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Sent: Wednesday, August 08, 2007 11:14 PM

To: Mayes-WebEmail

Subject: Pine Water Co. vs. Pug el, ATM, Hill etc...

From:

Dear Ms. Mayes,

On Monday August 6th I spoke at the subject hearing. I don't think that my point was made, so therefore, I am
sending you this e-mail. I spoke about my personal billings and also the cost of hauling charges as presented in
the local newspaper (Payson Roundup). The judge had pointed out that many others had complaints about the
inconsistency in their billings during the water hauling stages, and that we should direct them to Brooke utilities
and/or the complaint department within the ACC. The point that l believe we were really trying to represent, was
that Brooke Utility/ Pine Water Co continues to show the inconsistencies we were pointing out, and those
inconsistencies show precedence on how they conduct business. It also exposes their character in which they
conduct themselves. I just hope that we have given the presiding judge and the commission a substantial amount
of information with regards to Brooke Utility and the way they have chosen to conduct themselves as a provider of
water to the communities of Pine and Strawberry. l do not support Brooke Utility as our water utility, and believe
that the community would be much further ahead if they were to become a domestic water improvement district
and were personally involved with negotiations and agreements with current and future well owners of the area.
Ultimately, we are all here for the same reason, quality of life, and the current "private for profit" water company is
not supporting that ideal. I personally would never make a business deal with someone who does not share my
same values, and that is probably why the claimants are also in their situation. Thank you for taking the time not
only to read this e-mail, but for the effort you personally made at introducing yourself to many of the folks who had
taken the time to attend Monday's trial.

Sincerely,

Steve Morken
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