
<5

as

\\\\\\\\\\|\\\\\ \\|\\\\\
DITAT DEUS

* 1912 g

Me m o ra n d u m
From the office of

Ch a irm a n  Do u g  Little
Arizo n a  Co rp o ra tio n  Co mmis s io n

1200 W. WASHINGTON
PHOENIX, ARIZONA

(602) 542-0745

TO: Docke t Control

DATES

FRO M:

August 31, 2016

Cha irma n Doug Little 's  Office

SUBJECT : TEP E-01933A-15-0322
TEP E-01933A-15-0239

Chairman Little's office received 4 emails referencing, and in opposition to, the
above docket numbers. The emails can be viewed in Docket or on the Commission
website via the eDocket link.
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Andrea Gaston

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dianne Badik <onbreak211@yahoo.com>
Tuesday, August 30, 2016 3:58 PM
Little-Web, RBurns-Web, Stump-Web, Foresee-Web, Tobin-web
DocketE- 01933A 15 0322~ E-01933A-15-0322

E-01933A-15-0239

lam a very concerned Electric customer and would like to share these concerns with you.

1) I have recently installed Solar on my roof, it has totally changed my approach to electric use. l have become very
conservative now that I am empower with knowledge of my hour by hour usage (thanks to solar)

2) This plan discourages energy efficiency and hurts low income customers.

3) Solar should made easier to obtain and use. Charging solar customers rates based on the highest usage in one hour
each is ridiculous complicated, difficult to manage and absolutely unfair! Making it retroactive is beyond greedy.

4) Making changes to net metering is the same as breaking a contract with the customers - Unlawful!

5) Solar is a very important part of our future and should be available to everyone. It is also key to new jobs and adding
to the local economy.

6) With the new battery technology and stand by generators available I am seriously thinking of getting "off the grid"

Please dismiss these ill-conceived proposals.

Sincerely,
Dianne Badik
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Andrea Gaston

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Denny Graham <denny_graham@msn.com>
Monday, August 29, 2016 4:00 PM
Little-Web, RBurns-Web, Stump-web, Forest-Web, Tobin-Web
Support Solar Energy E-01933A_15_0322

E-01933A-15-0_39

Dear Commiss ione rs  Doug Little , Bob Burns , Bob S tump, Tom Forese , and Andy Tobin

Ge tting right down to IT, I'rn opposed to any policy or regula tion tha t dis incentives  the  use  of sola r or wind
powe r to produce  e le ctricity for Arizonia ns .

I have  sola r pane ls  ins ta lled on my house , and I'm ve ry pleased with the  re sult. During the  spring and fa ll, my
e lectric bill is  le ss  than $20 pe r month. However, I didn't have  the  pane ls  ins ta lled for the  purpose  of reducing
my e le ctric bill, I ha d the m ins ta lle d prima rily be ca use  it's  good for the  e nvironme nt. At this  time , one  of the
primary goa ls  of the  ACC, and re la ted agencies , should be  to e limina te  the  production of e lectricity by foss il
fue ls  during the  peak hours  for sola r ene rgy production. Idea lis tica lly the re  shouldn't be  a  commercia l building
with a  fla t roof or a  parking lot in Tucson tha t isn't shaded by a  sola r pane l ins ta lla tion, except perhaps  where
crops  a re  be ing produced hydroponica lly.

Ne t Me te ring appea rs  to be  a  big issue  with TEP. Why shouldn't TEP pay the  same  price  for e lectricity tha t it's
cha rging me  and othe r cus tomers?  The  excess  power tha t I produce  isn't an infe rior form of e lectricity, nor is
it going to some  dis ta nt powe r pla nt, it's  going ne xt door to my ne ighbors . But tha t's  not re a lly the  point. The
major problem tha t we  face , in AZ, in the  USA and in world, is  not the  cos t of e lectricity, but ra the r the  eventua l
cos t of clima te  change! Not only will the  sola r produced e lectricity reduce  the  production of CON and
associa ted pollution a t the  power plants , it will a lso reduce  the  pollution cause  by gasoline  and diese l fue led
vehicles  as  we  switch to e lectric powered vehicles , with ba tte ries  recharged by sola r produced e lectricity.

Bottom line : the  regula tions  and policies  of ACC should act to promote  sola r and wind genera ted power, and
the  jus tifica tion should be  the  environment!

Denny Graham

4026 E Bellevue St.

Tucson, AZ 85712

denny_graham@msn.com
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Andrea Gaston

From:
Sent:

To:
Subject:

Lori Fantry <lfantry@medicine.umaryland.edu>

Tuesday, August 30, 2016 10:03 AM

Foresee-Web, Little-Web, RBurns-Web, Stump-Web, Tobin-Web
Dear Commissioners:

De a r Commis s ione rs :

E-01933A-I5-0322
E-01933A-I5-0239

I a sk you not to support the  docke t E-01933A-15-0322, TEP 's  proposa l rega rding sola r
energy. The  sun is  a  Maj or resource  for energy tha t Tucson should take  advantage  and TEPs
propos a l will s e ve re ly limit the  Tucs on communitie s  a bility to utilize  this  re s ource . The  incre a s e  in
monthly fixed cha rges , seve re  cuts  to ne t me te ring, and demand cha rges  for new sola r cus tomers
will ma ke  sola r powe r e conomica lly unde s ira ble  or imposs ible  for ma ny pe ople  in the  Tucson
community. Coming from a  s ta te  with lots  of clouds  a nd ra in (Ma ryla nd), I ca nnot be lie ve  tha t the
sunny city of Tucson would limit consumers  choice  to use  sola r power so tha t the  consumer does
not s uffe r fina ncia l ha rds hip. TEP  is  trying to monopolize  a  re s ource  own by a ll.

Tha nk you for your a tte ntion to this  ma tte r.

Lori Fantry, MD, MPH

Associate Professor of Medicine
Division of Infectious Diseases
University of Arizona
Banner University Medical Center
1501 n. Campbell Ave.
P.O. Box 245039
Tucson, AZ 85724
Tel: (520) 626-7897
Fax: (520) 626-5183

Confidentiality Statement:

This email message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain
confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the
intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply email and destroy all copies of the original message.
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Andrea Gaston

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:

John Mitchell <jwmitche@wisc.edu>
Monday, August 29, 2016 6:40 PM
Little-Web
Subject Proposed TEP rate proposal E-01401 15 0363

la 'GM 33A~ 19,09L3'1
&~0m33~4 » 05-0389-

De a r Cha irma n Little :

I am writing to encourage  the  ACC to re ject the  proposed TEP ra te  proposa l. Severa l of the  proposed ra te
changes would be  a rbitra rily imposed on res identia l customers  and would crea te  economic hardships . The  ra te

proposa l isn't supported by an ana lysis  jus tifying the  measures .

The  imposition of demand charges  for cus tomers  with res identia l PV sys tems would be  unfa ir unless  the  utility
provided tools  and advice . Although demand charges  a re  s tandard for la rge  commercia l and industria l
cus tomers , utilitie s  usua lly work coopera tive ly with cus tomers  on load management techniques  to minimized

demand. This  aspect is  miss ing from the  ra te  proposa l.

Currently, TEP does  not appear to offe r any advice  to res identia l customers  on managing the ir e lectrica l

demand. Many utilitie s  in the  US provide  mete rs  to a llow customers  to measure  and a lte r the ir ins tantaneous
demand and controls  to minimize  s imultaneous e lectrica l use  of, for example , e lectric water hea te rs  and clothes

dryers . Such techniques should be  required and ava ilable  before  the  TEP ra te  proposa l is  approved. Otherwise
the  demand charge  will unfa irly pena lize  cus tomers  with PV sys tems.

The  proposed ra te  s tructure  proposes a  change  from net metering to a  buyback leve l of 5.8 cents /kWh. This  is
a rbitra ry figure  and based on an apparent community-produced power. The  MIT report tha t is  re fe renced on the
TEP web site  s ta tes  "more  research is  needed to design pricing systems tha t more  effective ly a lloca te  ne twork

cos ts  (pg xviii)." Until such re sea rch is  pe rformed, it is  premature  to approve  the  TEP ra te  proposa l.

The  ne t e ffect of the  proposed ra te  s tructure  is  to discourage  the  ins ta lla tion of res identia l sola r systems. This  is
not in the  bes t inte re s ts  of the  s ta te  of Arizona . A ma jor bene fit of re s identia l sola r sys tems is  tha t each kph of
e lectricity produced displaces  one  ga llon the  wa te r used in a  power plant cooling tower. This  is  s ignificant in
conse rving a  critica l Arizona  resource . Furthe r a  rooftop sola r sys tem has  a  pos itive  e ffect on a ir qua lity in tha t
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it reduces  the  ca rbon-dioxide  and other emiss ions  produced by the  coa l-fired power plants . Ne ither of these
aspects are  considered in the  proposed buy-back price .

Arizona  utilitie s  have  the  ability to be  "good citizens" and take  the  lead to encourage  the  furthe r deve lopment of

our abundant sola r resource  in a  responsible  and environmenta lly sound manner. The  proposa l to e limina te  ne t-
metering, implement demand charges , and increase  meter charges  a re  s teps  in the  wrong direction. The  utilities

would benefit a t the  expense  of the  residents  and loca l businesses in our s ta te . l encourage  the  Commission
re ject the  TEP proposa l and to become a  leader in developing a  susta inable  energy future  for Arizona .

J ohn Mitche ll

4260 N Verena Rosana

Tucson, AZ 85750
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