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Dear Commissioner Little: 

My name is Steven C. Moss. I’m the Chairman of the Mohave County Board of Supervisors. As 
a Supervisor, I represent District 5 of Mohave County. District 5 includes Mohave Valley and 
Fort Mohave within i ts borders. 

1 have been following EPCOR’s proposed rate increase request currently pending before you. I 
would strongly encourage you to vote “No” on any increase in the rate. 

I have two reasons for urging you to vote no. The first is simple human compassion. The 
Mohave County area is the Sth poorest areas of the United States per recent census data (see 
attached). The Fort Mohave and Mohave Valley areas are predominantly retirees living on 
limited fixed incomes. A rate increase (no matter how small) will have a disproportionate 
impact on these residents who simply have no wiggle room in their budgets, as compared t o  
more affluent areas. 

Second, it is my understanding that EPCOR alleges the Mohave Valley operation is not 
profitable. The primary basis for this assertion is allegedly that it has 20+ employees a t  that 
plant. I have two comments: a) I don’t believe there are, or there need be, 20+ employees 
operating that very small plant; and, b) EPCOR bought t e Mohave Valley portion of its 
operations as part of a package deal; some were more profitable than others and, accordingly, 
EPCOR’s profit-loss situation should be considered in toto, not in isolation. 
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I know you have a difficult task ahead of you. I’m requesting that you consider the hardship 
which would be imposed on Mohave Valley residents if any increase were granted and the deal 
EPCOR purchased is, in toto, profitable. In considering those factors, please vote against any 
rate increase for the benefit of EPCOR. 

Mohave County Board of Supervisors 



~ t ~ G ~ ~ ~ ~  - Mohave Counry made it onto an unwanted list as  one ofthe poorest aieas in the nation. 

Sased on data from the U. S Census,  a 2C12 con;rrtunriy 
G i y  metro area ranks as the fifth poorest of more than 366 metropoltian areas in the country 

s h o m  that the Eingrnan-Lake i lavasu City-Bullhead 

Ths median income in Mohave County's threecity metropolitan area IS $34,445 with a population of 203,334 The 
coLinty's poverty late is 21 7 percent. 

Even though the area, especraliy Lake liavasu Ctry, 8s popular for tourists. the 
entertainment and hospitality jobs. The percentage of people in the  county with at ieasr a bachelor's 
I 1  2 percent, rhe lowest in the country 

Distrfci 5 Sup  Steve Moss of For! Mohave sard the county needs d ~ s i ~ ~ u ~ i o n  pomls, including tail and a bridge to 
Needles for industry to ship its praducfs Industries look fur multiple ways in and out of B city The Bullhead C~ty and 
&!oheve Valley area only has H i ~ h w a y  95 - a state highway - that accesses lnrerstate 40 

The county also needs a monz educated workforce but ii is ij Catch-22 
eaucated workforce, which aBracts companies However, Moss Said, the newly built Arizona State University branch 
CarnDus rn Lake Havasu City end Northern Arizona University branch campuses should heip. 

-.___ iwiti-i rhe count$ not already having an 

i\iiohave County s ~ n e n ~ p i o y ~ ~ n t  rare was 9 9 percent which is the average for 207 2. The county's ~ ~ n e m ~ i o y ~ i e n i  
rate was 10.2 Dercert and Bullhead City's uneniploytnenl rate w s  0 2 percent $ t i  Augusi Kingman's u n ~ n ~ ~ l o ~ r ~ e ~ ~  
raie was 11.6 percent and Lake Havasu City's ~ i n e ~ ~ p ~ o y r n e n ~  rate bVaS 11.3 percen? for that month 

i he couiily's metropolit~i~ area toms nine others, ail in the South, as the poorest in rhe nation Brocvnsvik, Texas. IS 

the pooiesi ~ e ~ r o p o ~ i ~ a n  area, foollowed in order by Dalton, Ga.; NlcAllen, Texas; Gadsden Ala ; Mohave County, 
Albany, Ga , Fdonroe, La , Cumberland, , Fort Smith, Ark., and Pine Bluff Ark. 

The i iciiest ~ ~ ~ r o p o l i t a n  areas are ranked in order as San Jose, Cairf ~ ~ ~ ~ s h ~ n g ~ o ~  c1 C , Stamford, Conn., San 
Francisco, Boston, Veniura Calif, Anchorage, Aiaska, Honoluiu, IVknchesier, N H ~ and Napa, Calif 

Brovmsville has the highest poverty rate at 38 percenr anGI a median income of jt~st$30,953 Naiionwde, %e ~ o v a t y  
rate is 'i 5 9 percent Thar city's un~fflploymen~ rate was 'IO 5 percent 

Its contrast. San Jose has 2 povcrl?, rare of IO 8 percent and an  i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ l o ~ / ~ e n ~  rate of 8 6 percent The aly's imedran 
Crrcome is $90 i37 with a popdlation of altriosi 1 9 mtliioit 


