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A. Glynn Ross February 4, 2014

405 S. Ponderosa Arizona Corporation Commission

Payson Arizona 85541 1200 W. Washington Street

808-896-5231 Phoenix Arizona 85007

Continued Rate Hearings Feb 4, 2014

Before the Arizona Corporation Commission

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF PAYSON DOCET NO: W-03514A-13-0111

WATER CO., INC., AN ARIZONA CORPORATION FOR

A DETERMINATION OF THE FAIR VALUE OF IT’S
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IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF PAYSON DOCKET NO: W-03514A-13-0142

WATER COMPANY.,INC., AN ARIZONA CORPORATION,
FOR ATHORITY TO: (1) ISSUE EVIDENCE OF
INDEBTEDNESS IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED

$1,238,000 IN CONNECTION WITH INFRASTRUCTURE Interveners Motion to Separate

IMPROVRMRNTS TO THE UTILITY SYSTEM; AND (2) PLANT the Gisela Rate Payers

ENCUMBER REAL PROPERTY AND PLANT AS from further proceedings

SECURITY FOR SUCH INDEBTEDNESS.
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Adrian Glynn Ross is a Rate Payer and property owner in Gisela, Arizona. | am also an
Intervener in the above captioned matter. As a Rate Payer of the Gisela, Arizona Community
Account No70260-31072, | have been legally approved and recognized as Intervener in these
proceedings. Though | am the only person that has registered as such in the Gisela Community
one should not let that portray or suggest an incorrect image of lack of interest or concerns of
many in the Gisela community, for these Rate Payers feel as strongly about this as | do. This is
no more than an lllegal attempt to extort further funds from the community of Gisela under the
false pretense of a supposedly needed exorbitant Water Rate increase because of needed
additional cost of maintaining and/or supplying water to the Rate-Payers in the Gisela area and
further alleging “Water Shortages.” It is now more obvious than before that this is nothing
more than an attempt to extract additional funds from the Gisela Rate Payers and the
Community. In fact this may very well be better explained by the observation of past and
present poor company financial management and misuse of Company Funds by those
responsible for supplying Goods and Services to these Rate Payers. The missing $700,000 plus
of Company Funds, not properly accounted for in the sale of some of its assets, is just one
Example. We Rate Payers in the Gisela Community have an abundance of water, enough to sell
to other areas that may be distressed. It is believed that proper Maintenance and Management
of the Gisela water services would reflect there is not a need for rate increases or very little if
any. However, if it is expected by others that the Gisela Rate Payers have some legal obligation
to be the “Financial Keepers” of other water sheds and other Community Rate Payer alleged
loses. | believe one who expects such is attempting to stretch the law way beyond what would
be approved by a Court of proper Jurisdiction. These acts, if considered by the ACC, would be
Unfair, lllegal, and Discriminatory to the Ratepayers of Gisela and also Deer Creek who share
the same water shed basin as the Gisela Rate payers. It is obvious to me that the recent
numerous quick changes in owners, Company Locations, Multiple changes in Name and Mailing
addresses ( A kind of Hide and Seek) that there is more to hide (“Or be Learned”) then what has
been uncovered. Is it solely an attempt to hide Hundreds of Thousands of Dollars in missing
funds belonging to the Company that (“in my opinion”) was wrongly removed from the
“Company Treasurer”?

| have sat, watched, read transcripts and listened and feel it is a matter that should be before a
Federal Grand Jury, as well as the Arizona Corporation Commission. Does this Commission want
to continue to bare these responsibilities without any greater discovery? it is without a doubt,
that the records of these proceedings reflect documents and testimony presented by several
Interveners exposing subject matter and events that appear to be in violation of various
Criminal Statutes.
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The bottom line is, how can Gisela and Deer Creek Rate Payers be charged for correcting an
“alleged water shortages” in other far ranging different water sheds, when in (our) Tonto Creek
Basin water shed, water is abundant. We are being told it is because of an entirely different
Community in an entirely different Water Basin may be experiencing a Water Shortage and
alleged cost overruns. Why is this so? Are we to expect it is because different Communities and
different water companies have the same owners? | don’t think so.

I Request this Arizona Corporation Commission to act prudently and separate the Gisela Rate
Payers from further consideration of any determination of a Rate increase under these
proceedings, unless and until a full and complete separate Business Plan is forthcoming for the
Gisela Rate Payers.

Respectfully submitted this fourth Day of February 2014
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By A Glynn Ross Intervener, Gisela Rate Payer

Original and 13 copies

Of the forgoing were filed

This 4™ day of February 2014
Docket Control

Arizona Corporation Commission
1200W Washington Street

Phoenix Az. 855007




P-4 of 4
Copies were mailed and/or delivered this 4th day February of 2014 to the following.

Jay Shapiro (Attorney for Payson Water Company.,Inc.)
Fennemore Craig P.C. 2394 E, Camelback Road, Suite 600
Phoenix Arizona 85016

Robert Hardcastle
3101 State Road
Barersfield, CA 93308

William Sheppard
6250 North Central Avenue
Phoenix Ariz.85012

Thomas Bremer
6717 E. Turquoise Ave.
Scottsdale, Ariz.85253

J. Stephen Gehring & Richard M. Burt
8157 W. Deadeye Rd.
Payson Ariz. 85541

Suzanne Nee
2051 E. Aspen Drive
Tempe Ariz.85282

Kathleen Reidhead
14406 S. Cholla Canyon Drive
Phoenix Arizona 85044




