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To the Idaho Public Utilities Commission:
HTHA 2 B 13

We, the undersigned residents of Morning View Acres are strongly opposed toithe: . .1 |¢
increase in water rates proposed by Nolan G. Gneiting, owner of Mornirg Vievaaier ASSIC.
Co., Inc., located at 3996 E. 200 N. P.O. Box 598, Rigby, Idaho 83442. ( Case No. MNV-
W-06-01).

We do not feel that the increase in rates is warranted, nor do we support Mr. Gneiting’s
claim that the “increased cost of power, taxes, salaries, repairs, maintenance and general
operation costs” would require such an extravagant rate increase, even if Mr. Gneiting
actually did keep the well functioning properly.

All of us, as residents here, have experienced the results of the poor maintenance and
“repairs” that Mr. Gneiting claims to be performing. Showering with and drinking
bottled water is something that we are all familiar with, as at times there is no water
available, or it is simply not potable due to low water pressure, which results in sediment
and other unfiltered pollutants in the water itself.

We would like to see a detailed accounting regarding the “depleted contingency fund”, as
there has been a lot of speculation regarding the manner in which it has become depleted.

As residents of Morning View Acres, we feel that the flat rate that we are currently
charged is, in actuality, excessive, and feel that any increase is unnecessary and would
cause undue hardship for most residents.

Therefore, we, the undersigned strongly object to the proposed rate increase (Case No.
MNV-W-06-01), and urge the Commission to reject the proposal submitted by Morning
View Water Co., Inc.

Sincerely,

The Residents of Morning View Acres TUFAL 3 ’7 S l(ﬂ/\’ A'r ORES
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SIGNATURES OF RESIDENTS OPPOSED TO PROPOSAL

CASE NO. MNV-W-06-01
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SIGNATURES OF RESIDENTS OPPOSED TO PROPOSAL

CASE NO. MNV-W-06-01
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