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November 21, 2011

Mr. Harold Snyder

P.O. Box 926

Nipomo, California 893444

kochcal@earthlink.net

Dear Mr. Snyder:

SUBJECT: NOVEMBER 13, 2011 PUBLIC DOCUMENT REQUEST

Responding to the public document request dated November 13, 2011 and received in the
District office on November 14, 2011 (Attached), in accordance with our interpretation of your
request, we do not perceive this as a request for specific public documents or files.

We appreciate your continued interest in District business and this important water resources
project. Please call the District to clarify this request or make an appointment to discuss/clarify
this request.

Very truly yours,

NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT

Michael S. LeBrun
General Manager

Enclosure(s):

* 111113 Snyder Request

Copy of document found at www.NoNewWipTax.com
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Harold Snyder u
P.O. Box 926 nV 1y ony
Nipomo, CA 93444 NIPOMO roy
November 13,2011 SERVICES Dm{jg;?;.
Michael LeBrun,
Nipomo Community Services District (NCSD)
148 Wilson Street, P.O. Box 326 (805) 929-1133 Phone
Nipomo, CA 93444 (805) 929-1932 Fax
Dear Michael LeBrun:

In the 11/16/11 board packet Item E-2 on the last page there is a funding Alternative
Analysis.

I am not clear on the meaning of the footnotes and would like to know before the meeting
what the effect of the foot note is. I was attempting to look at the cost over 10 years.

For Scenario 1. it states “$239 annual property tax” and “$8 monthly average increase in
water bill”

Footnote 2 (attached) states:
“2. Monthly cost increase values are for the first year. A similar level of rate
increase would be required for a total of three years and then begin to level off in
year four (level off begins in year three for Scenario 3).”

Given the schedule in the “Town Hall” presentation by NCSD on 11/9/11 (attached) and
that water would be need to be paid in 2014:

Year Property Tax Monthly Bill increase
2012 $239

2013 $239

2014 $239 38

2015 $239 316

2016 $239 324

2017 $239 $24 (or would this be $327}
2018 3239 $24

2019 $239 324

2020 $239 $24

2021 $239 $24

2022 $239 $24

Question 1: does the monthy bill increase start when the pipe is completed?
Question 2: does the monthy bill increase go 8, 16, 24 as I have it above?
Or does it go 8, 16,24, 327

Can you please confirm or correct the chart to clarify what the meaning of the footnote is
before the meeting so we can comment usefully?

Copy of document found at www.NoNewWipTax.com



Thank You

Harold Snyder
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November 2091 Funding Alternatives Analysis
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