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January 5, 2009

RE: Docket No. 7-057-13 — In the Matter of the Application of Questar Gas Corhpany 10 Increase
Distribution Non-Gas Rates and Charges and Make Tariff Modifications. As Filed by the Commission on
Monday, December 22, 2008

Dear Commissioners:

Pursuant to Utah Code § 63-46b-12, an aggrieved party may file, within 30 days after the date of this
Report and Order, a written request for rehearing or reconsideration by the commission.

I am an aggrieved party. I am a residential Questar customer, and I also drive a vehicle that runs on CNG
purchased from Questar. According to your ruling, the price | pay for CNG in my car will be dictated by
volatile national market rates, rather than the actual price of service for Questar (which should include a
fair to get the gas from the wellhead to the station. The differentiation between natural gas used in my car
and in my home is inconsistent and ludicrous, and this ruling will discourage an organic local movement to
switch to a clean alternative fuel for cars.

Past of your logic for the ruling was that this fuel is publicly available to travelers passing through Utah.
However, you need to consider that a typical NGV has a relatively short range on a full tank of CNG,
which makes it unlikely that a traveler from out of state is going to fil} up at our local pumps. While there
may be an occasional non-resident using the fuel, the amount pumped is hardly significant when compared
with the total usage, Why are you concerned about that occasional non-resident, anyway?

I have read the form letfers that were sent in by several other aggrieved parties on December 24, 2008 and

are posted in the public docket, and I sympathize with the points in their letters. I ask you to reconsider this
ruling.

Sincerely,

o

Dale Millsap




