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NAME OF PETITIONER: David Glennie

ADDRESS: 445 Myers St. SE -Salem, OR 97302

PHONE NUMBER: (503) 559-6202

FAX NUMBER:

E-MAIL ADDRESS: dave@telosdevelopment.com

NAME OF COUNSEL FOR PETITIONER: Not applicalbe (N/A)

COUNSEL’S ADDRESS:

COUNSEL’S PHONE NUMBER:

COUNSEL’S FAX NUMBER:

COUNSEL’S E-MAIL ADDRESS:

IF THE PETITIONER IS AN ORGANIZATION, THE NUMBER OF MEMBERS IN
AND THE PURPOSES OF THE ORGANIZATION:

[ ] List of Members attached.



NATURE AND EXTENT OF THE PETITIONER’S INTEREST IN THE
PROCEEDING:

Homeowner at lllahe and customer of Hiland Water for 27 years. Have reviewed
applicant's testimony and believe several responses employ "creative accounting”,

lack critical historic financial information, and provide minimal justification for

proposed rate increase. As an example, the applicant suggests an overall rate

of 51%; where, in the case of Hiland Water, the proposed increase is actually

382%. My concerns are shared by many others in our neighborhood, including

multiple homeowner associations, with whom | have been engaged with online and face-to-
face discussions for several weeks.

THE ISSUES THE PETITIONER INTENDS TO RAISE AT THE PROCEEDING:

1. Require applicant to show historical information for each water district it has purchased
including year of purchase; its cost, and how much cash income it has derived from those
operating entities since acquisition.

2. Required audited financial statements from disinterested third parties to verify such
informaton.

3. Seek NWN's original business plan that promoted the acquisition of applicable water
districts to determine if the initial objective was to consolidate such acquisitions and attempt to
"blend" rate increases which benefit smaller districts at the expense of the larger ones.

4. Like others who have provided prior testimony or comment, focus upon applicants' lack
of transparency.

5. Lack of rationale for raising rates apart from increasing profitability.

6. Question why the State routinely pursues policies which benefit large corporations at
the expense of citizens at large.

ANY SPECIAL KNOWLEDGE OR EXPERTISE OF THE PETITIONER THAT
WOULD ASSIST THE COMMISSION IN RESOLVING THE ISSUES IN THE
PROCEEDING:

45 year small business owner and real estate developer specializing in rural Oregon

communities. Through related companies, have developed five LIHTC affordable housing projects and

four downtown urban renewal projects. Former Salem City Councilor (1995-98); served multiple for-and non-
profit boards and nine years on Oregon's Private Activity Bond Committee (2005-2014).

Based on the information provided above in accordance with the Commission's rules
of procedure, I request to participate in this proceeding as an intervenor. I or the
organization that I represent will not unreasonably broaden the issues, burden the
record, or unreasonably delay the proceeding. OAR 860-001-0300.
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