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Dear Commissioners Arizona Corporation Commission, e

As an Arizona ratepayer, | am deeply troubled by the extreme proposal submitted by APS in docket E-
01345A-16-0036.

The proposal to move over a million customers onto mandatory demand charges is unprecedented and will
require customers to constantly monitor their energy use out of fear of exorbitant charges.

Further, consumers have no way to determine when these surge prices are triggered.

The elimination of net metering is intended to penalize customers who intend to make substantial private
investments to reduce energy and contribute to more resilient Arizona energy future. This would mean the

loss of thousands of jobs in addition to consumer choice, and is a brazen attempt by a monopoly utility to
eliminate free market competition.

I call on you to reject this proposal, and any other that seeks to impose discriminatory charges on ratepayers
to pad monopoly utility profits. Arizona residents will be watching your actions on this issue.

Regards,

1. Chris Lauer, 2. David Jaquish, 3. Tanja Weese, 4. Robert Maxey, 5. Jill Thomsen, 6. Nancy Clement,
7. Joanne White, 8. Mary Smith, 9. Twyla Coursey, 10. John Pearce. 11. David Jones, 12. Deb
Barmichael, 13. Alesia Smith, 14. Sergio Barrera, 15. Yara Nash, 16. Jessica Dixon, 17. Jackie Roemer,
18. Douglas Edwards, 19. Maria Kupillas, 20. Myna Poyner, 21. Shawn Rorke-Davis, 22. Judith & Charles
Jensen, 23. Robert Cox, 24. Phillip Valentiner, 25. Vanessa & Vincent Ledesma, 26. Sarah Clifton, 27.
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James Thacker, 28. Kevin Torkelson, 29. Frank Topolinski, 30. Matthew Owens, 31 Wendy Trakes, 32
Michael Bailey, 33. Robin Stowe, 34. David Brunett, 35. Vicki Bailey, 36. Christine Timko, 37. Cherie
Hayes, 38. Paul Hanson, 39. lan Chamberlin, 40. Gail Archambeau, 41. Bobbie Barton, 42. Edward
Atkins, 43. Chris Ford, 44. Susan Carney, 45. Stephanie Valenzuela, 46. Christopher Borst, 47. Maribel
Feliciano, 48.

Amy Clayton, 49. James Green, 50. Karen Skinner, 51. Andrew Simmons, 52. Edlynne Sillman, 53.
Roxanne Dent, 54. Dorothy Martin, 55. Mary Atkins, 56. Michael Fox, 57. Carol Valiquette, 58. Cecil

Sparks.

Investigation
Date: Analyst; Submitted By: Type:
6/16/2016 Jenny Gomez Telephone Investigation

Noted and filed for the record in Docket Control. Closed
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