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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 

 

OF 

 

UW 196 
 

In The Matter of the      ) 
       ) OPPOSITION TO STIPULATION  
SEAVEY LOOP WATER COMPANY, LLC ) BETWEEN STAFF AND COMPANY  

       ) BY INTERVENOR CHIN 
Request for a General Rate Increase   ) 

 
 I, Diana Chin, am an Intervenor in the above-referenced matter.  
 

General Objections:    
 

1. Applying Industry Standards:  The Company and Staff stated in their Stipulation that the 
expenses and capital improvements by Company are “industry standards.”  I have lived in 
this community since 1998, 25 years.  There has been very little turnover in our 

neighborhood and the remaining people are now older and on fixed incomes.  The customer 
base used in this rate case is 37.  We are a very small community and consideration should 

be given as to whether or not “industry standards” should be applied in this instance.  Staff 
should reconsider its decision in the Stipulation to apply “industry standards” so that the 
customers of Seavey Loop are not paying higher than normal amounts for water which is 

an essential service that is unavailable from any other source.   
 

2. Rate of Return:    The Company chose to make capital improvements.  Some of the 
improvements were unreasonable and unnecessary and had nothing to do with providing 
clean and safe water to our community.  Company should not realize a Rate of Return on 

these unnecessary improvements.  Also, the Rate of Return should be lower than 7.75%.   
A reasonable Rate would be 5% or less for a customer base as small as ours.   

 
Specific Objections: 

 

1. Landscaping:  The Stipulating parties are allowing the amount of $983 in Account 639.  I 
object to this amount.  The landscaping installed by the Company in front of their well died 

during the summer of 2023.  The dead trees and plants have remained for the past six 
months and Company has not removed the dead plants. See Exhibit 1 attached.   The 
Company has not shown any concern about this remaining eyesore and their lack of actions 

show in indifference to their customers.     
 

The Stipulating Parties agreed in Exhibit 100 Joint Testimony in Support of Stipulation that 
“. . . water utilities commonly require the area surrounding water supply and storage 
facilities to be maintained and free of overgrown vegetation.”    

 
The Company hired AG Landscaping to maintain the landscaping.  AG Landscaping failed 

in their work.  The customers of Seavey Loop should not have to pay for this failure nor the 
Company’s decision to put in landscaping.  The landscaping should be removed at 
Company’s expense and not included in the next rate increase.   
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EXHIBIT 1 – UW 196 
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EXHIBIT 2 
 
 

 


