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fact, the matter before the body, in this case, NPPD, gjffected a
resident in a different county that didn't have access to that
notice was unreasonable. But what we are about to do if you
adopt this bill, if you pass this legislation, is put into
statute this very practice, that this |anguage in 86%8 would
not allow not only NPPD but other public entities in this state
the right to publish a noticein their |ocal home-based
newspaper and count that as adequate notice when,in fact, the
deci sions they are about to neke affect people that have no idea
that there was about to be a decision made or a hearing held.
The open meetirgs law in this fashion is being flaunted and
ignored by this practice. Now there is no doubt in my mnd as
to the injustice perpetrated by NPPD and the court did act and
deci de agai nst them but what we are trying to do here s fa

far worse than what NPPD did because it affects nore than NPPD
I't affects all these entities that are under the gpen meetings
law and 1, for one, do not feel that this standard of open
meetings access and notice is, in fact, reasonable, and | would
argue that we should kill the bill and allow us toproceed with
the idea that better notice is required than this bill would
provide for. Now to give you an exanple on rate matters and the
di fference of opinion of how theseare handl ed, the LES board

has adopted a policy that says the follow ng: Rat epayers wi ||
be notified via their electric bill that a change in electric
rates has been proposed. Andthe date andplace of the board
meeting, hearing will be included, and an idea of what the rate
increase will anmpbunt to, so that t he public, the people, have 4
chance to know when they are about to face a rate increase and
have a chance to respond. |t s public power and our state s

the only public power entity in the country, the only state
fully under public power, andthe public doeshave an ownership
in our public power system But if they aren't inforned of rate
setting decisions, they can't act and represent thenselves. pg

LES has responded, | think, in a constructive fashion. What
does NPPD have to say? I'n their policy, they sa mandatPry
requirements for transmitting information to eath Gt omes d
result in little if any additional benefits while creating

consi derabl e additional cost. what this says is it isn't going
to help anything to |et customers know that there is a rate

increase, there is little if any additional benefit, and the
cost does not justify doing that. well, | think they are plumb
wong. Wien they send out mailings and they send out” i

it ought to be part of that process to |let those ratepayers P(rqow
as an insert, perhaps, in their billing that they are about to
have a rate increase. That is not too much to ask. It is the
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