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December 10, 2008
Idaho Public Utilities Commission
PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0074

Attention: President Mack A. Redford
Commissioner Marsha H. Smith
Commissioner Jim D. Kempton

Dear Pregident and Commissioners:

| am contacting you concerning TPUC Case Numbers IPC-E-08-22, Idaho Power’s application to modify
their Rule H Tariff, The Ada County REALTORS® Association (ACAR) is concerned about the possible
impagcts of the proposed modifications upon the housing market. Removing “subdivision Jot refunds”
and changing the “Vested Interest Refund” timeframe from 5 year to 4 years will diminish
housing affordability at a time when thc market is beginning to become more affordable.

The Ada County Association of REALTORS® is requesting an extension of the 14-day timeline for all
parties to file petitions to intervene. Please do not rush such an important application through the process
but allow the public to be served by allowing sufficient time for notification and response.

The removal of the $800 per lot reimbursement that developers receive will put into jeopardy the viability
of projects that have already been approved. In the tight credit market we are seeing today, this change
can have great repercussions harming any recovery in the housing market.

While the home prices have declined, the increased burden of additional fees has dramatic impact on the
cost of homes and bringing new homebuyers into the market. In the Treasure Valley a $1000 increasa
leads to 293 people being priced out of purchasing the home. While it is important that growth pay its
equitable share, limiting access to homeownership at a time when our economy desperately needs the
housing matket to recover will have very negative consequences.

1 thank you for your service and for the duty that the IPUC performs. [ once again ask you for a time
extension to the deadline for the petition to intervene. Please contact our Director of Public Policy,
Migucl Legarreta, with any additional questions.

. /
Sincerely,
Dan Hernandez £

President
Ada County Association of REALTORS®

A!'A -- www.adacounty-rrattors.cain
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December 10, 2008

Idaho Public Utilities Commission
PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0074

Attention: President Mack A. Redford
Commissioner Marsha H. Smith
Commissioner Jim D. Kempton

Dear Commissioners:

I am contacting you concerning IPUC Case Numbers IPC-E-08-22, Idaho Power’s application to
modify their Rule H Tariff. Iam very concerned with the possible impacts of the proposed
modifications upon the development industry as well as the timing in which they are being
brought about.

First, the manner in which the timing and processing of the application has proceeded is
concerning to me. I became aware of the order for notice of intervention at a very late date in the
process and request an extension of the 14 day timeline for all parties to file petitions to
intervene. By publishing the order on the day before a 4 day holiday weekend, the timeline for
notification and action by all interested parties was severely diminished. Please do not rush such
an important application through the process but allow the public to be served by allowmg
sufficient time for notification and response.

Second, the approval of Idaho Powers application as proposed will create an undue hardship
upon an industry that has been struggling for life for over a year. The removal of the $800 per
lot refund that developers receive will put into jeopardy the viability of projects that have already
been approved and financing secured based upon the expectation of a per lot refund. In the tight
credit market we are seeing today, this change can have great repercussions.

Third, I recognize the hardships that Idaho Power faces in providing services in a time of
increasing power demands. However, we also ask that it be recognized that the
building/development industry is also a vital part of our economy that has been struggling for
some time. Many of the businesses in our industry have had to lay off staff and fore go wage
increases to employees. And an increase in any fees at this time is something that our industry
and the market can not handle. A July 2007 study conducted by the National Association of
homebuilders identified an $800 increase in initial cost on a home compounds to a $1000
increase in the price of the home. And that in the Treasure Valley that $1000 increase leads to
293 people being priced out of purchasing the home. I understand the importance of growth -
paying its equitable share. However due to the effect that the proposed Idaho Power

P.O. Box 935 * Meridian, Idaho 83680-0935 * Telephone (208) 887-2222 * Fax (208) 884-0254 *
www.idahobuilder.com* Builder Registration #: RCE-312




modifications has on home affordability I must also ask has Idaho Power also make the same
tough decisions as our members have in regards to staffing and budgetary cutbacks?

I thank you for your service and for the duty that the IPUC performs. I once again ask you for a
time extension in regards to the petition to intervene deadline. And stress the importance of this
application and the effects that it could have if approved. ,

Sincerely,

AU~

R. Kent Mortensen
Mortensen Construction, Inc.
P.O. Box 935

Meridian, ID 83680-0935

P.O. Box 935 * Meridian, Idaho 83680-0935 * Telephone (208) 887-2222 * Fax (208) 884-0254 *
www.idahobuilder.com* Builder Registration #: RCE-312
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Idaho Public Ut;llties Commission
- PO Box 83720 - B
Boise, ID 83720-0074

* Attention:  President Mack A. Redford -
Commissioner Marsha H. Smith
’Com'mis‘si‘oner Jim D. Kempton - - -

Dear Comm1551oners

*Tam contactmg you eoncemlng IPUC Case Numbers IPC E-08- 22 Idaho Power’s apphca’non to modtfy
their Rule H Tariff. I am very concerned with the possible impacts of the proposed modifications upon
the devel()pment mdustxy as well as the ttmmg in which they are being brought about. :

-First, the manner in which the timing and proeessmg of the appheatlon has proceeded is concemmg to’
me. Tbecame aware of the order for notice of i intervention at a very late date in the process. By
publishing the order on the day before a 4 day holiday weekend, the timeline for notification and action -

" by all interested parties was severely diminished. I have personally spoken with builders and developers :
in the last few days and none of them were aware of this. deeply concerning issue until I called them.” -

 Though I know only a few builders and developers directly affected by this proposed changg, I wonder
how many more are also unaware. Please do not rush such an important application through the process -
but allow the public to be served by allowing sufficient time for notification and response ‘Additional o
time is 1mportant to allow other affected parties time to intervene. S

Second, the approval of Idaho Powers appltcatlon as proposed would create an undue hardshlp upon an
industry that has been stiuggling for its very life for over a year. The removal of the $800 per lot refund
that developers receive will put into jeopardy the viability of projécts that have already been approved and

- financing secured based upon the. expectation of a per Lot refund. In light of the meltdown of real estate
values and the tlght credrt market we are seeing today, this change will have great repercussions.

Third, many of the businesses in our industry have had to lay off staff and take significant pay cuts to
makes ends meet. An increase in any fees at'this time is something that our industry and the market
cannot-handle. I must also ask has Idaho Power also made the same tough decmons we have in regards
to staffing and budgetary cutbacks?

B! thank you for your service and for the duty that the IPUC performs I once agdin ask you for a time

extension in regards to the petition to intervene deadline and stress the 1mportance of this apphcatnon and
the effects that it could have if approved ’

i cet‘ely, '-

 amon Yorg don'
President

6200 North Meeker Place Boise, Idaho 83713
Office: (208) 377-3939 Fox: (208) 375-3271
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Idaho Public Ut]htles Commlssmn | :
PO Box 83720 ; -
Boise, ID 83720-0074
Attention: Premdent Mack A. Redford

- Commissioner Marsha H. Smith
- Commissioner Jim D. Kempton

Dear CommiSSioherS'

Iam contactmg you concernmg IPUC Case Numbers IPC-E-08-22, Idaho Power s apphcanon to modxfy,_-
their Rule H Tariff. 1am very concerned with the possible impacts of the proposed modlﬁcancms upon
the development mdustry as well as the timing in which they are being brought about.

First, the manner in which the tumng and processmg of the apphcatlon has prOCeeded is conoermng to
me. 1became aware of the order for notice of intervention at a very late date inthe process. By
publishing the order on the day before a 4 day holiday weekend, the timeline for notification and action
by all interested pames was severely diminished. I have personally spoken with dozens of bmlders L
and developers in the last few days and none of them were aware of this deeply concerning issue
“until T called them Though I know. only a few builders and developers directly affected by this
proposed changq I wonder how many more aré also unaware. Please do nat rush such an important .-
~application through the process but allow the public to be served by allowing sufficient time for
notlﬁcatlon and l'ESpODSC Addltlonal time is 1mportant to allow other affected partles time to mtervene :

Second the appr@val of Idaho Powers appllcatlon as proposed would create an undue hardshlp upon an
~ industry that has been struggling for life for over a year. The removal of the $800 per lot refund that
v developers recelve will put into jeopardy the viability of projects that have already been approved and

_ financing secured based upon the expectation of a per lot refund. In the ti ght credit market we are se¢ing

today, this change will have great repercussmns

Thxrd many of the businesses in our industry have had to lay off staff and take 31gmﬁcant pay cuts to
makes ends meet; An incréase in any fees at this time is something that our industry and the market --
cannot handle. Imust-also ask has Idaho Power also made the same tough demsmns ive have in regards
to sta:fﬁng and budgetary cutba.cks'?

I thank you for yaur serv1ce and for the duty that the IPUC performs. I ohce again ask you for a time

extension in regards to the petition to intervene deadline and stress the importance of this application and
the effects that it could have if approved

Smcereiy,

\%w SQ"" .
Dav1d Yorgas

Vice President

6200 North Meeker Place Boise, Idaho 83713
Office: (208) 377-3939 Fax: (208) 375-3271
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Idaho Public Utilities Commission
PO Box 83720 '

’ Bmse, ID 83720 0074

Attentlon: v Presndent Mack A. Redford
Commissioner Marsha H. Smith
~ Commissioner Jim D. Kempton

“Dear Commissioners-

Iam contactmg you concemmg IPUC Case Numbers [PC-E-08-22, Idaho Power’s apphcation to- modzfy
' their Rule H Tariff. Iam vety concerned with the possible impacts of the proposed modifications upon o
the development mdustry as we]l as the tlmmg in whlch they are being brought about.

First, the manner in whlch the timing and processing of the appllcatlon has proceeded is concemmg to
me. Ibecame aware of the order for notice of intervention at a very late date in the process. By
publishing the order on the day before a 4 day holiday weekend, the timeline for riotification and action
by all interested partics was severely diminished. Though I know only a few builders and developers
directly affected by this proposed change, I wonder how many more are also unaware. Please do not rush
such an important application through the process but allow the public to be served by allowing sufficient
time for no‘uﬁcaﬂon and. response Addltxonal time is 1mporta.nt to allow other affected pa.rt1es timéto

' mtcrvene

Second the approval of Idaho Powers apphcatlon as proposed would create an undue hardshlp upon an
industry that has been struggling for life for over a year. The removal of the $800 per lot refund that-

~ developers receive will put into jeopardy the viability of projects that have already been approved and
financing secured based upon the expectation of a per lot refund. In the tight credit market we are seging
today, this change wﬂ] have great repercussmns : :

Third, many of the busmesses in our industry have had to lay off staff and take si gmﬂcant pay cuts to

makes ends meet. An increase in any fees at this time is something that our industry and the market - -
" carinot: handle 1 must also ask has.Idaho Powcr also ‘made the same tough deCISions we have in regards

to staffing and budgetary cutbacks" : : :

I thank you for your service and for the’ duty that the IPUC performs. I once agam ask you for a time

-~ extension in regards to the petition to intervene deadline and stress the importance of this applrcatlon and
the effects that it could have if approved :

Sincerely, ‘

6200 North Meeker Place Boise, Idaho 83713
- Office: (208) 377-3939 Faux: (208) 375-3271
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Idaho Public Utilities Commission

PO Box 83720

Boise, ID 83720-0074

Aftention: President Mack A. Redford
Commissioner Marsha H. Smith
Commissioner Jim D, Kempton

Dear Commissioners:

1 am contacting you concerning IPUC Case Numbers IPC-E-08-22, Idaho Power’s application to modify
their Rule H Tariff. 1am very concerned with the possible impacts of the proposed modifications upon
the development industry as well as the timing in which they are being brought about.

First, the manner in which the timing and processing of the application has proceeded is concerning to
me. | became aware of the order for notice of intervention at a very late date in the process. By
publishing the order on the day before a 4 day holiday weekend, the timeline for notification and action
by all interested parties was severely diminished. Though [ know only a few builders and developers
directly affected by this proposed change, I wonder how many more are also unaware. Please do not rush
such an important application through the process but allow the public to be served by allowing sufficient
time for notification and response. Additional time is important to allow other affected parties time to
intervene.

Second, the approval of Idaho Powers application as proposed would create an undue hardship upon an
industry that has been struggling for life for over a year. The removal of the $800 per lot refund that
developers receive will put into jeopardy the viability of projects that have already been approved and
financing secured based upon the expectation of a per lot refund. In the tight credit market we are seeing
today, this change will have great repercussions,

Third, many of the businesses in our industry have had to lay off staff and take significant pay cuts to
makes ends meet. An increase in any fees at this time is something that our industry and the market
cannot handle. I must also ask has Idaho Power also made the same tough decisions we have in regards
to staffing and budgetary cutbacks?

I thank you for your service and for the duty that the IPUC performs. [ once again ask you for a time.
extension in regards to the petition to intervene deadline and stress the importance of this application and
the effects that it could have if approved. \

Sincerely,

P2

Ryan Grace
Capital Homes
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December 10, 2008

1daho Public Utilities Commission
PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0074

Attention: President Mack A. Redford
Commissioner Marsha H. Smith
Commissioner Jim D. Kempton

Dear Commissioners:

I am contacting you conceming IPUC Case Numbers IPC-E-08-22, Idaho Power’s application to
modify their Rule H Tariff. 1am very concerned with the possible impacts of the proposed
modifications upon the development industry as well as the timing in which they are being
brought about.

First, the manner in which the timing and processing of the application has proceeded is
concerning to me. [ became aware of the order for notice of intervention at a very late date in the
process and request an extension of the 14 day timeline for all parties to file petitions to
intervene. By publishing the order on the day before 2 4 day holiday weekend, the timeline for
notification and action by all interested parties was severely diminished. Please do not rush such
an important application through the process but allow the public to be served by allowing
sufficient time for notification and response.

Second, the approval of Idaho Powers application as proposed will create an undue hardship
upon an industry that has been struggling for life for over a year. The removal of the $800 per
lot refund that developers receive will put into jeopardy the viability of projects that have already
been approved and financing secured based upon the expectation of a per lot refund. In the tight
credit market we are seeing today, this change can have great repercussions.

Third, 1 recognize the hardships that Idaho Power faces in providing services in a time of
increasing power demands. However, we also ask that it be recognized that the
building/development industry is also a vital part of our economy that has been struggling for
some time. Many of the businesses in our indusiry have had to lay off staff and forego wage
increases to employees. And an increase in any fees at this time is something that our industry
and the market cannot handle. A July 2007 study conducted by the National Association of
homebuilders identified an $800 increase in initial cost on a home compounds to a $1000
increase in the price of the home. And that in the Treasure Valley that $1000 increase leads to
293 people being priced out of purchasing the home. 1 understand the importance of growth
paying its equitable share. However due to the effect that the proposed kdaho Power

1SBI6EBSBOZ 37171 satadadoud Jejzswag Wd1S:E B0OOZ 0T 938(Q
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modifications has on home affordability I must also ask has Idaho Power also made the same
tough decisions as our members have in regards to staffing and budgetary cutbacks?

I thank you for your service and for the duty that the IPUC performs. I once again ask you for a
time extension in regards to the petition to intervene deadline. And stress the importance of this
application and the effects that it could have if approved.

Sincerely,

Gemstar Properties, LLC
Bellingham Park, LL.C
Steve Schmidt, Member
Jeff Hebert, Member
Lloyd Glasgow, Member
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Idaho Public Utilities Commission -
PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0074

Attention: President Mack A. Redford
Commissioner Marsha H. Smith
Commissioner Jim D. Kempton

Dear Commissioners:

I am contacting you concerning I[PUC Case Numbers IPC-E-08-22, Idaho Power’s application to
modify their Rule H Tariff. Iam very concerned with the possible impacts of the proposed

modifications upon the development industry as well as the timing in which they are being
brought about.

First, the manner in which the timing and processing of the application has proceeded is
conceming to me. Ibecame aware of the order for notice of intervention at a very late date in the
process and request an extension of the 14 day timeline for all parties to file petitions to
intervene. By publishing the order on the day before a 4 day boliday weekend, the timeline for
notification and action by all interested parties was severely diminished. Please do not rush such

an important application through the process but allow the public to be served by allowing
sufficient time for notification and response.

Second, the approval of Idaho Powers application as proposed will create an undue hardship
upon an industry that has been struggling for life for over a year. The removal of the $800 per
lot refund that developers receive will put into jeopardy the viability of projects that have already
been approved and financing secured based upon the expectation of a per lot refund. In the tight
credit market we are seeing today, this change can have great repercussions.

Phone 208.745.0070 + Fax 208.745.7979 ¢ info@landmarkdevelopers.org ¢ www.landmarkdevelopers.org
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Third, T recognize the hardships that Idaho Power faces in providing services in a time of
increasing power demands. However, we also ask that it be recognized that the
building/development industry is also a vital part of our economy that has been struggling for
some time. Many of the businesses in our industry have had to lay off staff and fore go wage
increases to employees. And an increase in any fees at this time is something that our industry
and the market can not handle. A July 2007 study conducted by the National Association of
homebuilders identified an $800 increase in initial cost on a home compounds to a $1000
increase in the price of the home. And that in the Treasure Valley that $1000 increase leads to
293 people being priced out of purchasing the home. I understand the importance of growth
paying its equitable share. However due to the effect that the proposed Idaho Power
modifications has on home affordability I must also ask has Idaho Power also made the same
tough decisions as our members have in regards to staffing and budgetary cutbacks?

I thank you for your service and for the duty that the TPUC performs. I once again ask you fora
time extension in regards to the petition to intervene deadline. And siress the importance of this
application and the effects that it could have if approved.

Sincerely,

Melissa R. Bernard, Member
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Dear Commissioners:

I'am contacting you concerning IPUC Case Numbers IPC-E-08-22, Idaho Power’s application to
modify their Rule H Tariff. I am very concerned with the possible impacts of the proposed

modifications upon the development industry as well as the timing in which they are being
brought about.

First, the manner in which the timing and processing of the application has proceeded is
concerning to me. I became aware of the order for notice of intervention at a very late date in the
process and request an extension of the 14 day timeline for all parties to file petitions to
intervene. By publishing the order on the day before a 4 day holiday weekend, the timeline for
notification and action by all interested parties was severely diminished. Please do not rush such
an important application through the process but allow the public to be served by allowing
sufficient time for notification and response.

Second, the approval of Idaho Powers application as proposed will create an undue hardship
upon an industry that has been struggling for life for over a year. The removal of the $800 per
lot refund that developers receive will put into jeopardy the viability of projects that have already
been approved and financing secured based upon the expectation of a per lot refund. In the tight
credit market we are seeing today, this change can have great repercussions.

3804 E.200 N. — Righy, ID 83442
Office: (208} 745-7000 — Fax: (208) 745-7979 — e-mail: silverck@msn.com
www.si['uercveekconstmction.com
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Third, I recognize the hardships that Idaho Power faces in providing services in a time of
increasing power demands. However, we also ask that it be recognized that the
building/development industry is also a vital part of our economy that has been struggling for
some time. Many of the businesses in our industry have had to lay off staff and fore go wage
increases to employees. And an increase in any fees at this time is something that our industry
and the market can not handle. A July 2007 study conducted by the National Association of
homebuilders identified an $800 increase in initial cost on a home compounds to a $1000
increase in the price of the home. And that in the Treasure Valley that $1000 increase leads to
293 people being priced out of purchasing the home. 1 understand the importance of growth
paying its equitable share. However due to the effect that the proposed Idaho Power
modifications has on home affordability I must also ask has Idaho Power also made the same
tough decisions as our members have in regards to staffing and budgetary cutbacks?

1 thank you for your service and for the duty that the IPUC performs. I once again ask you for a
time extension in regards to the petition to intervene deadline. And stress the importance of this
application and the effects that it could have if approved.

Sincerely,

{ 3 e K
4 e JINPTRR
~. e & fo:,;/ “

J m} J. Bernard, President
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December 10, 2008

Idaho Public Utilities Commission
PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0074

Attention; President Mack A. Redford
Commissioner Marsha H. Smith
Commissioner Jim D. Kempton

Dear Commissioners:

T am contacting you concerning IPUC Case Numbers IPC-E-08-22, Idaho Power’s application to
modify their Rule H Tariff. Iam very concerned with the possible impacts of the proposed
modifications upon the development industry as well as the timing in which they are being
brought about.

First, the manner in which the timing and processing of the application has proceeded is
concerning to me. I became aware of the order for notice of intervention at a very late date in the
process and request an extension of the 14 day timeline for all parties to file petitions to
intervene. By publishing the order on the day before a 4 day holiday weekend, the timeline for
notification and action by all interested parties was severely diminished. Please do not rush such
an important application through the process but allow the public to be served by allowing
sufficient time for notification and response.

Second, the approval of Idaho Powers application as proposed will create an undue hardship
upon an industry that has been struggling for life for over a year. The removal of the $800 per
lot refund that developers receive will put into jeopardy the viability of projects that have already
been approved and financing secured based upon the expectation of a per lot refund. In the tight
credit market we are seeing today, this change can have great repercussions.

Third, I recognize the hardships that Idaho Power faces in providing services in a time of
increasing power demands. However, we also ask that it be reco gnized that the
building/development industry is also a vital part of our economy that has been struggling for
some time. Many of the businesses in our industry have had to lay off staff and fore go wage
increases to employees. And an increase in any fees at this time is something that our industry
and the market can not handle. A July 2007 study conducted by the National Association of
homebuilders identified an $800 increase in initial cost on a home compounds to a $1000
increase in the price of the home. And that in the Treasure Valley that $1000 increase leads to
293 people being priced out of purchasing the home. I understand the importance of growth
paying its equitable share. However due to the effect that the proposed Idaho Power
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modifications has on home affordability I must also ask has Idaho Power also made the same
tough decisions as our members have in regards to staffing and budgetary cutbacks?

I thank you for your service and for the duty that the IPUC performs. I once again ask you for a
time extension in regards to the petition to intervene deadline. And stress the importance of this
application and the effects that it could have if approved.

Sincerely,

St 4%

Edward A. Johnson
5330 Farrow St.
Boise, Idaho 83713

e



12-11-08;10: 32AM; ;Skyline Companies # 4/ S

December 10, 2008

Idaho Public Utilities Commission
PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0074

Attention; President Mack A. Redford
Commissioner Marsha H. Smith
Commissioner Jim D. Kempton

Dear Commissioners:

I am contacting you concerning IPUC Case Numbers IPC-E-08-22, Idaho Power’s application to
modify their Rule H Tariff. I am very concerned with the possible impacts of the proposed
modifications upon the development industry as well as the timing in which they are being
brought about.

First, the manner in which the timing and processing of the application has proceeded is
concerning to me. I became aware of the order for notice of intervention at a very late date in the
process and request an extension of the 14 day timeline for all parties to file petitions to
intervene. By publishing the order on the day before a 4 day holiday weekend, the timeline for
notification and action by all interested parties was severely diminished. Please do not rush such
an important application through the process but allow the public to be served by allowing
sufficient time for notification and response.

Second, the approval of Idaho Powers application as proposed will create an undue hardship
upon an industry that has been struggling for life for over a year. The removal of the $800 per
lot refund that developers receive will put into jeopardy the viability of projects that have already
been approved and financing secured based upon the expectation of a per lot refund. In the tight
credit market we are seeing today, this change can have great repercussions.

Third, I recognize the hardships that Idaho Power faces in providing services in a time of
increasing power demands. However, we also ask that it be recognized that the
building/development industry is also a vital part of our economy that has been struggling for
some time. Many of the businesses in our industry have had to lay off staff and fore go wage
increases to employees. And an increase in any fees at this time is something that our industry
and the market can not handle. A July 2007 study conducted by the National Association of
homebuilders identified an $800 increase in initial cost on a home compounds to a $1000
increase in the price of the home. And that in the Treasure Valley that $1000 increase leads to
293 people being priced out of purchasing the home. I understand the importance of growth
paying its equitable share. However due to the effect that the proposed Idaho Power
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modifications has on home affordability I must also ask has Idaho Power also made the same
tough decisions as our members have in regards to staffing and budgetary cutbacks?

I thank you for your service and for the duty that the IPUC performs. I once again ask you fora
time extension in regards to the petition to intervene deadline. And stress the importance of this
application and the effects that it could have if approved.

Sincerely,

B

Samuel Johnson
5572 N. Mendelson
Meridian, Idaho 83646
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December 10, 2008

Idaho Public Utilities Commission
- PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0074

Aftention: President Mack A. Redford
Commissioner Marsha H, Smith
Commissioner Jim D. Kempton

Dear Commissioners:

I am contacting you concerning IPUC Case Numbers IPC-E-08-22, Idaho Power’s application to
modify their Rule H Tariff. Iam very concerned with the possible impacts of the proposed
modifications upon the development industry as well as the timing in which they are being
brought about.

First, the manner in which the timing and processing of the application has proceeded is
concerning to me. Ibecame aware of the order for notice of intervention at a very late date in the
process and request an extension of the 14 day timeline for ail parties to file petitions to
intervene. By publishing the order on the day before a 4 day holiday weekend, the timeline for
notification and action by all interested parties was severely diminished. Please do not rush such
an important application through the process but allow the public to be served by allowing
sufficient time for notification and response.

Second, the approval of Idaho Powers application as proposed will create an undue hardship
upon an industry that has been struggling for life for over a year. The removal of the $800 per
lot refund that developers receive will put into jeopardy the viability of projects that have already
been approved and financing secured based upon the expectation of a per lot refund. In the tight
credit market we are seeing today, this change can have great repercussions.

Third, I recognize the hardships that Idaho Power faces in providing services in a time of
increasing power demands. However, we also ask that it be recognized that the
building/development industry is also a vital part of our economy that has been struggling for
some time. Many of the businesses in our industry have had to lay off staff and fore go wage
increases to employees. And an increase in any fees at this time is something that our industry
and the market can not handle. A July 2007 study conducted by the National Association of
homebuilders identified an $800 increase in initial cost on a home compounds to a $1000
increase in the price of the home. And that in the Treasure Valley that $1000 increase leads to
293 people being priced out of purchasing the home. I understand the importance of growth
paying its equitable share. However due to the effect that the proposed Idaho Power
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modifications has on home affordability I must also ask has Idaho Power also made the same
tough decisions as our members have in regards to staffing and budgetary cutbacks?

I thank you for your service and for the duty that the IPUC performs. I once again ask you for a
time extension in regards to the petition to intervene deadline. And stress the importance of this
application and the effects that it could have if approved.

Sincerely,

Tucker¥. Johnson
12828 W. LaSalle St., Ste 100
Boise, Idaho 83713
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December 10, 2008

Idaho Public Utilities Commission
PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0074

Attention: President Mack A. Redford
Commissioner Marsha H. Smith
Commissioner Jim D. Kempton

Dear Commissioners:

I am contacting you concerning JPUC Case Numbers IPC-E-08-22, Idaho Power’s application to
modify their Rule H Tariff. I am very concerned with the possible impacts of the proposed
modifications upon the development industry as well as the timing in which they are being
brought about.

First, the manner in which the timing and processing of the application has proceeded is
concerning to me. I became aware of the order for notice of intervention at a very late date in the
process and request an extension of the 14 day timeline for all parties to file petitions to
intervene. By publishing the order on the day before a 4 day holiday weekend, the timeline for
notification and action by all interested parties was severely diminished. Please do not rush such
an important application through the process but allow the public to be served by allowing
sufficient time for notification and response.

Second, the approval of Idaho Powers application as proposed will create an undue hardship

upon an industry that has been struggling for life for over a year. The removal of the $800 per

lot refund that developers receive will put into jeopardy the viability of projects that have already

been approved and financing secured based upon the expectation of a per lot refund. In the tight
- credit market we are seeing today, this change can have great repercussions.

Third, I recognize the hardships that Idaho Power faces in providing services in a time of
increasing power demands. However, we also ask that it be recognized that the
building/development industry is also a vital part of our economy that has been struggling for
some time. Many of the businesses in our industry have had to lay off staff and fore go wage
increases to employees. And an increase in any fees at this time is something that our industry
and the market can not handle. A July 2007 study conducted by the National Association of
homebuilders identified an $800 increase in initial cost on a home compounds to a $1000
increase in the price of the home. And that in the Treasure Valley that $1000 increase leads to
293 people being priced out of purchasing the home. I understand the importance of growth
paying its equitable share. However due to the effect that the proposed Idaho Power
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modifications has on home affordability I must also ask has Idaho Power also made the same
tough decisions as our members have in regards to staffing and budgetary cutbacks?

I thank you for your service and for the duty that the IPUC performs. I once again ask you fora
time extension in regards to the petition to intervene deadline. And stress the importance of this
application and the effects that it could have if approved.

Sincerely,

W

Tyler Johnson
10764 W. Dason Ct.
Boise, Idaho 83713
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Jean Jewell

From: mike@lhdpro.com

Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2008 9:58 AM

To: Jean Jewell; Beverly Barker; Gene Fadness; Ed Howell

Subject: ~ PUC Comment Form

A Comment from Mike Harris follows:

Case Number:

Name: Mike Harris

Address: 2364 S TITANIUM PL

City: MERIDIAN

State: ID

Zip: 83642

Daytime Telephone: 208 895 8858
Contact E-Mail: mike@lndpro.com
Name of Utility Company: Idaho Power
Add to Mailing List: no

Please describe your comment briefly:
Dear Commissioners:

I am contacting you concerning IPUC Case Numbers IPC-E-08-22, Idaho Power’s application to
modify their Rule H Tariff. I am very concerned with the possible impacts of the proposed
modifications upon the development industry as well as the timing in which they are being
brought about.

First, the manner in which the timing and processing of the application has proceeded is
concerning to me. I became aware of the order for notice of intervention at a very late date
in the process and request an extension of the 14 day timeline for all parties to file
petitions to intervene. By publishing the order on the day before a 4 day holiday weekend,
the timeline for notification and action by all interested parties was severely diminished.
Please do not rush such an important application through the process but allow the public to
be served by allowing sufficient time for notification and response.

Second, the approval of Idaho Powers application as proposed will create an undue hardship
upon an industry that has been struggling for life for over a year. The removal of the $800
per lot refund that developers receive will put into jeopardy the viability of projects that
have already been approved and financing secured based upon the expectation of a per lot
refund. In the tight credit market we are seeing today, this change can have great
repercussions.

Third, I recognize the hardships that Idaho Power faces in providing services in a time of
increasing power demands. However, we also ask that it be recognized that the
building/development industry is also a vital part of our economy that has been struggling
for some time. Many of the businesses in our industry have had to lay off staff and fore go
wage increases to employees. And an increase in any fees at this time is something that our
industry and the market can not handle. A July 2007 study conducted by the National
Association of homebuilders identified an $800 increase in initial cost on a home compounds
to a $1000 increase in the price of the home. And that in the Treasure Valley that $1000
increase leads to 293 people being priced out of purchasing the home. I understand the
importance of growth paying its equitable share. However due to the effect that the proposed
Idaho Power modifications has on home affordability I must also ask has Idaho Power also made
the same tough decisions as our members have in regards to staffing and budgetary cutbacks?

1



I thank you for your service and for the duty that the IPUC performs. I once again ask you
for a time extension in regards to the petition to intervene deadline. And stress the
importance of this application and the effects that it could have if approved.

The form submitted on http://www.puc.idaho.gov/forms/ipuci/ipuc.html
IP address is 209.161.26.198
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Jean Jewell

From: hearland@cableone.net

Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2008 9:57 AM

To: Jean Jewell; Beverly Barker; Gene Fadness; Ed Howell
Subject: PUC Comment Form

A Comment from John Laude follows:

Case Number:

Name: John Laude

Address: 2364 S TITANIUM PL

City: MERIDIAN

State: ID

Zip: 83642

Daytime Telephone: 208 895 8858
Contact E-Mail: hearlandf@cableone.net
Name of Utility Company: Idaho Power
Add to Mailing List: no

Please describe your comment briefly:
Dear Commissioners:

I am contacting you concerning IPUC Case Numbers IPC-E-08-22, Idaho Power’s application to
modify their Rule H Tariff. I am very concerned with the possible impacts of the proposed
modifications upon the development industry as well as the timing in which they are being
brought about.

First, the manner in which the timing and processing of the application has proceeded is
concerning to me. I became aware of the order for notice of intervention at a very late date
in the process and request an extension of the 14 day timeline for all parties to file
petitions to intervene. By publishing the order on the day before a 4 day holiday weekend,
the timeline for notification and action by all interested parties was severely diminished.
Please do not rush such an important application through the process but allow the public to
be served by allowing sufficient time for notification and response.

Second, the approval of Idaho Powers application as proposed will create an undue hardship
upon an industry that has been struggling for life for over a year. The removal of the $800
per lot refund that developers receive will put into jeopardy the viability of projects that
have already been approved and financing secured based upon the expectation of a per lot
refund. In the tight credit market we are seeing today, this change can have great
repercussions.

Third, I recognize the hardships that Idaho Power faces in providing services in a time of
increasing power demands. However, we also ask that it be recognized that the
building/development industry is also a vital part of our economy that has been struggling
for some time. Many of the businesses in our industry have had to lay off staff and fore go
wage increases to employees. And an increase in any fees at this time is something that our
industry and the market can not handle. A July 2007 study conducted by the National
Association of homebuilders identified an $800 increase in initial cost on a home compounds
to a $1000 increase in the price of the home. And that in the Treasure Valley that $1000
increase leads to 293 people being priced out of purchasing the home. I understand the
importance of growth paying its equitable share. However due to the effect that the proposed
Idaho Power modifications has on home affordability I must also ask has Idaho Power also made
the same tough decisions as our members have in regards to staffing and budgetary cutbacks?

1



I thank you for your service and for the duty that the IPUC performs. I once again ask you
for a time extension in regards to the petition to intervene deadline. And stress the
importance of this application and the effects that it could have if approved.

The form submitted on http://www.puc.idaho.gov/forms/ipucl/ipuc.html
IP address is 209.161.26.198 :
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Jean Jewell

From: kevin@indpro.com

Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2008 9:57 AM

To: Jean Jewell; Beverly Barker; Gene Fadness; Ed Howell
Subject: PUC Comment Form

A Comment from Kevin Amar follows:

Case Number:

Name: Kevin Amar

Address: 2364 S TITANIUM PL

City: MERIDIAN

State: ID

Zip: 83642

Daytime Telephone: 208 895 8858
Contact E-Mail: kevin@lndpro.com
Name of Utility Company: Idaho Power
Add to Mailing List: no

Please describe your comment briefly:
Dear Commissioners:

I am contacting you concerning IPUC Case Numbers IPC-E-08-22, Idaho Power’s application to
modify their Rule H Tariff. I am very concerned with the possible impacts of the proposed
modifications upon the development industry as well as the timing in which they are being
brought about.

First, the manner in which the timing and processing of the application has proceeded is
concerning to me. I became aware of the order for notice of intervention at a very late date
in the process and request an extension of the 14 day timeline for all parties to file
petitions to intervene. By publishing the order on the day before a 4 day holiday weekend,
the timeline for notification and action by all interested parties was severely diminished.
Please do not rush such an important application through the process but allow the public to
be served by allowing sufficient time for notification and response.

Second, the approval of Idaho Powers application as proposed will create an undue hardship
upon an industry that has been struggling for life for over a year. The removal of the $80@
per lot refund that developers receive will put into jeopardy the viability of projects that
have already been approved and financing secured based upon the expectation of a per lot
refund. 1In the tight credit market we are seeing today, this change can have great
repercussions.

Third, I recognize the hardships that Idaho Power faces in providing services in a time of
increasing power demands. However, we also ask that it be recognized that the
building/development industry is also a vital part of our economy that has been struggling
for some time. Many of the businesses in our industry have had to lay off staff and fore go
wage increases to employees. And an increase in any fees at this time is something that our
industry and the market can not handle. A July 2007 study conducted by the National
Association of homebuilders identified an $800 increase in initial cost on a home compounds
to a $1000 increase in the price of the home. And that in the Treasure Valley that $1000
increase leads to 293 people being priced out of purchasing the home. I understand the
importance of growth paying its equitable share. However due to the effect that the proposed
Idaho Power modifications has on home affordability I must also ask has Idaho Power also made
the same tough decisions as our members have in regards to staffing and budgetary cutbacks?

1



I thank you for your service and for the duty that the IPUC performs. I once again ask you
for a time extension in regards to the petition to intervene deadline. And stress the
importance of this application and the effects that it could have if approved.

The form submitted on http://www.puc.idaho.gov/forms/ipucl/ipuc.html
IP address is 209.161.26.198
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Jean Jewell
From: shawn@lndpro.com
Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2008 9:57 AM
To: Jean Jewell; Beverly Barker; Gene Fadness; Ed Howell
Subject: PUC Comment Form

A Comment from Shawn Brownlee follows:

Case Number:

Name: Shawn Brownlee

Address: 2364 S TITANIUM PL

City: MERIDIAN

State: ID

Zip: 83642

Daytime Telephone: 208 895 8858
Contact E-Mail: shawn@lndpro.com
Name of Utility Company: Idaho Power
Add to Mailing List: no

Please describe your comment briefly:
Dear Commissioners:

I am contacting you concerning IPUC Case Numbers IPC-E-©8-22, Idaho Power’s application to
modify their Rule H Tariff. I am very concerned with the possible impacts of the proposed
modifications upon the development industry as well as the timing in which they are being
brought about.

First, the manner in which the timing and processing of the application has proceeded is
concerning to me. I became aware of the order for notice of intervention at a very late date
in the process and request an extension of the 14 day timeline for all parties to file
petitions to intervene. By publishing the order on the day before a 4 day holiday weekend,
the timeline for notification and action by all interested parties was severely diminished.
Please do not rush such an important application through the process but allow the public to
be served by allowing sufficient time for notification and response.

Second, the approval of Idaho Powers application as proposed will create an undue hardship
upon an industry that has been struggling for life for over a year. The removal of the $800
per lot refund that developers receive will put into jeopardy the viability of projects that
have already been approved and financing secured based upon the expectation of a per lot
refund. In the tight credit market we are seeing today, this change can have great
repercussions.

Third, I recognize the hardships that Idaho Power faces in providing services in a time of
increasing power demands. However, we also ask that it be recognized that the
building/development industry is also a vital part of our economy that has been struggling
for some time. Many of the businesses in our industry have had to lay off staff and fore go
wage increases to employees. And an increase in any fees at this time is something that our
industry and the market can not handle. A July 2007 study conducted by the National
Association of homebuilders identified an $800 increase in initial cost on a home compounds
to a $1000 increase in the price of the home. And that in the Treasure Valley that $1000
increase leads to 293 people being priced out of purchasing the home. I understand the
importance of growth paying its equitable share. However due to the effect that the proposed
Idaho Power modifications has on home affordability I must also ask has Idaho Power also made
the same tough decisions as our members have in regards to staffing and budgetary cutbacks?

1



I thank you for your service and for the duty that the IPUC performs. I once again ask you
for a time extension in regards to the petition to intervene deadline. And stress the
importance of this application and the effects that it could have if approved.

The form submitted on http://www.puc.idaho.gov/forms/ipucl/ipuc.html
IP address is 209.161.26.198
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Jean Jewel
From: ashley@Indpro.com
Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2008 9:56 AM
To: Jean Jewell; Beverly Barker; Gene Fadness; Ed Howell
Subject: PUC Comment Form

A Comment from Ashley Clark follows:
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Case Number:

Name: Ashley Clark

Address: 2364 S TITANIUM PL

City: MERIDIAN

State: 1ID

Zip: 83642

Daytime Telephone: 208 895 8858
Contact E-Mail: ashley@lndpro.com
Name of Utility Company: Idaho Power
Add to Mailing List:_gg,

Please describe your comment briefly:
Dear Commissioners:

I am contacting you concerning IPUC Case Numbers IPC-E-08-22, Idaho Power’s application to
modify their Rule H Tariff. I am very concerned with the possible impacts of the proposed
modifications upon the development industry as well as the timing in which they are being

brought about.

First, the manner in which the timing and processing of the application has proceeded is
concerning to me. I became aware of the order for notice of intervention at a very late date
in the process and request an extension of the 14 day timeline for all parties to file
petitions to intervene. By publishing the order on the day before a 4 day holiday weekend,
the timeline for notification and action by all interested parties was severely diminished.
Please do not rush such an important application through the process but allow the public to
be served by allowing sufficient time for notification and response.

Second, the approval of Idaho Powers application as proposed will create an undue hardship
upon an industry that has been struggling for life for over a year. The removal of the $800
per lot refund that developers receive will put into jeopardy the viability of projects that
have already been approved and financing secured based upon the expectation of a per lot
refund. In the tight credit market we are seeing today, this change can have great
repercussions.

Third, I recognize the hardships that Idaho Power faces in providing services in a time of
increasing power demands. However, we also ask that it be recognized that the
building/development industry is also a vital part of our economy that has been struggling
for some time. Many of the businesses in our industry have had to lay off staff and fore go
wage increases to employees. And an increase in any fees at this time is something that our
industry and the market can not handle. A July 2007 study conducted by the National
Association of homebuilders identified an $800 increase in initial cost on a home compounds
to a $1000 increase in the price of the home. And that in the Treasure Valley that $1000
increase leads to 293 people being priced out of purchasing the home. I understand the
importance of growth paying its equitable share. However due to the effect that the proposed
Idaho Power modifications has on home affordability I must also ask has Idaho Power also made
the same tough decisions as our members have in regards to staffing and budgetary cutbacks?

1



I thank you for your service and for the duty that the IPUC performs. I once again ask you
for a time extension in regards to the petition to intervene deadline. And stress the
importance of this application and the effects that it could have if approved.

The form submitted on http://www.puc.idaho.gov/forms/ipucl/ipuc.html
IP address is 209.161.26.198
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Jean Jewell

From: dave@lndpro.com

Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2008 9:56 AM

To: Jean Jewell; Beverly Barker; Gene Fadness; Ed Howell
Subject: PUC Comment Form

A Comment from David LaBrie follows:

Case Number:

Name: David LaBrie

Address: 2364 S TITANIUM PL

City: MERIDIAN

State: ID

Zip: 83642

Daytime Telephone: 208 895 8858
Contact E-Mail: dave@lndpro.com

Name of Utility Company: Idaho Power
Add to Mailing List: no

Please describe your comment briefly:
Dear Commissioners:

I am contacting you concerning IPUC Case Numbers IPC-E-08-22, Idaho Power’s application to
modify their Rule H Tariff. I am very concerned with the possible impacts of the proposed
modifications upon the development industry as well as the timing in which they are being
brought about.

First, the manner in which the timing and processing of the application has proceeded is
concerning to me. I became aware of the order for notice of intervention at a very late date
in the process and request an extension of the 14 day timeline for all parties to file
petitions to intervene. By publishing the order on the day before a 4 day holiday weekend,
the timeline for notification and action by all interested parties was severely diminished.
Please do not rush such an important application through the process but allow the public to
be served by allowing sufficient time for notification and response.

Second, the approval of Idaho Powers application as proposed will create an undue hardship
upon an industry that has been struggling for life for over a year. The removal of the $800
per lot refund that developers receive will put into jeopardy the viability of projects that
have already been approved and financing secured based upon the expectation of a per lot
refund. In the tight credit market we are seeing today, this change can have great
repercussions.

Third, I recognize the hardships that Idaho Power faces in providing services in a time of
increasing power demands. However, we also ask that it be recognized that the
building/development industry is also a vital part of our economy that has been struggling
for some time. Many of the businesses in our industry have had to lay off staff and fore go
wage increases to employees. And an increase in any fees at this time is something that our
industry and the market can not handle. A July 2007 study conducted by the National
Association of homebuilders identified an $800 increase in initial cost on a home compounds
to a $1000 increase in the price of the home. And that in the Treasure Valley that $1000
increase leads to 293 people being priced out of purchasing the home. I understand the
importance of growth paying its equitable share. However due to the effect that the proposed
Idaho Power modifications has on home affordability I must also ask has Idaho Power also made
the same tough decisions as our members have in regards to staffing and budgetary cutbacks?

1



I thank you for your service and for the duty that the IPUC performs. I once again ask you
for a time extension in regards to the petition to intervene deadline. And stress the
importance of this application and the effects that it could have if approved.

The form submitted on http://www.puc.idaho.gov/forms/ipucl/ipuc.html
IP address is 209.161.26.198



