST): 594 bpm. Madnusm
heart rate (YST): 96.5 bpm.



INTEGRA SLEEP SOLUTIONS, LLC
8678 W. 8pring Mourtsin Rosd, Ste. 106, Las Vegas, NV 89117

Pationt Narme: Chartel, Destin  *  Study Dete; 03-24-2002 « Madical Record: 585-80-0743

MUSCLE MOVEMENT: - IAGNOSTIC - : -CPAP -
Number # per hour Numlrer # per hour
LBG Movements Total: N.A 00/hs N.A 0.0/br
Arousals: N.A 0.0/ N.A 0.0/hw
Non-Arousals: N.A 0.0/bw N.A 00/hr
ARM Movenvents Totak N.A 00/t N.A 0.0/
Arousals: N.A 0.0/hr N.A 0.0/hr
Non-Arousals: N.A 0.0/hr N.A 0.0/hr

BEG: Prior to CPAP\BiPAP titration, sleep onset Iatency occwrred at 6.4 minutes and no REM onset.
There was no Delin and REM sleep. There were 3 wake after sleep onset periods of 85, 3.5, and 4.3
minutes, respectively. There were a total of 2 spontancous arcusals for a total EEG arousal index of
2.7/ hour,

During CPAP\BIPAP tiration, REM (30.3%) rebownd occurred. There were 2 wake after sleep onset
periods of 485 and 5.5 minutes, respectively. There were & total of 40 spontanevus arvasals for a total
BEG arousal index of 10.6/hour.



Patient Name: Chantsl, Dastin
Subject Code: DC052402
Study Date: 5242002
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EXHIBIT “D”



January 29, 2009

Roger Chantel
10001 E. Hwy 66
Kingman, AZ 86401

Mohave Electric Cooperative
928 Hancock Road
Bullhead City, AZ 86430

To the Board Members and managing staff of Mohave Electric Cooperative

I, Dustin Roger Chantel ( hereinafter referred to as Roger Chantel) request that |
be placed on Mohave Electric Cooperative’s medical list because | have a medical
condition that requires continuous electric service without disruption. | have
been diagnosed with Sleep Apnea and the treatment of this condition is the need
for a breathing machine which requires continuous electric service. | am
supplying you a copy of the prescription of the machine that | am required to use
in order to maintain my health.

This is a formal request to reinstate the electricity to my place of residence at
10001 E. Hwy 66 Kingman, AZ 86401. This is a request for reinstatement of my
electricity upon the receipt of this letter. YOUR IMMEDEATE ACTION TO THIS
MATTER WOULD BE GREATLY APPRECHATED.

Sincerely,
% 7
Chantel



