Angel De Fazio June 28, 2017 First Comment

3D, Deposit:

Draft order: Page 13, section C, ‘all new customers with an Equifax score of 890 or above are exempted from paying deposit and all new customers with an Equifax score of 890 or above are subject to paying security deposit”

You can’t have greater than 890 credit score to be both exempt and require deposit, this needs to be corrected to reflect at what point deposit is required. No due diligence from the GC’s office for accuracy??

4A

All these conservation programs are nothing more than, stealth programs that eventually result in higher rates.

With conservation you use less, resulting in LESS revenue for SWG, that requires a rate hike to cover their overhead.  

So just where is it beneficial to the ratepayer?

Gas usage is minimal compared to power.

Do you REALLY THINK a ratepayer has to be TOLD to TURN OFF the stove or oven when they have finished cooking? To stop using the hot water once their bathtub is filled? To keep the dryer running after the clothes are dried?

In the winter, to not use the heat, to the point their residence is a sauna?

Just how stupid do you think ratepayers are? Even someone with a lobotomy can see the abbadaba in these programs.

Especially since one of their prior conservation programs, included meals at Maggianno’s, that they expected us to PAY FOR.

With prices at about 3.03 dollars mmbtu, this deserves ABSOLUTELY no consideration and enactment.

THAT’S WHATS IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST!

Angel De Fazio June 28, 2017 Second Comments

Joey, for months we had to endure your rantings, regarding Sandoval’s new Nevada. Apparently, the Wall Street Journal, Daily Caller et al, have different opinions of his pipedreams regarding solar and renewables.

Yep, the GOAL of this pipedream is now resulting in Nevada becoming a joke state. Even Bob Stump, a former AZ Commissioner ripped about the reviving of net metering, 

WSJ: … but we’ll believe it when it can compete without subsidies that fleece consumers.
The subterfuge of PUKE over the benefits of Tesla’s power wall are pure FICTION in regards to the environment.

Trying to store green energy in a battery does more harm to the environment than good, according to a new study by the University of Texas Energy Institute.

Storing solar energy in batteries for nighttime use actually increases both energy consumption and CO2 emissions, the study found.
“The researchers also found that adding storage indirectly increases overall emissions of C02, sulfur dioxide and nitrogen dioxide based on today’s Texas grid mix, which is primarily made up of fossil fuels,” 
It turns out that when electrons combine with the lithium ions in a battery, they distort the electronic structure of the device, essentially trapping unused energy in the battery, causing it to degrade rapidly. This means that it may be inherently impossible to store large amounts of electricity cost effectively in a battery.
Yep, lets trade emissions from the, oh, so, horrible coal, and replace it with emissions from battery storage. What is this Common Core Environmentalism?

Joey, you were a main fixture during the legislative session, going on the record SUPPORTING energy bills. So as of yesterday, TWELVE deaths SO FAR this year from heat issues, SEVEN in the last week, 72 last year in Clark County. 

So when you try to DEFEND your rate increases, citing you are following the regs, those who are struggling now to pay their bills, will have greater pressure, food or AC. Any deaths from the inability to afford AC, is on YOUR SHOULDERS!

Karma is a cruel mistress…their struggles will come back to you, in one form or another, may karma’s justice be mighty and swift!

