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BE | T REMEMBERED t hat the above-entitled and
nunbered matter canme on regularly to be heard before the
Arizona Power Plant and Transm ssion Line Siting
Committee at the Doubl eTree Inn Hotel 455 South Al vernon
Way, Tucson, Arizona, commencing at 9:10 a.m on the 26th

day of February, 2020.

BEFORE: THOMAS K. CHENAL, Chairman

LAURI E WOODALL, Arizona Corporation Conm ssion
LEONARD DRAGO, Departnent of Environnmental Quality
JOHN RIGE NS, Arizona Departnment of Water Resources
MARY HAMMY, Cities and Towns

JAMVES PALMER, Agriculture

PATRI CI A NOLAND, Public Menber

JACK HAENI CHEN, Public Menber

APPEARANCES:
For the Applicant:

SNELL & WLMER, L.L.P.

M. J. Matthew Derstine
400 East Van Buren Street,
Suite 1900

Phoeni x, Arizona 85004

and

TUCSON ELECTRI C POAER COMPANY
Ms. Megan J. DeCorse

88 East Broadway Boul evard
M5 HQE910

Tucson, Arizona 85702
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CHWN. CHENAL: Good norning, everyone. This is
the time set for resunption of our hearing.

| think we're going to continue with the panel
t esti nony.

Are there any things we need to discuss before
we get into that, M. Derstine or Ms. DeCorse?

MR. DERSTINE: | don't believe so. | think
we're ready to go on.

CHWN. CHENAL: Pl ease proceed.

MR. DERSTI NE: Good norning, M. Chairnan,
Menbers of the Committee.

|"mgoing to circle back. W left off
yesterday afternoon with Ms. Darling touching on the
recreational inpact fromthe project, and | wanted to

just circle back on that.

EDMOND BECK, ERI C RAATZ, and RENEE DARLI NG,
call ed as w tnesses on behalf of Applicant, having been
previously duly sworn, en nmasse, by the Chairnman, were

exam ned and testified as foll ows:

FURTHER DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR DERSTI NE:
Q Ms. Darling, what | understand from | ooki ng at
the application and your testinony is that the only

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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significant inpact to recreation, which is one of the
considerations in the siting statute, would be if the
Committee were to select Cl, which would place the route
wi thin the Pantano Wash. |s that a fair statenent?
A (BY M5. DARLING) Yes, the new transm ssion

i ne would be sited adjacent to the river park trai
system During construction, the trail would have to be
cl osed for the period of tine that we're doing the
construction and the loop -- it's a |loop around the city
of Tucson -- that portion of the | oop detoured in sone
way. Part of that process is through coordination with
Pima County, its posting notice on their website so that
recreationists are aware of it in advance. W have to
barricade the trail on both ends far enough back for them
to detour around it, probably at |ike Speedway and 22nd.

CHWN. CHENAL: M. Derstine, just to make sure,
you said C1.

MR. DERSTI NE: Right.

CHWN. CHENAL: And | know the exhibit we were
| ooking at yesterday had two colums with C1 init. And
| think we realized yesterday that the columm furthest to
the right should actually be |abeled C2. And | thought
that was the one that went through the wash. VWhich one
were you referring to?

MR. DERSTINE: I|I'mreferring to Cl because Cl

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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iIs in the application.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. | just wanted to make
sure.

MR, DERSTINE: But you're absolutely right that
there was -- when we | ooked at the inpact matrix with all

of the categories and we had a fair anount of discussion
about that, how that matrix is used and the scoring
that's used, whether those val ues are wei ghted or not

wei ght ed and whet her they should be, there was a col um
for C2 because that was an alternative that was

consi dered but not brought forward in this application.

So Clis in the application. And so ny
guestion was directed to Cl, the one alternative route
t hat does propose to put structures in the wash. That
creates the recreational inpacts, | believe, as
Ms. Darling testified.

And if we're tal king about C2, there would be
greater recreation inpacts had we brought C2 forward.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

M5. DARLING And | would add that we woul d
have to do that same process any tine you have to
maintain a line as well, of closing the trail and
creating the detour.

Q BY MR, DERSTI NE: And when we're tal ki ng about
recreational inpacts, the inpacts of Cl, there would be
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vi sual i npacts because there are currently no structures
in the wash at this area; is that right?

A (BY M5. DARLING) That is correct.

Q So that finishes recreation, one of the factors
that we're required to consider in the application.

M. Raatz, let's nove to you. And Exhibit |
contains a discussion or a description of the noise,
potential interference with comunication facilities, and
EMF;, is that right?

A (BY MR RAATZ) That's correct.

Q Can you cover and sunmarize what's set forth in
the application in Exhibit I of the application?

A (BY MR RAATZ) Yes. In Exhibit I, there's a
di scussi on on noi se and corona and as well as an EMF
study. And it is not anticipated that the project wl|
cause any increase in noise |levels nor potential
interference with comruni cation signals. Noise froma
transm ssion line is not expected for voltages | ess than
345kV. And after the project is constructed, if TEP
recei ves conplaints of noise, TEP will investigate and
correct as necessary.

Q Can | stop you there? Wwen | was sitting and
listening to public comment on Monday evening, a very
ni ce woman who spoke -- who said that she has -- | guess,
her son or daughter are al ong Pantano, and she had

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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concerns about EMF. She nentioned to ne that she hears
buzzing fromthe existing line that's there on Pant ano.
And so when we say there's generally not noise
or audi ble noise froma 138kV transmssion line, it my
be that a resident is hearing sone noise. And you're
saying that if they call the conpany, we'll conme out and

I nvesti gate?

A (BY MR RAATZ) Yes, that's correct.

Q Al right. Continue on, please.

A (BY MR RAATZ) GCkay. |It's also not
anticipated that there will be any interference with

conmuni cation as a result of this project. And once
again, TEP's policy is to, if any interference is
identified and TEP is made aware of it, we will mtigate
as necessary.

CHWN. CHENAL: Could |I ask a question? So what
do you do to nmitigate noise or interference? What are
the mtigation neasures for each of those?

VMR RAATZ: M. Chairman, TEP woul d recei ve the

conplaint and investigate. So, |like, for instance, the
ol der line along Pantano, it is an older line. | think
it predates a CEC. So dirt, you know, soil, sedinent,

can build up on that, creating noise or --
CHWN. CHENAL: Buildup on the line or the
structures or both?

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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MR, RAATZ: It would be on the line. And
corona is what -- is the cause of the noise. It's a
corona effect. It's |like the -- the current going around
or being bl ocked by the sedinent. And it's the sane
thing for -- the conductor m ght beconme what's called
li ke bird cage, where it kind of unravels. And that
woul d be an area where noi se woul d occur.

So if that were to be the case, TEP woul d go
and clean the line, if necessary. O, possibly, if the
line is damaged, they'd splice it and insert a new
conductor in that |ocation.

CHWN. CHENAL: And what about interference?

MR. RAATZ: Radio interference is a little nore
difficult. 1 need to defer to M. Beck on this.

MR, BECK: Yes, M. Chairnman, on -- relative to
t he noi se caused on -- whether it be radio or television,
it's usually -- alot of times, it's caused by | oose
hardware and so on. So hardware can be tightened.

On the AMradio station, in particular, if you
drive under a line, a lot tines you'll get that static.
There is nothing really that you can do relative to that
where it's in very close proximty to the line.

In the old days, with the ol der types of
tel evisions, you could get interference froma
transm ssion line. And we would go out to a person's

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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house and | ook at tuning or working with their antenna
systemto inprove reception. W really don't have nuch
of that these days. Most people are either on satellite
or cable, and they're not using an over-the-air antenna.
And even -- we don't really get conplaints on
over-the-air antenna use for the nost part.

And relative to radio signals for cell phone or
| ar ger communi cation di shes, we work with the actual
provi ders of those dishes to make sure there's no
pr obl ens.

One problemthat can occur is reflection off of
our structures if we happen to put a structure too cl ose
to one of those big dishes. And there are detuners that
can be put on the structures. W haven't had to do that
on our system but those are avail able, and there's
conpani es that do that if the issue cane up.

Q BY MR DERSTINE: So, M. Raatz, you touched on
noi se and communi cation interference. Let's talk about
EMF. W heard public comment. M recollection -- and |
don't have a sign-in sheet, but a nunber of the fol ks who
commented were residents who |ive al ong Pantano where
there is an existing 138kV line. And they raised
concerns about EMF from addi ng another circuit al ong
Pant ano Road.

So let's tal k about the EMF study that was

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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per f or ned.
A. (BY MR RAATZ) Sure.
First, to kind of address the comments that
were brought forth, we did -- |looked at the proximty to

where the line would be with relation to the property
l'ine, the closest area or distance. So we found that to
be -- the conductor would be about 5 feet away fromthe
property line at the closest distance, and that woul d be
actually along on the I eft-hand side here, along the jog
where we pulled it out of the existing area and brought
it to the west side of the road. And so we're npving
fromsingle-circuit to the double-circuit.

So then we | ooked at the distance fromthe
conductor as well to the property line, and that neasured
to be about 25 feet. And so using this graph on the
right, this is a -- magnetic field values for a
doubl e-circuit, one of the double-circuit configurations
that we had identified.

And so directly underneath the line, you can
see it's just above 25 mlligauss. And as we nove out to
about 5 feet, it's roughly maybe 22 to 23. And as we
nove out to 25 feet, it gets down to approximately 18
m || igauss.

And so these val ues are conparable to typical
everyday household itens, such as a food processor, that

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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emts like -- you can see up here on the | eft-hand side
of your screen, and it's found on Exhibit | of your
application. |It's hard to see on the screen. But a food
processor emts 36 mlligauss at 6 inches away from your
body. And a hairdryer, when operated at high, is 300

m | ligauss.

Q | want to nmake sure | understand. So what
you're showing on the magnetic field bell curve for
| ocation 5, that represents what the study showed woul d
be the maxi num val ue of the EMF produced froma 138kV
doubl e-circuit line. And at the zero point on that
graph, that's directly under the line, in this case, the
two |ines?

A (BY MR RAATZ) That's correct.

Q And as you -- and the bell curve shows that as
you' re nmoving away from being directly under the
structure and where both circuits are |ocated, the EMF
drops off markedly followi ng that curve such that by the
time you're at 25 feet out fromthe structure, what's the
val ue there?

A (BY MR RAATZ) That is approximtely, just
eyeballing it, 18 mlligauss.

Q And | ooki ng at your typical household item
magnetic field values, 18 mlligauss is conparable to?

A (BY MR RAATZ) | would say the food processor,

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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which is 14 mlligauss.

Q And at 25 feet, there's no house -- there's not
a house that's at 25 feet? O is there a house at 25
feet?

A (BY MR RAATZ) Yes, there is. That's what I
spoke to previously.

Q So on the preferred route, Pantano Road, where
there's an existing 138kV line, if the Commttee were to
select B2, the preferred route, the closest hone al ong
the proposed route is approxi mately 25 feet?

A (BY MR RAATZ) That is correct.

Q And t he anount of EMF that would be found at
that | ocation would be approxi mately sonewhere around the
EMF generated by a food processor?

A (BY MR RAATZ) That's correct.

Q And | assunme the magnetic field that's
generated by that double-circuit transm ssion |ine would
al so be reduced by -- once you're going through walls and
a roof, etc., any interference with the field reduces the
field. 1Is that a fair statenent?

A (BY MR RAATZ) That is a correct statenent.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Haeni chen has a question
and then Menmber Wodal | .

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: M. Raatz, | think that the
expl anation that we've just heard is inconplete in the

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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followng way: |It's not just the nagnitude of the nunber
of mlligauss. But if you can shed any |light on

cumul ative effects over tine. Because using a hairdryer,
or whatever, is a fewmnutes. And this is 24/7. So
what about cunul ative effects of EMF? Personally, |
don't think there are significant ones, but 1'd like to
hear your expl anation.

MR. RAATZ: Sure. There are EMFs around us in
our everyday life, wherever we are. Sitting in this
room we've got thememtted fromthe speakers, the
nmonitors. There's been extensive study done on |ong-term
exposure to EM-s.

VMEMBER HAENI CHEN: That's what | nean.

MR, RAATZ: And these are what they cal
| ow- I evel , non-ionizing EMFs, which nmeans they don't have
the ability to disrupt your nolecular structure. So the
st udi es have concluded -- there's been over 30 years of
extensive study. And the Wirld Health Organi zation has
concl uded that current evidence does not confirmthe
exi stence of any health consequences from exposure to
| ow- 1 evel, long-term el ectromagnet fields.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Thank you for the
expl anat i on.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Wodall.

MEMBER WOODALL: Menber Haeni chen has, once

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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agai n, presaged what | was going to ask, so ...

CHWN. CHENAL: And |ow | evel netagauss is what
| evel according to the studies that you just referenced?

MR. RAATZ: M. Chairman, low | evel is the
frequency at which the EMF is emtted. So it is -- the
frequency of the transm ssion |lines or everyday |ines
here in the United States is 60 Hertz. And | believe | ow
| evel goes fromzero to 300 Hertz. And then there's a
nmedi um | evel that goes from 300 Hertz to, | believe,
10,000 Hertz. And anything beyond that is extrene
| evel s.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

Menmber Hamiay.

MEMBER HAMMY: Thank you, M. Chairman. So
the person who's 25 feet fromthe new line, he's never
had a |ine near himbefore; correct? This is where you
take the jog around. So he's just bought his hone, and
t here woul d have been no way for himto have any kind of
under st andi ng about a plan that you guys had. | know
that you filed your ten-year plan with the detail of
where that |ine would go. He would never have had any
ability to figure out that this line may be rerouted from
its current position to be 25 feet fromhis hone; is that
correct?

MR. RAATZ: That is correct.

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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And just to touch on one last thing, if |I may.
We can configure both circuits so that we can mni m ze or
reduce the anount of EMF emitted fromthe |ine.

So, in this instance, we've got -- each
conductor that's on the pole is considered a phase. And
so there's three phases that nake up the circuit. And
so, typically, it goes AL B, C. And then the other
circuit we studied was A, B, Con the left and right
side, respectively. And so we can configure that and
arrange that so that they actually inpede each other.

So rather than have them aligned, A on either
side, we could have A on one side of the circuit and C on
the opposite side of the circuit, and these wll help
reduce the anount of EMFs emtted fromthe circuits. And
TEP will make every effort to make sure they do that.

Q BY MR, DERSTINE: So, M. Raatz, follow ng up
on Menmber Hamway's questions, she's referring to the jog

that occurs right here, is that right, on the preferred

rout e?
A (BY MR RAATZ) That's correct.
Q And you said that that is where the -- where we

have rerouted the existing 138kV line to nove out of the
Meadows nei ghborhood on to Pantano. That's the |ocation
where you believe, at |east based on our prelimnary

design, the line would be in the closest proximty to a

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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home on B2; is that true?

A (BY MR RAATZ) That's correct, based on the
prelim nary design.

Q If we were not to reroute the line and keep it
t hrough the Meadows subdivision, how close is the
existing line currently to homes within Meadows?

A (BY MR RAATZ) | can find out for you. |It's

directly under.

Q Probably closer than 25 feet?
A (BY MR RAATZ) Yeah.
Q And how old is that line, that existing |ine on

Pant ano Road?

A (BY MR RAATZ) It predates CEC requirenents.
So pre-1973. | couldn't find records as to when the
installation of the line occurred.

Q So it would be a fair statenent that the people
who are living along Pantano today, the vast mpjority of
t hem probably purchased their honmes know ng that that
line was there with that line in existence since the
"70s; is that right?

A (BY MR RAATZ) That's correct.

Q Could we rebuild B2 in its current |ocation
t hrough Meadows?

A (BY MR RAATZ) We could. Through the Tucson
Meadows nei ghbor hood? You could, but it would be a |ot
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nore difficult as a double-circuit construction through
t he nei ghborhood. And then you do have hi gher EMF | evel s
t hrough the houses. And then from a mai nt enance
perspective, it would be a lot nore difficult as well.

Q Because the people in Meadows who bought their
homes under that |ine have built structures and sheds and

things that are right up against that line; is that

ri ght?
A (BY MR RAATZ) That is correct.
Q Anyt hing el se you want to add on EMF?
A (BY MR RAATZ) Just to summarize, the slide on

the left, what we tried to do is determ ne the EMF for
each of the various configurations that woul d be
encountered for all of the alternatives, you know, being
46/ 138kV doubl e-circuit or double-circuit 138kV or
single-circuit 138kV.

Q And t hose EMF val ues woul d be | ess than what
you showed for the maxi num value at |ocation 5 on the
ri ght-hand screen?

A That is correct.

Q Ms. Darling, one of the other issues that we
had to address in the application and anal yze was the
fact that we're building this project next to the
Davi s- Mont han Air Force Base. Can you tal k about the
anal ysis that the conpany perforned to determ ne whet her
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or not this project would interfere with flight
operations from DM and/or Pima Air & Space Miseum

A (BY M5. DARLING Yes. As you've heard, we
coordi nated extensively w th Davis-Mnthan Air Force Base
t hroughout this project. They provided us with what you
see on the screen, which is their imaginary surface
| ayer.

Essentially, when you' re building the
transm ssion line, you can't penetrate that air space.
And the different colors going out fromthe runways -- so
this is their, you know, approach and departure, their
runway. The different col ors com ng out represent
different heights that you can't exceed.

So one of the reasons we tal ked about renoving,
you know, the Alternative 2 back and only comng up with
the comon route was at that entrance of Pima Air & Space
Museum in order to bring the planes fromDMto Pima Air &
Space Museumto allow cl earance necessary -- simlar to
t he cl earance we needed on Kol b Road -- woul d have raised
those pole heights into that imaginary surface |ayer.

So the Iine, as designed in this |ocation along
the common route and al ong Kol b Road where the highest
poles are, the 142 feet, | believe, at the bridge, are
wthin the all owances of that inmaginary surface |ayer.

So we basically, preenptively, pre-FAA coordination,
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determ ned and worked with DMto ensure that we won't
have any issues when we get to the final design.
Once an alternative route is approved, we then

go into the final design and once we know where the
| atitude and | ongitude of each pole location is, that's
when we submit our forms to the Federal Aviation
Adm ni stration for final approval of placenent of the
poles. But, again, we don't anticipate having any
I npacts or concerns because we've al ready preenptively
wor ked with DM

Q Al right. So | think that discussion
concl udes what you --

CHW. CHENAL: One question, M. Darling.

What is the range of maxi num hei ghts that the
pol es can't extend through?

MS. DARLI NG  Sure.

Ri ght up against the airfield, it's zero. And
then it noves out where the yellowis 150 feet, and |
believe the purple is up in a higher range, you know, up
to 200 feet. They're the 199-feet.

And it also kind of increases this way too. So
the further you get away fromit -- it's a variable. So
it mght be 150 here and 160 here.

CHW. CHENAL: And the nearest to the runway,

t he nagenta col or, whatever that is, pink, rose.
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M5. DARLING Yes. Wen we were | ooking al ong

that Val encia, they gave -- -- and there's a letter,
actually, in the application -- or e-mail, I'msorry --
that gives the exact heights we couldn't exceed. | think
they were around -- the naxi mum ended up bei ng around 50

or 60 feet, which we couldn't manage.
CHW. CHENAL: All right. Thank you.

Q BY MR DERSTINE: So | think your discussion of
the potential inpacts of the project on flight operations
of DMis the |ast piece of the nonbiol ogical study work
that was perforned to support the application. W' ve
covered the biological inpacts and nonbi ol ogi cal inpacts.

MR. DERSTINE: So I think the next section that
we're noving on to is public and stakehol der invol venent,

and Ms. DeCorse has been part of that.

EDMOND BECK, ERI C RAATZ, and RENEE DARLI NG,
call ed as w tnesses on behalf of Applicant, having been
previously duly sworn, en nmasse, by the Chairnman, were

exam ned and testified as foll ows:

FURTHER DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY M5. DECORSE:
Q Good norning, Ms. Darling. Can you touch on
the public outreach process and when that started?
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A (BY M. DARLING Yes. W initiated the public
outreach in May of 2019. W initiated that with open --
a group neeting with our stakeholders. That was in Muy.
And then had a follow on neeting with stakeholders in
August .

We al so mailed two newsletters with conment
forms to the public. The first mailing had over 21, 700
mailers. And that was in that prelimnary study area
that | showed you yesterday. And then the second mailing
went out to over 36,000 residents, organizations, and
st akehol ders, and that was in that revised study area
when we had expanded it to include Pantano Road.

Fol | ow ng each newsletter nmailing, we had a
public open house. It was actually a series. W held in
May a north neeting and a south neeting one after the
ot her because the study area is so |ong.

And then in August, we had a second series of
open- house neetings with one in the north and one in the
sout h.

Do you want nme to give the specifics of how
many peopl e attended?

Q Yes. That was ny next question

A (BY M5. DARLING In May, the south neeting had
si X people attend and the north neeting had 14 people
att end.
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And in August, we had eight people attend in
the north and three people in the south.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Hammay. Excuse ne.

VMEMBER HAMMY: So the people who spoke the
ot her night, were any of those identified early on?

M5. DARLING Yes. The one | ady who spoke
about her children and the health concerns, she had
attended both sets of open house neetings and expressed
her concerns about the potential health inpacts. W did
give her the -- we have |like a EMF fact sheet, and we
al ways have this poster at the neeting show ng kind of
what we tal ked about today. So we did talk to her and
give her that information.

MEMBER HAMMY: Ckay. Thank you.

Q BY M5. DECORSE: So, Ms. Darling, actually, if
we could go to the next slide. That has the map on it.
So that's the --

A (BY MS. DARLING The notification area.

Q So, to be clear, Notification 1 is the
prelimnary study area.

Notification 2, which I think you said was in

August, included the expanded study area?

A (BY M5. DARLING) That is correct.
Q And the EMF study, | think it's on the board in
t he back, but do we al so have an exhibit -- | don't know
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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if it's in front of you -- | abel ed TEP-18?
A (BY M5. DARLI NG Yes, we do.
Q So that's an exanpl e of what was handed out at

each of those open houses?

A (BY M5. DARLING) That's correct.

Q And that's al so avail able on the website;
ri ght?

A (BY Ms. DARLING) That's correct.

And the website is referred to in each of
our -- on the right screen, you'll see the newsletters
that | nmentioned, the first in May and the second in
August. And that always gives themthe website where
they can go to get nore project information if they
aren't able to attend the neeting. W post all of the
handouts and the posters there for people to view

Q | see that you pulled up the public conment
map. Can you explain for the Conmttee the types of
comments and maybe what this shows.

A (BY M. DARLING Yes. So we do offer the
ability to coment both at the open house neetings, via
tel ephone, toll-free line; through the website, what we
call a Wifoo form and we provide a project-specific
emai | address that they can al so send comrents to.

So we received in the first and second round of
comments 35 comments in total. And those canme from 12
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fromthe online comment form six emails, nine comment
fornms, and ei ght voi cemails.

Q So with the expanded study area, you actually
received nore or less coments fromthe first public
outreach to the second?

A (BY Ms. DARLING There were |l ess comments --
nmore, |I'msorry. The first round of comments got 15, and
t he second round of comments, we received 20. So in
total, 35.

Q Okay. Do you want to sumrari ze what the
comments were.

A (BY Ms. DARLING First, 1'll say about the
post card.

So since -- followng the filing of the
application, we then sent a postcard out that announced
the hearing and that the application was on the website
and what our preferred alternative was, and we received
additi onal coments after sending that postcard, which
are Exhibit --

Q That 1s Exhibit 22. That's the updated public
comment matrix, J-5, in the application?

A (BY M5. DARLING Right. So when |I talk about
the nunbers of different comments and their categories,

" ve included the postcard comments with the Open House 1
and 2 or Qutreach 1 and 2 conments.
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So we had 12 comments related to health, three
comments related to cost, seven related to the appearance
of the line, 23 related to the location of the |line, and
13 other comments, which mainly didn't have anything to
do with the project specifically. It mght have been,
How do | get a senior discount on ny rates? or | don't
i ke where the substation is. So not directly related to
the line itself.

Q And with respect to the comments that we
received after the postcard, are those in line with this
table? | mean, is it primarily --

A (BY MS. DARLING No. So this table represents
what was in the application, and then | added the

addi ti onal conments.

Q And the postcard is TEP Exhibit 10; is that
correct?
A (BY MS. DARLI NG Yes.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Hamway has a questi on.

MEMBER HAMMY: So when you consol i date and
| ook at all these responses, do you elimnate duplicates,
or are they cunulative? So if | called five tines, it
woul d show up --

M5. DARLING Five tines, yes.

In this case, we had, like, a whole famly in
this project comment. So there's nultiple fromone
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| ocati on, but the whole famly is concerned, so ..
VMEMBER HAMMY: Ri ght.

Q BY M5. DECORSE: And | believe, Ms. Darling, is
it correct that in that table, we al so show the responses
that were given to each of those; is that correct?

A. (BY MS. DARLING Yes.

Q Ckay. So what about the stakehol der
i nvol venment ? Can you speak to who naybe those were, the
key stakehol ders for the project area, and when you net
wi th them

A. (BY MS. DARLING) Yes.

So, as | said, we had the two stakehol der
neetings. In the application, it shows the entire |ist
of stakehol ders that were notified regarding the project.
But these are the ones that actively participated in the
neetings. And there were representatives of Senator
Si nema and Congresswonman Ann Kirkpatrick, Pinm County,
Pima County Regional Flood Control District, the City of
Tucson's Transportation Departnment, the Gty of Tucson
Ward 4 office, Davis-Mnthan Air Force Base, Kinder
Mor gan, and Sout hwest Gas, and the Groves Lincoln Park
Nei ghbor hood Associ ation. They're the nei ghborhood
that's adjacent on -- across the street fromthe Patri ot
Substation to the east. So they're south of Escal ante
Road and east of the Patriot Substation. And then the
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Vai|l Preservation Society attended the first neeting.
They touch the very far southeast corner of the study
area i s why they had attended.

Q Qui ck question: | know that a gentleman that
was at public comrent on Monday was fromthe HOA board.
| think it was fromthe association, not the --

A (BY M. DARLING It was, | think, just south
of the Tucson Meadows nei ghbor hood.

Q Okay. Do you recall them being at any of the
open houses or public neetings?

A (BY M5. DARLING) No, they weren't.

Q Ckay. So of the stakehol ders, what were their
concerns, if they had any, or any specifics that you want
to touch on?

A (BY M5. DARLING Yes. A lot of them have
al ready been touched as part of when we tal ked about the
desi gn considerations. The Pima Air & Space Miseum
tal ked about -- we tal ked about getting the pl anes
across. They al so were concerned about the entrance and
the poles at the entrance and that being an international
tourismsite with over 187,000 visitors a year, that it
woul d -- you know, the visual effect of the transm ssion
line in front of the museum woul d have a negative vi sual
inpact. And the Pima County Attraction and Tourism
Departnment, which is who they rent the Pima Air & Space
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Museum site from kind of concurred with that. And then
they also tal ked about AMARG s concerns related to the
ai rpl ane bri dge.

Sout hwest Gas does have hi gh-pressure gas |ines
t hroughout the study area. And they did send a letter.
It's in Exhibit J. Their preference is, | think, Cl1 and
A over B2 because they want to build a new hi gh-pressure
gas line on Pantano Road. But it wouldn't be sited where
our existing transmssion lineis. W!'re going to build
in the exact same corridor, so they wouldn't be buil ding
it there anyway.

And then the Cty of Tucson sent a letter that
| referred to yesterday, and there were -- besides the
si dewal k di scussion that we had, there were other
concerns, and that was inpacts to the existing tree
canopi es along the road right-of-ways and maintai ni ng
those to the extent possible and, where we couldn't,
replacing trees in other areas. Site visibility
triangles at intersections and maintaining those,
obvi ousl vy.

The Kol b Road wi dening that | had di scussed,
where they're going fromfour |lanes to six | anes between
Val enci a and Escal ante. That's the |ocation where we're
actually on the Davis-Mnthan Air Force Base. And so,
again, we've addressed that. And their |ast comment was
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to do the least inpact to comunity, conmmunity
facilities, and residential use as possible.

| think that's -- and then there's also a
letter fromPim County Flood Control | nentioned
yesterday, and that was that they prefer we don't build
In the wash

Q Thank you.

A (BY Ms. DARLING Do you want ne to cover the
support and the votes for the different alternatives?

Q Yeah.

A (BY M5. DARLING So in support of the
different alternatives, we had three for Alternative A,
five for Bl, seven for B2, and eight for Cl1. And
agai nst, where they specifically called out an agai nst
was three against Alternative A, one against Bl, which we
didn't pull forward; two against B2, and two agai nst Cl.

Q Ms. Darling, when you say "they," are you

referring to --

A (BY Ms. DARLING The public. Yes, the public.
Thank you.
Q Thank you.

M5. DECORSE: That brings us to notice.
So | believe that's Matt, and then Eric and

Renee wi Il speak to that.
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EDMOND BECK, ERI C RAATZ, and RENEE DARLI NG,
call ed as w tnesses on behalf of Applicant, having been
previously duly sworn, en masse, by the Chairman, were

exam ned and testified as foll ows:

FURTHER DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR DERSTI NE:

Q These cases, these siting cases, carry wth
them various obligation to provide notice to the public
of this hearing process and what we're doi ng today.

M. Raatz, let's start with one of the key
requirenents, which is to publish the Notice of Hearing
in a newspaper at |east on two dates.

Tal k about whether -- how TEP satisfied its
obligations to publish notice of the hearing.

A (BY MR RAATZ) Yes. As seen in the
Exhi bit TEP-7, the Notice of Hearing was published in the
Arizona Daily Star on two dates: January 19th and al so
January 22nd.

TEP Exhibit 7 shows the affidavit and
publ i cati on.

Q In addition, the Notice of Hearing is required
to be sent to affected jurisdictions. Can you identify
the jurisdictions that are affected by this project and
who we sent notice to.
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A (BY MR RAATZ) Yes. The affected

jurisdictions were the City of Tucson and Pima County.
And notice, as provided in TEP Exhibit 9, was
sent on January 16t h.

Q So if I"'mlooking at TEP Exhibit 9, that shows
the certified nmail receipt fromthe mailing of the Notice
of Hearing to the City manager on behalf of the Cty of
Tucson and to the Pima County. | guess Chuck Huckel berry
is, what, he's the --

A (BY MR RAATZ) Yes, that's correct. And I'd
like to correct the date that | referenced. It's January
21st for both mailings.

And Chuck Huckel berry is the County manager.

Q One of the other inportant notice requirenents
and obligations is to post signs along the route that
woul d, again, publicize this hearing and give residents
and passersby an opportunity to understand about this
project and this process.

Ms. Darling, do you want to speak to the
posting of signs and where they were posted.

A (BY M5. DARLING Yes. W posted 11 signs
along the three alternatives routes. The map on the |eft
shows the | ocations of those signs.

And then on the right, there's a tine-stanped
phot o of each sign, which P-Dub can just scroll through
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as |'mtalking.
They were posted between January 22nd and 24t h.

Q And do we have a slide or can you tell us what
information is contained in those signs?

A (BY M5. DARLING There's a map showi ng the
three alternative routes along with the project nane and
the dates and tinmes of the hearing, the project website
and phone nunber.

Q Al right. This is an opportunity for us to
circle back on a couple of issues. W had questions from
Chai rman and nenbers of the Commttee that arose during
the course of the case. So let's nake sure we get those
guesti ons answer ed.

Why don't we start -- Menber Haenichen asked a
guestion about the operation of the RICE units.
Do you have that information, M. Raatz?

A (BY MR RAATZ) Yes, | do. | have a summary.
And | believe M. Dubberly will be placing it up on the
screen.

Thank you.

Okay. On the left-hand side of the screen,
Menber Haeni chen, Menbers of the Commttee, we've got --
in the colums, we outline RICE Units 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10.

And as | spoke to earlier, these were
comm ssi oned on Decenber 22nd. And so we went and found
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out the nunber of starts we've had since then up to the
date of the question. Geater than one mnute. And so
you can see RICE Unit 6 has 36 and so on and so forth.

And then the total of hours of operation for
each unit since it's been in operation and the total
nunber of days. And, m nd you, these are not consecutive
hours or consecutive days. So for that tinme period, the
use ranges about between 20 and 30 percent.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Haeni chen.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: M. Raatz, can you just give
us just in narrative formwhat they were used for during
those tinmes? Wat purpose did they serve? Was it just a
test that they were going to run?

MR, RAATZ: Menber Haeni chen, they began
comm ssi oni ng Decenber 13th. And so they were doing
testing from Decenber 13th through Decenber 22nd. And as
of Decenber 22nd, they've been in full operation. So
t hey' ve been used right now to support | ocal | oad.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: I n a peaking sense or

MR. RAATZ: In a peaking sense? Well, it's
hard to say right now as we don't necessarily -- we're
not in a peaking load tinme, as M. Beck had spoke to in
his testinony. The peak |oad |ast year, | believe he
said, was 2,417 for the service territory. And
currently, at this tinme of year, our peak |oad m ght be
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1, 200 negawatts with an average | oad of probably 800
nmegawatts right now. So not necessarily for peak | oad,
just to support the overall | oad.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Thank you. Thank you for
doi ng that.

Q BY MR DERSTINE: And, M. Beck, maybe you
can -- ny recollection is that the RICE case was sone
time ago, but ny recollection was that the RICE units
filled a couple purposes. One was to |end voltage
support, and the other was to address peaki ng needs. Can
you expand -- tell me if I'mright about that, and
correct ne and expand on that a bit, please.

MR. BECK: That is correct. So the RICE units
were intended to serve several purposes. A big one for
us i s balancing out against renewables. So, in
particul ar, solar, as the sun goes down or as the sun is
rising, we have pretty high ranp rates on the sol ar
output. So the RICE units are fast-start and capabl e of
hel ping to mtigate that change in generation that we
have from the renewabl es.

We al so have sonme m ni mum gen requirenents that
they are put on for just to have sonme minimum | oca
generation running. And because they don't have to be
commtted long term we do that on a shorter-term basis
than our steamunits. So for right now, those are the
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two purposes they're serving.

And then, as we get into the sumertinme where
we truly have peak | oad, then we can use those to al so
hel p neet peak over peak hours.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: So, overall, you're fairly
happy with that project?

MR BECK: Yes. So far, we're very happy.

Q BY MR DERSTINE: M. Raatz, | believe it was
Menber Wbodall who asked if we could provide an estimate
of the cost for the planned substations that would be
i nterconnected by this project. Do you have those
nunber s?

A (BY MR RAATZ) | do have the nunbers for the
Patriot Substation. The Port Substation, we don't have a
good enough estimate at this tinme. It hasn't really been
put into the budget at this tine as the need has not been
i denti fi ed.

MR. RAATZ: So, Menber Wbodall, we do have the
cost was found for the Patriot Substation. W've got it
broken down for the substation itself, the land, and then
the distribution work that would be required. So we've
got --

VMEMBER WOODALL: Just give nme the big | unp.

MR. RAATZ: Okay. $24 mllion.

Q BY MR. DERSTINE: And that substation woul d
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have two transfornmers. Can you tal k generally about
what's the equi pnent configuration for the substation.

A (BY MR RAATZ) Yeah. |It's going to be, |
believe, a ring bus configuration with two transforners.
And it will have unconmon points of access fromthe
transm ssion. So the transm ssion fromlrvington to the
Patriot Substation will not be | ocated on the sane
structure as the transm ssion fromPatriot to the East
Loop Substation. And this is to help elimnate the
single points of failure and the sanme thought process is
for the two transforners. As | spoke to earlier, the two
transfornmers will be equi pped with autonatic throwover.
So if we | ose one of the transforners, the load that's
served by that transformer will automatically be thrown
over to the remaining transformer, thus, elimnating the
single points of failure there as well.

Q Thank you.

Ms. Darling, Menber Noland had asked if you
could give her a neasurenent of the available roomleft
in the right-of-way, and | believe it was on B2, the
preferred route.

A (BY M5. DARLING Yes. It's 20 -- it varies,
but it's 25 to 45 feet fromthe curb to the property
line. You asked the available right-of-way. So within
that, there would be the sidewal k and the existing pol es
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being rebuilt and the new poles, if that's the case.

M5. DARLING Did | answer your question?

MEMBER NOLAND: It does. Thank you.

M5. DARLING Ckay. Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: A follow up question,

Ms. Darling. You had tal ked about the ADA requirenents
for the sidewal ks. So what's the width of those
si dewal ks?

M5. DARLING 4 feet.

CHWN. CHENAL: And then how nmuch space is
needed for a typical pole?

M5. DARLING 3 feet.

CHW. CHENAL: So 25 to 45 feet would give
sufficient roomto -- within the right-of-way to
construct both the sidewal ks and the pol es?

MS. DARLING Correct.

CHWN. CHENAL: But the concern still is the
potential for the aerial easenent issue, which is the
reason for requesting a corridor of 200 feet; is that
correct?

M5. DARLING Right. As | spoke to yesterday,

it's very unlikely that we woul d need aerial easenents

al ong Pant ano Road because we do have that nore roomthan

we do on Kolb. But we were asking for the 25 feet in

t hose cases where, since we haven't done construction
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Bl ue Stake, we don't know all the facts about the area to
allow for sone flexibility in the case that we m ght need
a larger turning structure sonewhere or we mght have to
relocate a utility line or, you know, bury the utility
line, things like that, just to provide a little nore of
flexibility.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Hamnay.

MEMBER HAMMY: So how does the Gty of
Tucson's general plan to handl e bike | anes, especially
now t hat you're changi ng your departnment name to
Mobility -- or adding Mobility? | sawit on TV | ast
ni ght .

M5. DARLING | don't know. So the bike |anes
are within the travel -- they're within the side of the
actual travel lane, so they're within the curbline. And
we nmeasured fromthe curb to the parcel boundary.

MEMBER HAMMY: So they do include a bike |ane?

MS. DARLING |'msorry?

MEMBER HAMMY: So it does include a bike |ane?

M5. DARLING No. The bike lane is inside the
curb, so it's where the travel lanes for the traffic are,
not up where the sidewal k is.

MEMBER HAMMAY: So you don't have dedi cated
bi ke lanes in this area?

M5. DARLING We do, but they're within the
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travel -- they're adjacent to the travel |ane, inside the
curb, the devel oped part of the road. They're not up
wi th the sidewal k.

VMEMBER HAMMY: | know that. So are they
defined by a painted |ine?

MS. DARLI NG  Yes.

MEMBER HAMMY: And how wi de are your bike
| anes?

M5. DARLING | don't know. Just from seeing
them | want to say a couple feet. Wat do you think?
Does anyone have an opi ni on?

MR, BECK: So, M. Chairman, Menber Hammay, I°
not sure that Pantano Road has bike |anes or is actually
slated to have bike lanes. And in that vicinity, the
Pant ano Wash, there is a bike path that's the | oop around
Tucson.

VMEMBER HAMMY:  Ckay.

MR, BECK: So they encourage use of that as
opposed to the roadways.

MEMBER HAMMY: They go wherever they want.

MR, BECK: It doesn't nean they woul dn't put
bi ke | anes to the extent they're not there. And bike
lanes -- | think Ms. Darling said probably 3- to 4-foot
| ane.

CHW. CHENAL: Bikers have the legal right to
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use the road.

Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: Thank you. | just need to
straighten sonething out in my mnd.

As far as the air easenents go, is that just
for the arms, or is that for the arnms and the
transm ssion |ines?

M5. DARLING Yes, both. The transm ssion
line -- the conductor is on the arm and it's at the end
of the arm So it's -- both would be there at the same
time. So it includes both.

VMEMBER NOLAND: But with the 25 feet -- |
understand the flexibility and all of that. But if you
ran into a problem you should have enough footage there
to take care of things.

What |'mthinking about is having the corridor
spread across the street to the other side and the other
properties, when | think you have the flexibility wthin
that 25 feet and the east side of Pantano to get that
done. Can you comment on that or, M. Beck, can you
comment on that?

MR. BECK: M. Chairman, Menber Nol and, |
understand your issue. W could easily say that we
wanted a corridor, in this instance, fromthe center of
the road only to the east to the extent we plan to
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rebuild where the line is at.

For ease of description and continuity, that's
why we did a corridor centered on the centerline. If the
Committee -- if it's inportant enough to the Conmittee
that they wanted us to go fromcenterline to road only to
the east, we could live with that.

MEMBER NOLAND: And I woul d even say go ahead
and do a corridor to the west, but only to the end of the
right-of-way, not -- people look at it differently, and
t hey don't know what we know. And they know about t hat
or see that, that tends to upset people. So if you just
didit to the right-of-way on the west, that -- |1'd fee
a lot nore confortable with that.

And, also, I'mgoing to tell you right now, I
have an issue with the area down around the scenic route
and how you have expanded those corridors to the area
that's not in the scenic route. So we need to try and do
sonething with that.

MR. BECK: Yes. W understand that issue. W
recogni ze that would be of concern.

Rel ative to your point of going from
right-of-way and only to the east, that's very doable for
us. It conplicates witing the |egal description, but we
can handle that. [It's just sonme extra words in the
descri ption.
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MEMBER NCLAND: Well, it's not too hard. You
just take it fromthe centerline to the edge of the
right-of-way on the west side and then describe it the
sane centerline to the east to where you're going to do
that. That's not too difficult. That's a pretty sinple
thing to do.

MR BECK: | absolutely agree, it's not that
difficult. It just adds sone words and sone process
time. We will do that. That's not a problem Just
recogni ze we won't have it witten that way probably this
afternoon if we do happen to get into the CEC conditions
and finalizing the CEC. So as long as the Comm ttee
gives us the deference to cone back wwth that | egal after
the fact to match up the map that we have. |It's very
doabl e.

CHWN. CHENAL: (Question: | understand Menber
Nol and's point. If we did it that way, assum ng we did
it that way where the -- to the west of the centerline
would only go to the right-of-way, but keep it as you
want it to be to the east, how w de, then, would the
corridor be?

MS. DARLING  175.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay.

Q BY MR, DERSTI NE: Teeing off of Menber Nol and's
coments --
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Patrick, wll you pull up the area, the scenic
corridor area, and let's tal k about that and show that.
Let's tal k about that.

So can one of the witnesses please describe
what's on the left screen, orient us to the map.

A (BY MR RAATZ) Okay. On the screen, we are
| ooking at the area where we've described the scenic
maj or route. And we are requesting the 900-f oot
corridor. This is Alternative 1. And as you can see
here, we're requesting the 300-foot corridor. And this
extends froml believe this is Littletown Road and
extends north approximately 2,400 feet where we are
requesting the 900-foot corridor.

This is Valencia Road, and this is Kolb Road in
this area.

Q Ms. Darling, do you want to speak to why we
have wi dened for as far a distance as we're showi ng there
on the left screen rather than pinching it down to just
the crossing of Val encia Road.

A (BY M. DARLING | believe it was, again, to
provide flexibility in siting and to keep a direct route
fromwhere we made the turn fromlLittletown to go north
al ong Kol b, knowi ng that the scenic corridor was there.
And it extends to the -- basically, there's three options
inthis area: Go on private land on the east, go on
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private |land on the west --

Q Can you use the pointer to show that.

A (BY M5. DARLING So to go on private |land here
in this parcel on the east or to go on private |and on
the west or to get a variance fromthe ordi nance from
Pima County to site in the scenic corridor within the
ri ght-of-way on either side of the road.

So, again, it was flexibility in having
di fferent options when it mght conme up and then kind of
over to this side and then go up or, you know, go
strai ght up, that kind of thing.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chai rman.

CHWMN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCOLAND: You're pointing clear down on
the left-hand screen, when your only area that you cone
into the scenic route restrictions is up at the top.

M5. DARLING | believe there are scenic route
restrictions down here as well. Because this is County,
and then this is County. It's just this little piece
between, |ike, here and here that's Cty of Tucson. So
if you extend the -- fromthe Val encia Road ri ght- of - way
the buffer, the half right-of-way buffer this way and
then fromhere, on Littletown, you extend up this way,
you get this little strip in here that you could -- so
you could cone out and then back in, but just for a short
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period of tine. And then you have to conme back out again
and cross and then cone over. So it was just to keep the
straight shot along that small strip in between the two
ar eas.

MEMBER NCLAND: Do you know what the setback is
for the scenic route?

M5. DARLING It's half the right-of-way of the
road right-of-way. So if the road right-of-way is 300
feet, it's an additional 150 feet beyond the
right - of - way.

MEMBER NOLAND: And I'd like it to be a little
nore specific. |1'd like to know where it is. |If you
coul d be specific about that, do you have an exhibit that
shows that, where -- and the --

MS. DARLI NG  Yes.

MEMBER NOLAND: And on the bottom portion, what
road i s scenic on that?

M5. DARLING | believe it's Kol b Road.

MEMBER NOLAND: | nean, | know this area really
wel | .

M5. DARLING It's Kolb Road, and where it ends
along the city/county line is where it goes away. |
t hi nk P-Dub has a shapefile he's going to pull in.

MEMBER HAMMAY: And where is the Amazon
di stri bution center?
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M5. DARLING It's this corner down here.

MEMBER HAMMY: [|'msorry. | thought it was in
t hat ot her corner.

M5. DARLING It's kitty-corner. And this was
where the distribution line was that the gentl eman
nmenti oned was eroding, so it's that drainage that cones
under here.

MEMBER HAMMY: So there's no devel opnent
currently in that |oop area?

MS. DARLING  No. No.

MEMBER NOLAND: Did you say it was one owner of
t hat area?

M5. DARLING It is. It's a |and devel oper.
They own up here as well.

MEMBER NCLAND: Unh-huh. Just as a little
aside, | represented the people that bought Howard
Hughes's estate and extending all of those roads and
utilities and so on and worked on that extensively in
that area many, many years ago. Because before that,
there were no roads that connected to the airport or
utilities.

MS. DARLI NG  Wow.

MEMBER NOLAND: Just a little history.

MR. DERSTINE: W're efforting to pull up the
Pima County map on the right screen and keep our corridor
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designation on the left so you can confirmthat.

M5. DARLING Can you zoomin a little bit

nor e?
So the little gap right there is the little gap
her e.
Q BY MR DERSTINE: And why is there the gap?
A (BY M. DARLING It's County; right? | nean
Cty, sorry.
MEMBER NOLAND: Is that an exhibit | can pul
up? | don't renenber seeing that.
M5. DARLING  Yeah.
Can you give her the website address?
MR. DERSTINE: We don't have it as an exhibit,
| don't think.

MEMBER HAMMAY: |'msorry. Ckay.

MR. DERSTINE: What are we | ooking at on the
ri ght screen?

MEMBER NCOLAND: Can you go back to the ful
screen that you had just to the left and down a little.

Yeah.

M5. DARLING And | believe this is 2016
desi gnation, and it has not been updated since.

|s that correct, P-Dub?

2015. Sorry.

MR, BECK: That is one of our problens, is that
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there's some conflicts between the websites and the
mappi ng. And when we started working on the project
internally, we had a shapefile that we thought
represented the scenic area and found sone maps that were
i nconsistent with that. Originally, our thought was
doi ng a 300-foot corridor centered on the |ine north and
sout h, not having this 900-foot-w de corridor.

But as we saw sone di screpancies in the
mappi ng, we realized that we needed to really work with
the City and County to deal wth that scenic corridor
issue. And so that's when we thought if we gave enough
wdth and flexibility to potentially go to the other side
of the right-of-way, maybe with the Cty and the County,
we can get sonething that works better for everybody.

O herwi se, we would just go down that eastern alignnent,
as we show on the map.

MEMBER NOLAND: Do they let you put poles the
hei ght that you have -- you have to be outside of the
scenic route; is that correct?

MR, BECK: You need to get a variance or a
wai ver to get inside that.

M5. DARLING So where we have existing |ines,
they do allow us to continue to replace poles or do work
on them

But any new facilities -- and this is a new
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transm ssion line -- we would have to get a vari ance.
And we have obtained variances in certain cases, but it's
a process, and we coul d be deni ed.

MEMBER NOLAND: Ri ght.

M5. DARLING So that's why we're -- if we were
unable to get the easenent fromthe private | andowner,
then we would go to them and say, We're kind of in a bind
here. W really need a variance. And then that's why |
was saying there's kind of three options: |It's the
| andowners on the west, the | andowners on the east, or a
vari ance.

MEMBER NCLAND: But the property on the west
has structures.

M5. DARLING It does.

MEMBER NCOLAND: And you'd be goi ng through the
m ddl e of those structures. |Is that a fair assunption?

M5. DARLING It is a fair assunption. |It's an
i ndustrial use, but -- yeah.

MR. BECK: So we would not go -- put the line
over structures to the extent there's structures there.

So, again, it's just flexibility to work with
t hose property owners.

As you nentioned earlier, the vicinity and the
area, relative scenic quality is mybe questionable. By
working with the Gty and the County and saying, We're

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
g N W N P O © O N o o0 M W N Rk O

LS CASE NO. 186 VOL [l 02/ 26/ 2020 333

going to provide power to this area so it actually
devel ops, may be fully supportive in getting a variance
fromthem allowing us to stay along the right-of-way.

MEMBER NCLAND: O along the east side rather
than the west side; correct?

MR. BECK: Correct. That would be our intent,
yes.

MEMBER NCOLAND: Well, | still have a probl em
with -- a slight problem-- | understand your -- the
position you're in. But | would rather see it on the
east side than on the west side with those buil dings and
separate owners involved because it would inpact those,
no two ways about it. And then you do have the vacant
| and on the east side.

M5. DARLING Menber Nol and, | think one other
reason why we had it extend over here is the flexibility
to -- once we got past those buildings, to junp over here
I f, for sonme reason, we needed to, and then cross on the
west. But | understand what you're saying as well.

MEMBER NOLAND: | understand that. But you

have the corridor running all through the industrial

bui | di ngs.
MS. DARLI NG  Yes.
MEMBER NCLAND: Not just north of them
M5. DECORSE: Wien | was taking a | ook at the
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application, | think to M. Beck's point, that the nmaps
may be different than what we have up here. If you turn
to Exhibit A-4 in the application, the |land use, the
scenic routes buffer, Pima County |ooks |ike it goes the
entire way without that little part m ssing.

Is that --

M5. DARLING That's the discrepancy that
M. Beck spoke of between the paper map and the shapefile
or G S information.

M5. DECORSE: And nmaybe it's ny ignorance, but
the shapefile is something that the City maintains or --
| nmean, do the two agencies maintain their --

M5. DARLING It's a Pima County designation.
" mnot sure whether the data canme from Pima County or
TEP, but there was an error.

M5. DECORSE: But what we're |ooking at here --

MS. DARLING |Is correct.

MR BECK: Well, there again, | believe | saw a
date of 2015 on here, and I think there was a 2016
update. So this is sonething we need to work through
with the Gty and the County and get the nobst current
mappi ng.

And we just realized this |ast week. W
t hought we had the best infornmation as we were preparing
the application. And as we started to find the corridor
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and wite that up, and we were going to go 300 foot, we
realized that there's sone di screpancies on mapping. And
that's why we junped to that 900-foot corridor.

If you look in the application, you'll see that
we referenced a 300-foot corridor throughout, that that
was our intent. And so this change, again, was
| ast-m nute, because we realized there are sone
di screpancies in the mapping, and we've got to fix that.
We've got to get that resol ved.

And what it anounts to is we'll either build in

the private land to the east is one |likely scenario. O
if we can get a variance or waiver, to the extent we can
get that, we would just go along the eastern side of the
right-of-way. And so for a corridor description, we
could easily go with west side of right-of-way only to
the east, if that were to work for the Commttee.

MEMBER NOLAND: Well, | wouldn't have any
problemwth that if you -- you could have the extended
corridor north of those properties on the west side if
you needed to use that. But it seens like if you're
dealing with one owner on the east side, you're dealing
with one owner on the east side. You're either going to
get it or you're not, and there wouldn't really be any
need to just give you that small northern area with an
expanded corridor.
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M5. DARLING That's true, except that it's at
the intersection, and potentially -- you know, | don't
know. | think -- we also -- you know, there's the
potential there where we m ght have to obtain the whol e
parcel if we're naking it not devel opable for the
| andowner .

MEMBER NCLAND: | wunderstand. As | said, |'ve
built next to the scenic corridor, and | understand how
difficult it is.

MR. DERSTINE: Are there other questions that
came fromthe Commttee that |'ve m ssed asking about
that we -- do we have answers to, or do you think we
caught those?

CHWN. CHENAL: Just a follow up question, sane
as regardi ng Pantano.

If we went to the west right-of-way and then to
the east, including the additional |and that you're
requesting, how w de would the corridor be then?

M5. DARLING On Pantano or here?

CHWN. CHENAL: No, here on the scenic corridor
that we were tal ki ng about.

M5. DARLING So that would be -- P-Dub w |
probably have to nmeasure it for ne fromthe west road
right-of-way to where the corridor is now on the east.

MR. DERSTINE: Could you frame the question for
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P- Dub agai n.

M5. DARLING I'msorry. P-Dub could you
nmeasure fromthe west road right-of-way to where the
corridor extends now on the east.

MR. DERSTINE: On this segnent.

M5. DARLING On this segnent.

MR. DERSTINE: And | think M. Dubberly was
commenting to nme that the corridor varies in here, but we
can pick different spots or we can pick a sweet spot and
just neasure it.

MEMBER NCLAND: Pick the centerline. It mght
be easier right nowjust to do it fromthe centerline.
That's pretty constant.

MR. DERSTI NE:  Okay.

M5. DARLING So keep going to the east edge of
the corridor.

MR, BECK: Patrick, can you read what that
di mension is?

MR. DUBBERLY: Yeah. It |looks like it's 492
feet approximately fromthe centerline at this point of
the right-of-way to the east edge of the corridor.

MR, BECK: So if it were acceptable to the
Committee, we'd probably ask for 500 foot fromthat point
over, just a nice, straight |ine.

CHWMN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.
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MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, M. Beck, the
l'ine running along the north of those properties on the
west side, is that a road, an access road, to those
properties? |Is it a designated easenent? Do you know?

M5. DARLING It is an access road.

MR BECK: It's just an access road for those
properties. W don't believe it's a designated road at
this tine.

VMEMBER NCOLAND: Well, and, again, as | said,
woul dn't have any problemw th going back to the 900 feet
if that was a designhated point that you could say that,
you know, or north of the property line of the north
property then on up could be 900 feet to give you sone of
that flexibility because you're going to run into the
northern scenic route restrictions al so.

MR. BECK: That is correct. And we did see
that there is a dedicated right-of-way there. So that is
a road right-of-way.

MEMBER NCLAND: So that would -- for ne. [|I'm
just speaking for nyself. | wouldn't have any problem
with there being a 900-foot starting at that northern
poi nt .

Q BY MR- DERSTINE: | think M. Dubberly was
indicating that that is, as you' ve indicated, M. Beck,
desi gnat ed road ri ght-of -way?
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MEMBER NOLAND: M. Derstine, could you speak
into the mcrophone a little bit nore?

MR. DERSTI NE: How about that?

MR. DUBBERLY: So it looks like it's East A d
Vail Road up here. So if | understand, Menber Nol and is
asking us to cut out this part of the suggested
right-of-way -- or the corridor?

MR. BECK: That is correct, Patrick. She's
suggesting that we would stay with a narrower corridor up
to that right-of-way to A d Vail Road, and then north of
there, go back to the 900 potentially.

MEMBER NCOLAND: Again, that just kind of seens
to help you with that further northern property but then
sati sfies sone of ny concerns about the private property
owner shi p, the four properties to the south of Ad Vail.

MR, BECK: And that's very workabl e for us.

MEMBER NCLAND: |'m done.

CHWN. CHENAL: AlIl right.

Menmber Haeni chen has a question, however.

MEMBER HAENICHEN: This is a followup to a
comment M. Derstine nade a whil e ago.

There is still one further question that's not
answered that | had put forth, and that was the energy
use of the Amazon distribution center.

And let nme tell you why I want to know t hat.
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It's not necessarily that related to this particul ar
case, but it seens to ne in cases we've had and probably
future ones to cone, that this whole giant retailing
situation due to the Internet sales of stuff is going to
beconme very inportant.

And we recently had a project with some | arge
data centers, which is not a distribution center. And
t hey woul d have had enornous el ectrical usage.

What | was trying to get at was we'd |ike just
to calibrate the Committee what a simlar |arge
di stribution center, what their power usage would be just
so that we kind of had a feel for it. So I think
M. Raatz said he was going to find that out.

MR, RAATZ: Yes. I'mstill investigating that.

Q BY MR, DERSTINE: Can we get that nunber yet
today, M. Raatz?
A (BY MR RAATZ) Yes, we can.

VMEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Thank you.

MR. DERSTINE: Well, those were our clean-up
issues in ternms of making sure that we addressed the
guestions that were presented during the course of the
hearing. W' ve got sonme conclusion slides, and then we
woul d be ready to wap up and cl ose our case.

| don't know if you want to take a break here.

CHW. CHENAL: This would be a good tine to
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take a break. Let's take a 15-m nute norning break, and
then we'll pick it up in 15 m nutes.

MR. DERSTINE: Very good. Thank you.

(A recess was taken from10:31 a.m to
11:16 a. m)

CHW. CHENAL: Let's go back on the record and
resune the hearing.

M. Derstine, Ms. DeCorse, | think we have a
few concluding remarks and a few different foll ow up
items, and then 1'd like to discuss the attachnents, if
you will, to the CEC that we'll discuss in deliberations
and how we're going to do that.

But let's conclude the presentation by the
panel and any foll ow up questions.

MR. DERSTI NE: Thank you.

Q BY VMR DERSTINE: M. Beck, |I think the --
well, M. Raatz, Menber Haeni chen had asked about if we
had an approxi mati on or a nunber of the energy use of the
Amazon center. | know we need to be very careful about
giving out bill information from our custoners, but |
think you have an estinmate or a range?

A (BY MR RAATZ) That's correct, M. Derstine.

MR. RAATZ: Menber Haeni chen, as M. Derstine
I ndi cated, we cannot give that infornmation out wthout
signing a nondi scl osure agreenent. But we did do sone
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research through the break there, and for the two
distribution centers in the Tucson vicinity, we took the
aver age square foot, and the average energy consunption
kil owatt hours per year of 6.1 per square foot use. And
we assunmed a square footage of 875,000 square feet and
cane up with a usage of approxinmately 450 negawatts per
nmont h.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Okay. Thank you. Thank you
very much.

Q BY MR, DERSTINE: And, M. Beck, the Chairman,
in these cases, always sends a letter to Commi ssion Staff
and invites themto coment on each case. And | think it
was on the record, and if not, we did it as an aside.
Staff had sent to TEP sone requests for information. It
took us time to get themthat because the files were
| arge, and their systemwasn't accepting our email, just
some issues with regard to getting them what they needed.

But that letter has finally been issued and
docketed. | believe it's dated February 24, 2020. |It's
addressed to the Chairman, Thomas K. Chenal, from-- |
believe it's from-- yes, fromthe director of the
Uilities Division, Elijah Abinah. And that's been
mar ked as TEP- 20.

MR. DERSTINE: And | believe, Caudia, it is on
t he nenbers' i Pads?
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And you shoul d have a paper copy as well in
front of you.

Q BY MR, DERSTINE: M. Beck, do you want to just
summari ze the high points or the inportant takeaway from
the Staff's letter marked as TEP-20.

A (BY MR BECK) Yes. And along the way of the
data request that was sent to us, we also had a
presidential visit in Phoenix that interrupted the
Commi ssion for half a day, which also ate into the
process of getting their response to the Committee.

But basically, what the Staff said was that
they believe the proposed project wll inprove the
reliability, resilience, and safety of the grid as well
as the delivery of power in Arizona. |t addresses
category P-6 contingency violations identified in the
annual review, increases redundancy in the Tucson | oad
pocket, alleviates transm ssion congestion, and provides
138kV services for areas not currently served by 138kV
transm ssion by enabling the redistribution of |oad
served by adjacent transm ssion |ines.

So they support the project. They didn't see
any issues and saw the benefits of the project.

They do further nmention that because there are
gas lines in the vicinity, they would want the standard
condition regarding the gas lines be put in the CEC. And

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

LS CASE NO. 186 VOL [l 02/ 26/ 2020 344

we need to look in detail at the | anguage in there.

"' m concerned that nmaybe they still have the
ol der | anguage, and we'll have to deal with that as we
draft the condition. | think ours -- well, we'll verify

t hat we have the newer | anguage.

But other than that, they're supportive of the
project. And finally, they conclude that they're not
maki ng a determ nati on of used and useful at this tine.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Wodall.

VMEMBER WOODALL: So when you say they're not
usi ng the newer |anguage, are you suggesting that Staff
has used the language in its current letter, that that
| anguage cane fromlong ago or prior to that, and they
have subsequent|ly been using the |anguage that you have
in your CEC, and we think this is a one-off?

MR, BECK: | guess | would say | think they're
using their original old | anguage. And they may not
realize that through the CEC process, that |anguage has
been changed sonewhat, and that may be sonet hi ng we need
to deal with Staff directly to be sure they realize that.

MEMBER WOODALL: | don't want to nmake a big
thing of it, but it would be nice to know, do they want
the language in their letter, or do they like the ones in
the CEC? | don't know which.

MR BECK: | believe in the past, we've

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
g N W N P O © O N o o0 M W N Rk O

LS CASE NO. 186 VOL [l 02/ 26/ 2020

actually verified wth Staff that they are open to our
new | anguage, but | believe they may have pulled from an
ol der versi on.

VMEMBER WOODALL: | rely on your experience and

your menory, M. Beck, so | need say nothing further

about it.
Q BY MR- DERSTINE: | guess on that point,
M. Beck, we will confirmthat the | anguage that Staff

has suggested in TEP-20 is in line with what is in our

proposed CEC and the version that we will be screening to

the Committee and whether, in fact, that |anguage is the
sane cat hodic protection condition that has been carried
forward in a nunber of cases where that condition was
used and just to make sure that we're using the right

| anguage in the one that's been adopted and used by this
Committee in the nost recent cases?

A (BY MR BECK) Correct. | believe during the
| unch break, we can make that determ nation so that we
can bring that up as we go through the CEC.

CHW. CHENAL: | think the operative word is
the letter refers to "neasurenents,” and the nore recent
CEC provisions refer to the word "studies.” And that is
fromthe request of Staff in a previous case where they
requested, to ny recollection, the word "studies."” And I
think that was sonething that canme out in a previous

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ

345



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
g N W N P O © O N o o0 M W N Rk O

LS CASE NO. 186 VOL [l 02/ 26/ 2020 346

case.
MR BECK: Right, M. Chairman. | know I
rai sed the issue, and | think we had that discussion with
some Staff nmenbers, and they concurred with that change.
CHWN. CHENAL: Studies?
MR, BECK: Correct.
CHW. CHENAL: Using the word "studies" in |ieu
of "measurenents."”
MEMBER WOODALL: That's what | think, but I
don't know.

MR, BECK: Ckay.

Q BY MR DERSTINE: | think we're -- by | ooking
at the slide on the left, | think we're nearing the hone
stretch here. It says Concl usions.

M. Raatz, why don't you start with your
concl usi ons, what you think are the key points that you'd
like to remind the Commttee of with regard to this
proj ect fromyour perspective.

A. (BY MR RAATZ) Okay.

As di scussed t hroughout the testinony, al
alternatives, as presented to the Commttee, are
bui | dabl e. However, based upon prelimnary findings, the
preferred route, Alternative B2, will have the | east
anmopunt of construction inpact.

Furthernore, Alternative B2, the preferred
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route, goes in line wwth TEP' s design phil osophy of using
exi sting transm ssion corridors as possible.

As |'ve shown t hroughout ny testinony, this
proj ect provides many benefits to the TEP system and
hel ps to ensure reliable electrical power to existing
cust oners.

As testinony has shown, there has | ong been a
need to provide a stronger power source to serve the
custonmers north of Davis-Mnthan Air Force Base.

Col | aborating with Davis-Mnthan has all owed TEP t he
opportunity to address this need.

This project also allows further retirenent of
the existing aging 46kV infrastructure within and near
the project area. This has the additional benefit of
| ess mai ntenance required as there will be fewer
substations to maintain.

Col | aboration with Davis-Minthan al so assists
the base in fulfilling their requirenents to elimnate
the single point of failure in advance of their required
2025 date. This is acconplished by providing the | oop
system as discussed in testinony, to serve the base as
well as two transfornmers at the base.

The project provides the ability for TEP to
serve future growmth in the area of the Port of Tucson
possi bly providing an economic benefit to the city of
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Tucson.

And, lastly, the project provided an additional
transm ssion capacity on the TEP system elimnating
upgrade projects identified in previous years' study
pr ocess.

Q Ms. Darling, do you want to add your key
t akeaways and concl usi ons?
A. (BY MS. DARLING Yes.

First, Chairman Chenal and Menbers of the
Committee, | want to thank you for listening in to us
t hese past three days, for your thoughtful questions and
val uabl e feedback that we'll take back and i nprove our
line siting process wth.

We realize that the Conmttee has a difficult
deci sion before them that all of the alternatives have
sone neasure of inpact on the built or natura
envi ronnent, and that given the dense popul ati on or
devel opnent north of Patriot Substation, that any of the
al ternatives woul d have sone neasure of inpact on
residential use. W discussed that it was 7 and a half
percent to 12 percent yesterday.

That being said, TEP did select B2 as its
preferred route because it used an existing 138kV
corridor for the nost part from Escalante to the East
Loop Substation with only Escal ante Road being the new
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portion north of Patriot and, therefore, has the | east
i npact on the built environnent.

The vi ewshed woul d not change substantially
al ong that alternative because we woul d be replacing the
exi sting transm ssion line and structures w th sonething
in kind, where, actually, the arns would be shorter than
the existing arns, pulling the conductor further fromthe
hones.

It would al so have | ess inpacts on the
residents in the sense of during construction with
traffic and all of that as opposed to A that we had
di scussed.

Cl is preferred | ess than B2 because it is
creating a new transm ssion |line corridor along the
Pant ano Wash. It would require floodplain use permts
and Pima County -- and a separate type of use permt for
actual siting. W would have to construct sone access
roads in there, and construction and mai nt enance woul d
have tenporary inpacts whenever we needed to get in there
on the use of the trail systemitself. It would also
have greater disturbance, ground disturbance, on the

xeroriparian vegetation in that area.

Alternative Ais our |east preferred. It would
have the greatest inpact on residential use. It would
bring -- with the arns, we'd need aerial easenents. W
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m ght need sidewal k easenents. |[It's going to bring the

line in closer proximty to the honmes, and it woul d have

greater traffic inpacts, potentially utility relocations.

And t hat concl udes ny concl usi on.

Q Thank you.
M. Beck, | want to have you touch on a couple
things, and maybe it's appropriate that -- well, |'m not

going to say this is your last case. You may find a way
to work your way back before the Commttee on behal f of
t he conpany.

But if you can, maybe start with kind of your
perspective and viewpoint on the preferred route and how
we got there with the preferred.

A. (BY MR BECK) Yes.

| also want to thank the Commttee for your
participation in this process. W realize it is an
I mportant process both for us and for the conmunity.

We went through a ranking process for the
alternatives we actually brought forward. And we talked
yest erday about some nunerical rankings. And, yeah,
there's some subjectivity involved in that. And it
raised two of the alternatives to the top. And then we
went through and kind of ranked between those two and
made determ nati ons.

But behind the scenes or behind that ranking
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process, TEP considered other information as it was going
t hrough. And as you' ve heard throughout the case, one of
TEP's driving interests is to utilize existing corridors

or existing lines to the extent possible. Let's not

bl aze a trail through new ground if we don't need to and

burden additional areas of the population with a line if

there's a line that we can utilize and, for exanple,

doubl e-circuit it.

So that's why, for us, Pantano Road raises to
the top. It's got an existing line. People already have
that line. They knowit's there. They built around the
i ne because the line was, for the nost part, there
before a | ot of that devel opnment.

We woul d be adding one circuit to that |ine.
We probably can actually decrease the EMF | evel s by our
phasi ng positions. So we're not really causing nore EMF
pr obl ens.

If we were to choose Alternative A, we would
have nmultiple Iines along Kolb Road. Specifically, we
woul d have double-circuit 46 on one side and
doubl e-circuit 138 on the other side, which would have a
greater visible inpact, nmuch nore encroachnent on actual
houses because they are so close to the right-of-way
today, and a | ot of conflicts with existing utilities
that we would have to work around as we were to rebuild
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that 1ine.

Alternative A also inpacts a nmjor transm ssion
corridor. And due to the narrow right-of-way, it's going
to have a ot nore disruption to traffic flow during
construction; \Wile double-circuiting the existing
Pant ano Road, including the relocation through the
Meadows nei ghborhood, will be nuch easier froma
construction and access standpoint for maintenance when
we need to do maintenance in the future than it is along
Kol b.

Specifically, for the Tucson Meadows
nei ghbor hood, we're relocating out of that partially due
to self-interest. W would have difficulty rebuil ding
the line through that nei ghborhood because they have
encroached so much. Could we do it? Yes. Does it nmake
sense to do it? Questionable. Because we can go out to
t he Pantano right-of-way and go around that area.

The Tucson Meadows nei ghborhood, we didn't get
a lot of cooments fromthem W didn't get a | ot of
comment s throughout the case fromany particul ar
nei ghbor hood. And the nost EMF di scussion we actually
heard was public comrent the other day on Mnday night.

Additionally, the Alternative A has the need
for additional easenents, which you ve heard about; the
ADA issues with the sidewal k, which are | ess so al ong
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Pant ano because it's wider; conflicts wwth a greater
nunber of existing above-ground and buried utilities
al ong Kol b, which you've heard about.

Now t here again, Kolb does have existing 138,
so it is near the top of our list of, yeah, we want to go
wth existing alignnments. But given the choice between
Pant ano and Kol b, Pantano is the better option.

Q You know, yesterday, you nentioned the matrix,
and we had di scussion about that. And there's value in
t hose di scussions fromour side in terns of hearing the
Committee's thoughts and how we use a matrix that
i nvol ves various factors that puts out a raw nunber.

But | think one of the things that | heard you
mention and also Ms. Darling is that it's one of the
tools, one of the ways that we | ook at routes and
alternatives. But what | heard you also say is that
there's this kind of design phil osophy that Ms. Darling
spoke to and that you've nentioned in terns of using
exi sting routes, existing right-of-way, collocating a new
line on an existing |ine using existing structures
whenever possible, and that's the best way to mnim ze
I mpact s.

There was an interest, and we touched on it, in
terms of how C2 -- why that didn't get brought forward.
And it's not in our application. W didn't bring it

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
g N W N P O © O N o o0 M W N Rk O

LS CASE NO. 186 VOL [l 02/ 26/ 2020 354

forward. So it's not an alternative that we presented to
the Commttee, and so it's not on the table today. But I
think there's sone value in explaining a little bit about
why we didn't bring C2 forward. | know Menber Riggins
asked about C2.

And can you give a little nore background in
ternms of why that route didn't cone forward and why it's
not in the application.

A. (BY MR BECK) Yes.

Agai n, through our basic phil osophy of trying
to utilize existing corridors, the portion along CGolf
Li nks and then the portion along the wash, there are no
existing lines there. So we would be trail blazing a new
line for areas where there are no lines today or no
transm ssion |ines.

If you look along Golf Links -- and if the
Committee has interest, we can bring it up on Googl e.
But along Golf Links, there's a charter school, there's a
church, and there's a daycare center along the route, as
well as platted |and along the northern side of Colf

Li nks for a considerable portion of Golf Links.

Q Are there not also residences along Golf Links
as well?
A (BY MR BECK) Yes. And there are sone

resi dences and sone apartnent conplexes along Golf Links
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al so. And they're probably not clearly visible in sonme
of the application material. But, again, if we need to,
we can bring it up on Google, if the Conmittee would |ike
to see that.

But there was a basis for not bring C2 forward
as an additional alternative.

Anot her consideration to that is it would add
three-quarters of a mle of inpact to a riparian area
al ong the wash, and that's in Exhibit C, biologica
anal ysis, specifically in Table 5.4, as well as there is
a Figure A4 in that exhibit that shows the riparian
areas. So we woul d have inpact to additional riparian
ar ea.

As you've heard, if we were to build down the
wash, we have to build access roads in for construction,
and then we have to have ability to access for
mai nt enance |later. And we would probably build roads in
to build the line. A lot of those would be obliterated,
but we would still have the potential to need access for
mai nt enance. And there's the coordination with the Gty
and/or County relative to their bike trail system They
have an interactive map for use of their bike trai
system where people can go in to see where the restroons
are and kind of track their position along the route.

So if there needed to be a reroute or a detour
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for sonme reason, that all needs to get onto that website.
So there's sone coordination issues. Yeah, it can all be
done and wor ked out, but that just adds anot her
three-quarters of a mle and doesn't neet our prelimnary
issue of trying to utilize existing lines, and it goes
into areas that don't have lines at all today and have a
| ot of viewership.
One of the issues raised in the subjective

nature of things was visibility. And if you actually
|l ook in the exhibit, the visibility issue raised by the
consultant there is that for recreational areas, in their
opi nion, people tend to spend nore tine |ooking at their
vi ewshed than people do along industrial areas or heavily
travel ed roads. And so there's nore exposure tine, nore
consi deration of what they're |l ooking at. So the inpact
to the visual is higher fromthat standpoint if you
believe that. And, yes, you can have different opinions.
But that's just a piece of sone of the basis that we used
in the ranking. But also, our primary objective of
utilizing existing lines is very inportant to us and
trying not to build where there's nothing today.

Q Anyt hing el se you wanted to add in terns of
your concl usions for today?

A (BY MR BECK) | hope we have put on a
conpelling case to show why the three alternatives we' ve
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brought forward are all good, viable options. |If the
Conmittee were to try and reconstruct to use a part of B2
and the wash on the north end, | guess that could be

anot her consideration. But from our standpoint,
utilizing that existing alignment with an existing |ine
where people know it is today, to us, nmakes the nost
sense. And it doesn't disturb undisturbed areas that
exi st today.

MR. DERSTI NE: Thank you.

Before -- | think that is the end of our case.
But before that, we need to make sure we get all of the
remai ni ng exhi bits noved into evidence and get them
adm tted.

M5. DECORSE: R ght. So --

CHW. CHENAL: G ve ne one nonent.

MR. BECK: M. Chairman, we have one correction
to make on a nunber in regard to M. Haenichen's
guesti on.

MR. RAATZ: Menber Haeni chen, | nmade a m stake
in the calculation with regards to the usage, and it is
actually a half a nmegawatt. \What | had gi ven was ener gy
consunpti on, not power.

MR. BECK: So that's half a negawatt for a
di stribution center.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: So that's the nane plate
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reading of the power that's reporting into that plant?

MR. RAATZ: That's the average nonthly power
consunmed at the typical distribution center.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: OF what size and in square
feet?

MR, RAATZ: | believe it's 875, 000.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Okay. Thank you.

CHW. CHENAL: Ckay. |I'mready wth exhibits.

M5. DECORSE: Al right. So, for today, we
have TEP-7, which is the affidavit of publication and
tear sheets; TEP-8, the proof of posting, which is the
sign and the map, so it's 8A and 8B; TEP-9, proof of
service to affected jurisdictions; TEP-10, the postcard;
TEP-17, which is the updated | and ownershi p percentage
table, and that is in the application; TEP-18, the EM
handout; TEP-22, the updated public coments matri x,
which is J-5 of the application; TEP-19, which | don't
know that we've -- which is the left-side PowerPoint
presentation. So if you don't have that, the court
reporter has a copy. W will get you copies if you don't
have t hem

CHWN. CHENAL: \When you say "left-side" --

M5. DECORSE: \Which is -- right-side PowerPoint
presentation, all those slides that you've seen
t hr oughout the case.
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CHWN. CHENAL: O©Oh, okay. Because then the left
side is Exhibit 5.

MS. DECORSE:  Yes.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. So right side.

MS. DECORSE: Sorry.

TEP-20, which is Staff's letter

And that's all | have for today.

CHWN. CHENAL: And TEP-21 is the draft CEC?

MS. DECORSE:  Yes.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. So we're mssing 11. 11
was not introduced yesterday, and it wasn't nentioned
ri ght now.

M5. DECORSE: Yes. So we can nove to admt it,
but we were going to use your version only so it's not
confusi ng because your changes were nade to TEP-11.

CHWN. CHENAL: Right.

Yes, Menber Wbodall .

MEMBER WOODALL: |Is there an Exhibit A |urking
about sonewhere that would be attached to a CEC should
one, in fact, issue?

MS. DECORSE:  Yes.

MEMBER WOODALL: And where could that be found?

MR. DERSTINE: At the noment, it's found in
M. Dubberly's conmputer. W're efforting to create an A,
revise an Exhibit A that wll correspond to the
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communi cations and di scussions that we've had over
corridor width, and we'll have sonething to present to
the Conmttee after lunch that hopefully graphically
describes not only the route but the corridor as it
changes at various segnents of the |ine.

MEMBER WOODALL: So it will have narrative and
a di agranf

MR, DERSTI NE:  Yes.

MEMBER WOODALL: Ckay. Thank you very much.

CHWN. CHENAL: And for the Committee's benefit,
we're going to get into that in just a mnute. And we're
going to go through and have di scussion to make sure that
the things we've discussed on corridor width at various
| ocations are consistent with the map that M. Dubberly
Is going to prepare over the noon hour. But | thought it
was i nmportant that we have the discussion, nake sure
we're all on the sanme page before M. Dubberly goes
t hrough that exercise.

So what's been noved is TEP-7, 8A, 8B, 9, 10,
17, 18, 19, 20, and 22.

M5. DECORSE: That is correct.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any objections?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Hearing none, TEP Exhibits 7,
8A, 8B, 9, 10, 17, 18, 19, 20, and 22 are admtted.
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M5. DECORSE: Thank you.

CHW. CHENAL: So -- yes, Menber Wodall.
Before there's closing statenents, we're going to -- |
think it would be good to go through a discussion of the
map and the corridor wi dths and just nmake sure we're al
on the sanme page.

But if counsel has anything they want to
address before that, we can do it now or --

MR. DERSTINE: | don't think there's anything
for counsel to say. | have a very short closing
statement. But other than that, if you' re ready to talk
t hrough corridor issues --

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's do that, and then there
may be sone ot her --

MEMBER WOODALL: |'ve got one question.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Wodall.

VMEMBER WOODALL: For evidentiary purposes.

One of the conditions in the Chairman's
proposed CEC is No. 14, which requires that you arrange
that all field personnel receive training as to proper
I ngress, egress, and on-site working protocol for
environnental |y sensitive areas and activities.

And | just want to know, are there any
environnental ly sensitive areas or activities? And if
so, where would they be occurring?
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M5. DARLING The only ones | can think of
woul d be for Cl, where there's the riparian habitat and
m ght be creating new access, and we haven't done ful
surveys of that habitat yet and whether there m ght be
things to avoid. Oherwise, it would be our general
practices that we use along the --

MEMBER WOODALL: | just wondered. Because in
anot her case, there were none, and so | thought, How can
they train them So thank you for answering nmy question
and putting it on the record. | appreciate it.

M5. DARLING  Thank you.

CHW. CHENAL: So, just for the record, that
provision was in the applicant's proposed CEC,

M5. DARLING W're fine with having it in
t here because we do have general environnental
requi renments for our crews, which those little cards
passed out yesterday kind of show So we're fine with
the condition. W have our own just genera
envi ronnental protections, whether they're specific or
not, to a certain species or plant.

MR, BECK: M. Chairman, just to be clear. It
was not in our version of the CECin the draft.

CHWN. CHENAL: 147

MR. BECK: A condition to do the
environnental -- well, I'Il tell you, it's in our No. 21,
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which is the one with your comments in. [It's in that
version. It wasn't in our No. 11 originally.

MR. DERSTINE: So | think for the record, we
used -- as we do when we present our cases, we |ook to
the last CEC that was issued. W use the conditions or
we | ook at the conditions there. And then where we are
changi ng or nodi fying those conditions fromthe
Committee's last CEC, we will nmake a note of that.

And | think we brought that one forward on our
own. And that was a condition you had from your | ast
case. |I'mnot sure that it was in prior cases, but it
was in your last CEC. And so it is in this draft and the
Chairman's -- what we've marked as the proposed CEC with
t he Chairman's changes.

Whet her it's appropriate for this case, | |eave
to the Committee. | think Ms. Darling is noting that
t hose conditions are probably not present here.

MR. BECK: M. Chairman, | was incorrect. It
isin No. 11. So | apol ogi ze.

CHW. CHENAL: No problem

M5. DARLING M. Chairman, | believe it's
because it says "and activities," it could apply to the
construction activity and protecting the natural
envi ronnent where we're inpacting or causing ground
di st ur bance.
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CHW. CHENAL: So naybe we nmke a nodification
when we get to 14 if there are no culturally sensitive
areas, but there's still going to be construction
activities, and the protocols would still be appropriate
for those; is that correct, M. Darling?

MS. DARLI NG  Yes.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thanks. Well, let's discuss now
the -- if we get a -- okay.

We're junmping the gun, | understand that.

MEMBER NOLAND:. We are.

CHWN. CHENAL: We're junping the gun.

MEMBER NCOLAND: We are.

CHWN. CHENAL: But we're pressed for tinme. |If
we don't have a di scussion now about the |ikely proposed
route, we're not going to give M. Dubberly the
opportunity to create the docunent that we're going to
need to review and approve later. And | don't think it's
fair to have himapprove all three routes. And we're
tal ki ng about creating a map that the scale is going to
have to be changed so that the scale will reflect in a
nmeani ngful way the width of the various corridors. So it
will not be a one-page docunent. It will be a
mul ti pl e- page docunent with potentially varying corridor
wi dt hs.

| suppose we could do this: W could have the
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cl osing comments, have the close of the case, and then
begi n deli berations, but begin deliberations by deciding
what the Conmittee feels is an appropriate route. W
coul d do that.

| s that acceptable to the Cormittee?

MEMBER NOLAND:  Sure.

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's do that. And then we
can -- because we'll have tine, | think, before lunch, to
acconpli sh what we want to acconplish. W can have the
cl osing remarks, and then we can di scuss what route the
Committee believes woul d be appropriate were a CEC to be
approved. And then we can go through that discussion
before we break for |unch.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chai rman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NOLAND: Well, M. Chairman, as far as
whi ch routes, preferred routes or whatever, | know in ny
m nd what | would select and mght help in not having to
guess which route we're going to select and have to show,
you know, different routes and different right-of-ways
and different corridors and all of that.

Al is a no-brainer because they're all using
Al. So it would just be, for ny own choice, | guess, |
woul d select B2, the preferred route. And so that would
be the one | would want to see the new corridor
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information on a map so we could vote on that and have
that prepared to use with the CEC this afternoon.

MEMBER WOODALL: | associate nyself with Menber
Nol and' s renar ks.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | can't hear you.

MEMBER WOODALL: | said | agree with Patty.
That's the route | would support.

CHW. CHENAL: Well, okay. This is what |
suggested we were going to do is discuss the route and
then have the di scussion before we got into
deli berations. But then we had the di scussi on about
doing it during deliberations. |'m happy either way.

MEMBER NCOLAND: Well, M. Chairman, | thought
you were tal king about going segnent by segnent with the
corridor and specific and so on, and |I'm just saying
that's ny preferred -- | think that's the one | would
choose, is their preferred route with the Al.

CHW. CHENAL: Ckay. | wasn't clear, then. |
was just going to junp right into that and say, Wat is
the Commttee's preference for the route?

MEMBER NCOLAND: Sorry.

CHWN. CHENAL: And I'massuming we're going to
probably land in the sanme place, and then we're going to
start the discussion about it. So since we've started it
that way --
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MEMBER NCOLAND: | m sunderstood. |'msorry.

CHW. CHENAL: I'msorry. | wasn't clear then

MEMBER HAMMAY: | support the preferred route.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | support the preferred
route.

MEMBER DRAGO: | support the preferred route.

MEMBER RIGEA NS: | al so support the preferred
rout e.

MEMBER PALMER:  And | concur

CHWN. CHENAL: As do |

So in lightning speed, let's not do the closing
argunents because sonething m ght cone out in our
di scussion in a m nute.

Well, let's just junp right to a di scussion of
what the maps -- what the maps that will be attached wll
| ook |ike. And we discussed a 200-foot corridor and a
300-foot corridor.

So let ne just cut to the chase. From
Irvington to Patriot, which is referred to as

Alternative 1, what is the Conmttee's preference in

terms of a corridor? | think the applicant is stil
requesting -- well, | guess | should ask the applicant.
M. Beck, is it still a 300-foot corridor for that
portion?

VR. BECK: M. Chai rman, based on the
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di scussions so far today, | think our position would be a
300-foot corridor fromlrvington to the corner where we
woul d turn north along near Kolb. That would be a

300-f oot proposed corridor. Fromthat point north until
we hit that street alignnment --

CHW. CHENAL: dd Vvail?

MR. BECK: dd Vail Road.

-- we would go fromthe western edge of the
right-of-way of Kolb and then go east to what was the --
we showed as the edge of our alignnent. So we needed --
it was 500 feet over.

And then north of that, we would go to the
900-foot corridor for the portion that goes up to the
point that was 2,400 feet north of the east-west
alignment. And then fromthere north --

CHWN. CHENAL: To Patriot?

MR. BECK: At this point, | think 300 foot up
to Patriot.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCOLAND: M. Beck, maybe | m sunder st ood
you, but | thought we said fromthe centerline was the
500 feet to the east.

MR. BECK: Yes, | believe you are correct.
Thank you, Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NOLAND: | like being correct every once

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
g N W N P O © O N o o0 M W N Rk O

LS CASE NO. 186 VOL [l 02/ 26/ 2020 369

In a while.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Al ways.

CHWN. CHENAL: So let's stop for a second.

It would go fromthe -- on the west to the edge
of the right-of-way -- this is in the scenic area where
Kol b Road starts. On the west, it would be to the edge
of the right-of-way.

MEMBER NCLAND:  No.

CHWN. CHENAL: And then to the east, would be
500 feet fromcenterline?

MR. BECK: | guess asking Menber Nol and, is
your intent that the corridor would start at the
centerline?

MEMBER NCLAND:  Yes.

MR BECK: And not extend over to the western

edge?

MEMBER NCLAND: Yes. | thought it was easy --
you had tal ked about the -- it was kind of a weird west
edge of the right-of-way. | don't care, but it just

seened like it was nore straightforward if it was the
centerline.

MR. BECK: The only thing is if we could get to
the western edge of that right-of-way and we do work out
wth the Cty and the County and we can get a variance --

VMEMBER NCLAND: Yeah.
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MR BECK: -- there's the potential to go to
t he western edge.

MEMBER NOLAND: | understand that. But if you
just use the term"right-of-way," you' re not going to
know necessarily what the netes and bounds and everything
el se are.

MR BECK: We will describe it in the |egal
based on the centerline. |It's just for depiction
pur poses now, the corridor would extend fromthe western
edge of the right-of-way line over to where we have the
500 foot over fromcenterline.

CHW. CHENAL: As the eastern edge?

MR. BECK: As the eastern edge of that
corridor.

MEMBER NOLAND: Got it. W're saying the sane
thing in a different manner, 1| think.

MR. BECK: Yeah. And we'll base the | egal
al ong Kolb on the centerline.

CHW. CHENAL: And then, M. Beck, | think you
said it would extend north 2,400 feet.

MR. BECK: Approximately 2,400 feet north is
the point north of Valencia where we showed that 900-f oot
corridor stopping before.

CHW. CHENAL: So the corridor as we've just
descri bed fromthe western edge of the right-of-way to
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the 500 feet east of centerline would go north how far?
To O d Vail Road or 2,400 feet?

MR. BECK: So the portion down here, the
500-plus half a right-of-way width would go up to Ad
Vail Road. Fromdd Vail Road north, we would have a
900-foot-wi de corridor. W would straighten it out
I nstead of -- base it on the centerline. It would be a
rectangl e above. And at that point where we stop it
before is approximtely 2,400 feet. It would go to that
same point.

CHWN. CHENAL: And then extending north from
there, why don't you describe the corridor as you
understand it as we've di scussed.

MR BECK: So at this point, we would continue
with a 300-foot corridor. W would adjust the |egal so
that it's based on the centerline, but it would be a
300-foot corridor centered on the transm ssion |ine
alignment. But the legal can be witten off the
centerline of the road.

CHW. CHENAL: Could you -- |I'mnot sure |
under stand t hat.

MEMBER NOLAND: | don't understand what you
sai d.

MR. BECK: So we would have a corridor centered
on the alignnent of the line north and south al ong Kol b
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that is 300 foot, 150 foot on each side of that
centerline of the line. But when we wite the | egal
description, the | egal description will be based on the
centerline of Kolb, so it's going to have offsets init.
X feet over to the edge of the corridor or however the

| egal gets witten. But we can base it on the centerline
of Kol b Road.

CHWMN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCOLAND: | think | agree with you, but
you keep using "centerline of the line," and that
confuses me. | know you're saying you' d nmeasure it from
the centerline of the road, which makes nmuch nore sense.
I don't understand what you nmean when you say centerline
of the Iine.

MR. BECK: Just that it will be this corridor
here, 300 feet, just as it's show ng here. And right
now, that's 150 feet either side of this Iine, which is
not on the centerline of the road.

MEMBER NCLAND: | see.

MR BECK: So it wll be a 300-foot-w de
corridor. W'IlIl just right the description based on the
centerline of the road.

VMEMBER NCOLAND: Ckay.

CHWN. CHENAL: [|'mnot sure | understand. |Is
the placenent of the line pretty fixed at that |ocation?
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MR BECK: Yes.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. So as opposed to the
ot her corridors, which are based really on the centerline
of the right-of-way, in this particular area, it
traverses Davi s-Minthan. There's actually a specific
| ocati on where you intend to put the line, and it's
easier for you to create a corridor based on where that
particul ar placenent is versus the centerline of the
road; is that correct?

MR. BECK: \Where the placenent of the line is
where we need it to be on the nmaps. How we descri be that
corridor can be based off of the centerline of the road
or based off of the centerline of this alignnment. And
|'"ve been hearing a preference for tying it back to the
road centerline. So we can do that. It's just going to
have offsets to get it over to that corridor that's
adj acent to the road but not in the road right-of-way.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chai rman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NOLAND: | really do prefer, and we've
done this so nmany tines, that it be based on the
centerline of the road. | understand what you're trying
to get to. And if you need to say, okay, it's 175 feet
fromthe centerline or 300 feet fromthe centerline, you
shoul d use the centerline because otherwise, it's a
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magi cal place that has no reference point.

MR BECK: Right. We will tieit to the
centerline of the road in the description.

CHWN. CHENAL: And so what would be the width
of the corridor?

MR, BECK: 300 foot. From-- where we change
from 900 foot, we go back to our 300 foot for the portion
up to Patriot.

CHWN. CHENAL: Based on the right-of-way, the
centerline of the right-of-way?

MR. BECK: And it will be tied back to the
centerline of the right-of-way, yes.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. And then continuing from
Patriot, | guess.

MR. BECK: Yes. So fromPatriot, | believe
we're at the western right-of-way |line; and on the east,
25 foot beyond the right-of-way |ine.

CHW. CHENAL: Well, aren't we using C --
aren't we heading east fromPatriot?

MR, BECK: Pardon nme. |'msorry.

CHW. CHENAL: 1Is it C2 that's headi ng east

MR. BECK: Correct. Yes.
So on the north-south portion al ong Pant ano,
it's the western edge of the right-of-way and 25 foot
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beyond the right-of-way on the eastern edge.

CHW. CHENAL: Let nme just -- I'msorry. W're
at Patriot. So we have to head east to Pantano. What
woul d be the corridor description for that segnent, the
east -west segnment.

MR. BECK: 200 foot centered on that road
ri ght - of - way.

CHW. CHENAL: And what road is that again?

MR. BECK: Escal ante.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Thank you.

MEMBER NCOLAND: Do you have a graphic of that
fromthe flyover |ike you have on the | eft-hand screen?

MR, BECK: Patrick, can you get up to that

poi nt ?

MEMBER NCLAND: | nean, if we're discussing
this, I"'d like to see it on an actual map.

Ther e.

MR, BECK: So on the east-west portion al ong
Escal ante, we would do a 200-foot corridor centered on
the centerline of Escal ante Road.

VMEMBER NCOLAND: 200 total ?

M5. DARLING  P-Dub, can you -- do you know
what the right-of-way width is there? | don't even know
off the top of ny head.

MR. DERSTINE: He said 150.
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MR. BECK: So it would 200 total, 25 foot on
either side in addition to the roadway.

MEMBER NCLAND: Ckay. So 25 -- so you're
talking 75 feet each side fromthe centerline?

CHWN. CHENAL: It would be 100 feet, wouldn't
it?

MEMBER NOLAND: O 100.

CHWMN. CHENAL: 200-foot corridor, so it would
be 100 either side of centerline.

M5. DARLING It gets us that 25 feet extra for
flexibility.

CHW. CHENAL: | just want to nmake sure that's
sufficient on this.

MR. BECK: We'll be able to work with that,
yes.

P- Dub, can you go to the corner of going north
on Pant ano.

So on the portion along Pantano Road, we define
the corridor as the western edge of the existing
right-of-way. Again, we'll base the description off the
centerline alignnent, but it will reflect the western
edge being the western right-of-way |line, and on the
east, it will be 25 foot beyond the right-of-way |ine.

CHWN. CHENAL: Does that add up to 200 or is
that just 1757
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MS. DARLI NG  175.

CHWN. CHENAL: That's 175 there.

M5. DARLING Right. Yeah.

MR. BECK: That will work for us.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Ckay.

CHW. CHENAL: M sense of the universe is so
mat hemat i cal t hat

My mat hematics counselor to ny left is
reassuring me it's okay.

So going north on Pantano, the corridor would
be -- the western side would be the western edge of the
ri ght-of-way. The east side would be 75 feet east of
centerline?

MR, BECK: Correct.

CHWN. CHENAL: And that would extend the entire
| engt h of Pantano?

MR. BECK: | think we have the concept, and I
think we'll get the nunbers and we'll show them on the
di agram after |unch.

CHW. CHENAL: | was going to suggest that.
think that you m ght want to rehuddl e here and verify
that the nunbers you're requesting are consistent with
what you'll need.

MR, BECK: Yes.

And there will be a slight adjustnent at the --
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wth the little jog, we'll have to nake sure that works.

CHWN. CHENAL: Sure.

MR. BECK: And then when we get up to -- we'l
have to work on that, P-Dub, but | think if we go up to
the north end.

And so we haven't tal ked about, really, that
corridor in there. So unless we hear otherw se, we would
go with the 300 foot centered on the centerline of the
l'ine.

CHWN. CHENAL: We m ght hear from Menber Nol and
on that.

MEMBER NOLAND: Are you pronpting ne?

CHWN. CHENAL: Wl

MEMBER NCLAND: |Is that an existing? And is it
on the north side?

MR. BECK: So there is no described --

M5. DARLING |Is that a road, P-Dub, or is that
just a driveway?

MR BECK: This is just the entrance to that

trailer park in there, the nobile home -- there's one
right there.
VMEMBER NCOLAND: Well, let nme ask this again:

Is this an existing line --
MR BECK: Yes, it is.
MEMBER NOLAND: -- on the north side?
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Then why do you need to have the corridor go

that far to the south? | would just describe it al ong
the existing line there. |If you were going to do a
corridor, | would do it X anmount of feet fromthe

existing line on that one because it's kind of hard to
figure out what road you'd use for a centerline.

MR. BECK: | think on that, because it is an
existing line, we can define that as a 100-foot-w de
corridor centered on the Iline.

MEMBER NCLAND: | think that would be nore
appropri at e.

CHW. CHENAL: And | guess there's no way
around it, but I nean, if you |l ook 100 feet north of the
existing line, that covers a lot of residential property.

MEMBER NCOLAND: This is true.

MR, BECK: | nean, we're going to rebuild the
line where it's at. So we could even say it's a 50-foot
corridor. Typically, we'll have at |east a 100-foot
ri ght - of - way.

MEMBER NCLAND: What is your easenent existing
in there for that l[ine?

M5. DARLING | can look at lunch and |et you
know right after | unch.

MEMBER NCLAND: | think that would be inportant
to know what the easenent is currently. And then if you
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need another 25 feet |ike along Pantano for any overhang,
then that's what | woul d suggest.

MR. BECK: We'll find that out over lunch and
make sure we reflect that.

MEMBER NCOLAND: Thank you.

CHW. CHENAL: This mght be a good tine for a
l unch break.

MEMBER NCOLAND: M. Chairnman, thank you,

t hough. That was really the discussion we did need to
have to nmake sure they weren't spinning their wheels
during preparation of this.

CHW. CHENAL: And | appreciate that, because
when | nmet with counsel just before we resuned the
hearing, | kind of heard the discussion of -- and we
di scussed ki nd of what the corridor -- and | think |I had
a different idea than M. Derstine, perhaps, or at |east
hearing it, | realized that it's not quite as easy as it
sounds. And it was worth having that exercise. And I
think that's proven to be true.

So let's -- how nmuch tine do you need for
l unch? Wuld you prefer the full hour?

MR. DERSTINE: We don't have any preference on
lunch. It's your call, your preference.

CHW. CHENAL: But | think M. Dubberly is --

MR, DERSTINE: How nmuch tine do you need
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for

MEMBER NOLAND: Put himon the spot.

MR. DERSTINE: If we can have a full hour for
l unch, we'll do our best to get done what we need to get

done in that tine.

CHW. CHENAL: | was thinking a half hour, but
now t hat we have M. Dubberly waiting with his assignnment
there, | think he'll need nore than that. So -- and,
frankly, | don't think when we actually -- | think this
is alot of the work that we woul d be spendi ng at
deli berations, is figuring out how we depict and describe
the route. | think there's a few conditions that we'l|l
have to discuss, but | think that will go pretty quickly.
So we'll finish this afternoon.

MR, DERSTINE: Yes. W' Il do our best to get
sonething created to show for deliberations after |unch
if we can have an hour for [unch.

Can | wedge in a five-mnute closing before we
break for lunch, and then you can just start
del i berations fresh after everyone's had their neal?

CHWN. CHENAL: Sure.

MR. DERSTINE: Then the case will be done, and
we can cone back and do what you fol ks do best.

CHW. CHENAL: And then the other thing that |
think we're going to have to think about -- this is for
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at least the Commttee's consideration -- is the | ega
description won't be prepared until tonorrow at the
earliest. So we're going to have to figure out a way, |
think, to have the Conmttee delegate to nme in sone way,
unl ess we resune the hearing tonorrow, but short of that,
del egate to ne sone authority to verify maybe the | egal
description nmatches the route that we ultinmately | and on,
assum ng we issue a CEC and that authority is granted to
nme in some way. | nean, |'m suggesting that to avoid
com ng back to a hearing tonorrow.

MEMBER WOODALL: Excuse nme, M. Chairman. |Is
this docunent going to be, in essence, a late-filed
exhibit since it wll be filed after we vote, presunmably?
Is that what it is?

MR. BECK: | believe that's what it woul d be.
We woul d be suppl enenti ng.

MEMBER WOODALL: |I'mjust trying to determ ne.
So, M. Chairman, would it be hel pful to you in doing
this if you had the assistance of one of our nenbers who
had great expertise regarding this.

CHW. CHENAL: Is it Menber Nol and?

MEMBER WOODALL: It isn't nme, | can tell you
that right now But, | nean, she could perhaps provide
sonme assi stance --

CHWN. CHENAL: | would wel come Menber Nol and's
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assi stance for sure.

MEMBER NOLAND: |'d be willing to do that,
M. Chairman. |'mgoing to be here tonorrow.

CHWN. CHENAL: As will 1.

So | just don't want to violate any -- you
know, the Conmmttee is deened -- you know, is given the
authority to make the decision. And we've always all owed
scrivener, you know, kind of m nor changes here. So this
is alittle bit of new ground and | just don't want to do
anyt hing that runs afoul of our issuance of the CEC. And
| just want to be careful that we're doing it the right
way.

VMEMBER WOODALL: | would nove, M. Chairman, if
you would entertain it, that we allow the Chairman to
review the late-filed exhibit with the assistance of
Menber Nol and and to determ ne whether or not it is, in
fact, accurate and reflects the evidence that's on the
record.

So if anyone wants to second that.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Second.

MEMBER PALMER: And | concur, M. Chairnan.
think we can draft |anguage that describes this exhibit
to be filed wwth the | egal description reflecting our
adopted -- | think it works fine.

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, we have a notion and a
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second.

All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

MEMBER NOLAND:  No.

MEMBER WOODALL: | didn't see you voting "aye,"
M. Chair man.

CHWN. CHENAL: | was so taken aback by Menber

Nol and's "no" that | froze in ny tracks, but it was an

aye.
All right. So with that, M. Derstine, if you

and Ms. DeCorse would like to present your final closing

st at ement .

MR. DERSTINE: And | appreciate that,
M. Chairman, Menbers of the Coomittee. | don't have a
| ot to say.

| would start by saying |I'mnot sure why |'m
doing the closing. M. DeCorse did a great opening, and
she could be giving you these final comments, but sonehow
this fell to me, and |'m happy to do it.

| don't have a ot to nmention other than
t hought the w tnesses and the conclusions that | heard
fromthe witnesses really summed up what | think were the
main points to drive hone to the Commtt ee.

Every project like this has its issues, and
those issues are brought to this Commttee for a good
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reason. They need to be discussed and vetted and tal ked
t hrough, as we've done through this two and a half days.

The i ssues here were building a line that woul d
get across Davis-Mnthan Air Force Base. And it required
a fair amount of work in terns of cooperation with not
only Davis-Mnthan in terns of that branch of the
governnment, but AMARG as M. Beck discussed, these
separate entities that serve different functions,

i mportant functions for the security of this country and
coordinating with themand getting them confortable with
the project that allowed us to build a 138kV line that

bi sects the base. That was the big hurdle, and we got

t hrough that.

But the other issues are probably just as
important in terns of how do you build a line that gets
around a scenic corridor and that accommodates the Pinma
aircraft nuseum space and aircraft nuseum building a
line that doesn't inpair the options to that inportant
busi ness and tourist attraction. It's inportant to Pima
County.

W were able to cone up with a design that
wor ks for them and, through that process, had to

elimnate an alternative that we had originally brought

forward. But it didn't nake sense. It didn't serve the
need. It created security and liability issues for the
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project overall. And that went away, and we ended up
with the one, Alternative 1, that then we had to dea
with a scenic corridor.

And we've spent a significant amobunt of tinme on
that because it's inportant, and | think we've found a
way to work through that and have the flexibility we need
to still build this project but not violate the scenic
corridor designation.

The |l ast issue or piece is getting fromthe
proposed Patriot Substation up to the East Loop. And
that involves putting a line either in the Pantano Wash
or putting a line up Kolb Road or Pantano Road. The
consi derations that you ve heard fromour w tnesses, this
overal |l design philosophy, it's not a matrix and check
the box, but it's a philosophy of mnimzing inpacts by
finding a way to build the line that uses existing
structures wherever possible, using existing right-of-way
wher ever possible, while, at the sane tine, listening to
the public, getting feedback, listening to stakehol ders,
and com ng up with routes that we can present to you that
we think best neet the need but do so in a way that
mnimze the inpacts.

And | understand that the fol ks on Pantano
Road, our preferred route, they have concerns. Everyone
has a concern about when they hear about a new

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ

386



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
g N W N P O © O N o o0 M W N Rk O

LS CASE NO. 186 VOL [l 02/ 26/ 2020

transm ssion line coming in. But |I think what's

i nportant and what you heard about the preferred route,
there is an existing line. That line has been there
since the '70s. Wat we're looking to do is to rebuild
in that existing corridor, to take that existing |ine,

put it on our new structures, add a circuit to it. The
arnms Wwill be shorter, so there will be |less overhang into
resi dence al r eady.

And so we're using a route in which there is a
line, there is a corridor. And we're going to rebuild
it, and we think that that is the best way, that is the
way wth the | east anount of inpact, gets us fromthe
Patri ot Substation up to East Loop. And these choices
are never easy. And we heard you loud and clear in terns
of the matrix and that factor analysis. Should they be
wei ght ed? Should we place nore weight on certain factors
than others? And we learn fromthis process, and
hopeful ly, we get better fromthis process.

But what | think what |'ve heard today is that
the Comm ttee heard us, you understand the choices that
we made, and | think you understand why B2 is the
preferred, why that's the best route, and why it's the
best way to solve that piece of the project, Patriot to
East Loop.

As al ways, we say thank you. As | nentioned,
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this process of having you fol ks spend tinme and use your
background and your know edge to eval uate these cases and
to ask hard questions and force us to come up with
answers and think of ways to build the project that may
be different than what we brought forward but to do it in
a way that creates the | east anmnount of inpact, we're
fortunate that you do what you do.

We appreciate your tinme, and we appreciate your
consi deration of our case. Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

Menber Haeni chen has a questi on.

Thank you, M. Derstine.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: On behal f of the Commttee,

I would I'i ke to acknowl edge the val uabl e and honest
contributions that M. Beck has nade to this particular
project and to nmany, many ot her ones that have preceded
it. And he will be sorely m ssed.

MEMBER WOODALL: Hear, hear.

(Appl ause.)

MR. DERSTINE: You may see him again, and so
we're | ooking for ways to maybe bring himback for an
encore preparation, but that will be for another day.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yeah. That's a reincarnation of
Ken Sundl of, who retired three or four tinmes and keeps
com ng back
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All right. So anything else fromthe
Comm ttee?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: If not, we'll break for lunch
for an hour, and I'msure the applicant will put that to
good use. Thank you.

(A recess was taken from 12:24 p.m to
1:46 p.m)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right, everyone, let's go
back on the record.

This is the time when we woul d begin
del i berations. |1've got a couple sidebar conferences
wth the applicant and counsel. They are working wth
their teamat TEP and the surveyor on the map that we've
been di scussi ng.

And |'ve also asked for kind of a narrative
| anguage to describe the corridors where the |ocations
are so we have a narrative of it as well as the map, |
think, for accuracy, because the scale nay not be as
precise on the maps to allow, you know, the actual w dth
of the corridors to be obvious. So we'll have a
narrative with that, but they're working on that.

W may do that |ast and then cone back and | ook
at the narrative, then cone back and plug it in sonmewhere
in the CEC. But | think we get going with the
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del i berati ve process now and then we can | ook at the map
they're still working on.

So let's review how we normally do it. On the
|l eft side of the screen is TEP Exhibit 21. And we can
just refer to it as Exhibit 21. And that will remain
static. That's the CEC proposed by the applicant with
sone red changes, track changes, which are sonme edits and
a few conditions that | thought it would be appropriate
for the Commttee to consider or at |east discuss.

On the right side is Exhibit 23. So 21 on the
left and 23 on the right. Exhibit 23 on the right. And
as our normal practice, we wll nake changes to that as
we go through. W wll either add, subtract, nodify,
whatever. At the end, that will be the final version of
the CEC we vote on. And assunming it's adopted it wll
becone -- once those changes are accepted, the final CEC
And so that's the standard process.

So is the Conmttee ready to begin? Ready to

go? | handed out Exhibit 21 yesterday. | have an extra
copy. Gve ne a nonent, and I'|Il get it for Menber
Haeni chen.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Sorry.

CHWN. CHENAL: So, Menber Haenichen, | just
handed you a copy of Exhibit 21.

And so we'll start and |look at the -- we don't
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change the caption, so we could scroll down to -- and
"Il refer to the left side of the screen for the tine
bei ng.

So we have the introduction. Page 1, lines 17
through 28. | like to take a nonent to look at it. |
think the date -- we mght change it to the 26th on |ine
20.

MEMBER WOODALL: M. Chairman, at this tinme, |
woul d i ke to nove that the Chairman be authorized to
make techni cal and conform ng changes as -- when the CEC
is presented for his final inspection.

VMEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: AlIl right. Thank you, Menber
Wodal | .

We have a notion and second.

Al in favor say "aye.
(A chorus of "ayes.")
CHW. CHENAL: AlIl right. Any changes to page
1, lines 17 through 287
If no, may | have a notion.
MEMBER HAENI CHEN: |'Il nove.
MEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.
CHWN. CHENAL: We have a notion and a second.
All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")
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CHWN. CHENAL: And, again, we're just voting on
the form W're not voting on the CEC itself.

So if we could nove to page 2, lines 1 through
15.

| think we have to renove, on line 6, Karl
Centles and, on line 12, Gl berto Vill egas.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: W th the noted changes, |
nove to renove these |ines.

VMEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: |If you look on the right-hand
screen, | think at 23, you'll note that | defined a few
terms. ADEQ ADWR, and Conm ssion.

So is that part of your notion, Menber
Haeni chen?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Yes.

CHWN. CHENAL: And the second?

MEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: AlIl in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

And if we go down to page 2, lines 16 through

28. Let's take a nonent to reviewit. W wll cone back
to -- we'll take a nonent to add that | ater.
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, | nove lines 14
t hrough 21.

MEMBER PALMER:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: We have a notion and second.

Now, let ne ask this question, because if
you'll note on line 24, the nunber of mles is blank. W
have tal ked about B2, the preferred route. Should we

cone back to that or should we include that now?

MEMBER NOLAND: | didn't include that. | just
did to 21, knowing that we'll cone back to fill in the
vot e.

CHWN. CHENAL: So we have a notion and second.

Was there any further discussion?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: WaAsn't there an addition
to -- I'"'mnot sure this represents the whole project --
overview of the project. It talks about 138kV, but there

was | ower voltage lines involved with the project too,
nmovi ng and nodi fying and so forth. No?

CHW. CHENAL: M. Derstine, | guess a
couple -- that's not really within the jurisdiction,
first.

MR. DERSTINE: M. Chairman, Menber Haeni chen,

you are correct that there was a segnent on the common

route, Alternative 1, which will have a 138 circuit wth
a 46kV circuit on the ot her side. | think because that
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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Is not jurisdictional at 115kV or above, we don't call it
out here. But if -- at sone point, if we want to
descri be that aspect of the project, because we will need

to call out that it's 138 double-circuit 138kV for that
portion from 22nd on Pantano Road to East Loop.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: That was ny point, because
there is | anguage like that in the application. ']
|l eave it up to the | awyers.

MR. DERSTINE: | think at this point in the
application, | think the applicant would prefer to keep
it. Yes, as witten.

CHWN. CHENAL: GCkay. And, you know, this can
be nodified |ater, M. Derstine, if --

MEMBER NOLAND: M. Chairman, | think it goes
into that in the overview of the project in this
particul ar |anguage, if you |l ook at the top of the next
page, and replacenment of part of the existing aging 46kV,
l'i ne.

VEMBER HAENI CHEN: Yeah, | think that covers

MEMBER NCOLAND: Yeah. So | nmmintain nmy notion
the way | made it.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. W have a notion and
second for the | anguage on page 2, lines 16 through 28.
Mbtion and second.
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All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

MEMBER NOLAND: Actually, it was 14 through 21

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. 14 through 21. [|I'm
sorry. 14 through 21. W have a notion and second.

All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHWN. CHENAL: Now, let's take page 2, l|ines
22, over to page 3 through line 4. Let's take a nonent
toread it.

All right. Do we have any discussion
regarding --

MEMBER PALMER: NMbtion to approve.

MEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: We have a notion and second.

Al'l in favor say "aye.
(A chorus of "ayes.")
MEMBER NCOLAND: M. Chairnman, for point of
clarification, are you going to be or are we going to be
inserting mles of |line once we know it?
CHWN. CHENAL: Yes. W'Il have to cone back,
and there will be a fewitenms to pick up here. The vote
and the mles for two for now

So let's scroll down and just deal with
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subsection Cthere, lines 5 through 16 on page 3. Take a

monent to read it.

Okay. Any further discussion regarding that

| anguage?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: If not, may | have a notion.

MEMBER HAMMY: So noved.
VEMBER NOLAND: Second.

MEMBER DRAGO. | don't know if this is just a

m nor coment that you'd handl e afterwards,
there two "ands"?

CHMN. CHENAL: \What |ine?

MEMBER DRAGO:  11.

CHWN. CHENAL: Line 117

VMEMBER WOODALL:  Scrivener.

but isn't

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Yes, that's exactly why

we're looking at it. Good catch.
So with that nodification, may |
VMEMBER NCLAND: We did.
VMEMBER HAMMY: | noved it.
MEMBER NCLAND: And | seconded.

have a noti on

CHWN. CHENAL: And then there was a

nmodi fi cati on.

So with that nodification, all in favor say

"aye. "
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(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHW. CHENAL: Let's go condition by condition.

Condition 1. And there was one change that |
suggested, which is just to refer to the Conm ssion,
since it's been previously defined. Applicant has
proposed this for a ten-year term

s there any further discussion regarding
Condition 1?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: [If not, may | have a notion.

VMEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

MEMBER DRAGO:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: We have a notion and second.

All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you. Let's | ook at
Condition No. 2 and take a nonment to read it.

MEMBER WOODALL: | wanted to ask a question.

Go ahead, M. Haenichen.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | was just going to say |
nove the condition as witten.

VEMBER WOODALL: How is the applicant going to
know what open neeting date their request will be heard
on? Because if you have to file this six nonths before
and then you need to tell themthe date, tinme, and pl ace
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of the hearing or open neeting during which the
Conmi ssion wll consider the request, how are you goi ng
to know what that date is six nonths ahead of tine?

MR. BECK: Menmber Wodall, we will not know
that date. So we would have to put the notice on our --

probably on our website for purposes of notification.

CHW. CHENAL: |'mnot quite understanding the
guestion. But you'll file the request, at sone point
you'll be given the date of the open neeting, and you'l

provi de notice of that date as required by this
condition; right?

MR, BECK: Right.

CHWN. CHENAL: So we have a noti on.

Is there a second?

MEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: All in favor say "aye."

MEMBER WOODALL: Pass.

CHWN. CHENAL: Condition No. 3.

One nonent, please.

In fact, we're looking. | was wondering if we
could see all of Condition 3, but we can. Again, this is

a standard condition, and it's in the proposed CEC by the

appl i cant.
Any further discussion?
MEMBER PALMER: Modtion to approve 3.
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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VEMBER NOLAND: Second.
CHWN. CHENAL: We have a npotion and second.

Al in favor say "aye.
(A chorus of "ayes.")
CHWN. CHENAL: Let's nove to Condition 4.

Now, on Condition 4, | note that there's a

reference to a previous CEC. But | think it goes w thout

saying that all those will be -- all those references to
previous CECs will be renoved in the final version and we
don't have to say it each tinme. We'IIl just know that to

be the case.

So | did add -- make the word on |ine 25
"governnental " as opposed to "governnment." Any other
changes?

If not, may | have a notion to approve.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | nove.

MEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: AlIl in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

MEMBER WOODALL:  Pass.

CHWN. CHENAL: Condition No. 5.

MEMBER NCLAND: | nove Condition No. 5 as
witten.

MEMBER WOODALL:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: We have a notion and second.
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All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

MEMBER WOODALL: Pass.

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's go to Condition No. 6.
This is a pretty standard condition.

Any further discussion regarding Condition 67
MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | npve 6 as witten.
MEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: We have a notion and second.

Al in favor say "aye.
(A chorus of "ayes.")
CHWN. CHENAL: Condition 7. Let's take a
read it.

Any further discussion regarding Condition 7?

MEMBER NCLAND: | nove Condition 7 be accepted

as witten.

VEMBER WOODALL:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: We have a notion and second.
All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHWN. CHENAL: Condition 8. Any further

di scussi on regarding Condition 8?

MEMBER PALMER: Mbve approval of 8.
VEMBER WOODALL: Second.
CHWN. CHENAL: We have a npotion and second.
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All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHWN. CHENAL: Condition 9. Let's take a
revi ew

| guess we --

VEMBER NOLAND: | nove Condition No. 9 as

witten with the correction on "notation,” making it

"not ations."

VMEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.
CHWN. CHENAL: Mbtion and second. Any further

di scussi on?

the term

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: AlIl in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's look at Condition No. 10.
| nmade one suggested change as we've defined

Ot her than that, is there any further

di scussi on?

Condi ti on

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: If not, may | have a notion.
MEMBER HAMMY: | nove that we accept

10 with the change i ndi cat ed.

MEMBER DRAGO:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: We have a notion and a second.

All in favor say "aye."
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(A chorus of "ayes.")

MEMBER WOODALL:  Pass.

CHWN. CHENAL: Condition 11

| did nmake a suggested change there, if we need
to discuss it, that the signage would refer to the docket
at the Corporation Conm ssion. That was, | believe, in a
previ ous case, nmaybe the last one. |'mnot sure. But
we've had that in sonme. But if we need to discuss it,
I'"'mfine. If not, may | have a notion to approve.

MEMBER HAMMAY: | nove Condition 11 as witten

MEMBER PALMER:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Mbdtion and second.

Does the applicant have any objection to that
nodi fication?

MR, BECK: M. Chairman, we're okay with that.
The only change potentially could be to put the docket
nunber, the actual docket nunber.

CHWN. CHENAL: And that would be a good change.

So can we insert that | anguage now or do we
have to | ook that up?

MR. BECK: We can get it put in before we
finalize it.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Wth that change, we have
a notion and second.

All in favor say "aye."
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(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHW. CHENAL: Ckay. Let's go to Condition
No. 12, please.

Any further discussion Regarding 12?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: If not, nmay we have a notion to

approve.
VMEMBER NOLAND: So noved.
VMEMBER WOODALL:  Second.
CHWN. CHENAL: We have a notion and second.
Al'l in favor say "aye."
(A chorus of "ayes.")
CHWN. CHENAL: Condition 13.
| see there's sonme highlighting. That was --
don't think -- I"mnot sure how that got there. [|I'm

assunming that's not going to be in the CEC

M5. DECORSE: We'll fix that right now.

CHW. CHENAL: | show in my version on
Exhi bit 23 that we added the word "S" after "conductor."
It should be plural, | would think.

O her than that, is there any further
di scussi on regardi ng Condition 13?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: If not, may | have a notion to
approve.
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MEMBER HAENI CHEN: So noved.
VEMBER HAMMAY: Second.
CHWN. CHENAL: We have a notion and second.

Al in favor say "aye.

(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHWN. CHENAL: Condition 14.

This is the field personnel training, |
believe -- Ms. Darling -- Ms. Darling, can we have
your -- | know you're preoccupied wth sonething el se.

But if you | ook at Condition 14, there was a
questi on about environnentally sensitive areas.

M5. DARLING So there are no environnentally
sensitive areas, but we do have environnental neasures
that we use as standards. So we could take out
"environnental ly sensitive" and just have "activity"
or --

CHWN. CHENAL: | would suggest that we delete
“environnental ly sensitive areas"” and the word "and" and
I nsert "construction and mai ntenance activities."

M5. DARLING That's fine. Yes.

M5. DECORSE: I|I'msorry. VWich |ine?

CHWN. CHENAL: Line 7, strike the words
"environnentally sensitive areas and," and then before
the word "activities," maybe put in "construction and
mai nt enance activities."
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So with that change, is there any further

di scussion? Well, proposed change. |'m not saying we

make it that. |'msaying after further discussion.

approve.

If not, may | have a notion to approve.
MEMBER HAMMAY: |I'Il nove it.

MEMBER NCLAND: Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Wth the changes.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: W th the changes.
CHWN. CHENAL: All in favor say "aye."
(A chorus of "ayes.")

MEMBER WOODALL:  No.

CHWN. CHENAL: 15.

Any further discussion regarding Condition 157
(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: [If not, may | have a notion to

VMEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

MEMBER NCLAND: Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Mbdtion and second.
All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHWN. CHENAL: Condition 16. Any further

di scussi on regardi ng 16?

MEMBER NOLAND: | nove that we adopt

Condi tion 16.
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MEMBER PALMER:  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: AlIl in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHWN. CHENAL: 17.

MEMBER WOODALL: Could | inquire if the conpany
has had any contact with Staff regarding its letter and
what it intended to say? D d you have a chance,

M. Beck?

MR. BECK: No. W have not had a chance to
reach out to Staff. W do have the identified words we
t hi nk need changi ng.

MEMBER WOODALL: Ckay. I'mdeferring to that
whi ch has been used before. | just wondered if Staff had
sone specific reason for this case. And since they're
not here, we don't know. So | will just defer to the
typi cal I anguage that has been used.

MEMBER NCOLAND: M. Chai rman.

CHWMN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: Well, | would assunme that the
studi es have neasurenents. Wuld that be a good
assunpti on?

MR, BECK: Typically, when you study sonet hing,
you cone out with results. They're not actually
measur enments.

MEMBER NCOLAND: Wbuld that include the

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ

406



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
g N W N P O © O N o o0 M W N Rk O

LS CASE NO. 186 VOL [l 02/ 26/ 2020 407

measurenents so -- that doesn't matter? O what's the
difference in opinion here?

MR BECK: So ..

CHWN. CHENAL: M. Beck, is a study, in your
vi ew, nore conprehensive than just neasurenent?

MR BECK: So it's -- you do a study. And |
think the intent of this was to show that you, in fact,
are matching up to what the study showed, so you do a
field neasurenent.

CHWN. CHENAL: M recollection is that
previously, the word used was "neasurenents" as opposed
to "studies" and that the Staff at the Corporation
Conm ssion in a previous case suggested that we use the
word "studies" instead. And we have used the word
"studies" in a nunber of recent CECs, five or ten.

And the letter that canme just yesterday from
the Staff at the Corporation Conm ssion used the word
"measurenents.” And | think the nore recent use has been
“studies,” and | think, M. Beck, you testified earlier
that in your neetings wth Staff on this or other cases,
that nore recently, the word "study" has been preferred.

MR. BECK: That is correct. So it is the
repl acenent of "neasurenents" that was in their letter to
"studies,"” which was in the draft CEC

MEMBER WOODALL: |'m happy with what's in the
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draft mysel f.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NOLAND: M. Chairman, | think we should
use "studies,” but -- for this particular CEC, and ask
the Staff to |l ook at that and let us know that that's
what they want used. And if it needs to be changed, they
can change it before the Conm ssion.

CHWN. CHENAL: Sure.

MEMBER NOLAND: So | nmove it with this |anguage
of "studies."

MEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: We have a notion and a second.

All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHWN. CHENAL: And, Menber Nol and, your notion
did include the entirety of Condition 17; correct?

MEMBER NOLAND: Yes, it did.

CHW. CHENAL: Let's go to Condition 18.

Take a nonent to read it. This is, again, a
standard condi ti on.

Any further discussion? |If not, may we have a
notion to approve.

VMEMBER PALMER. Mdtion to approve 18.

MEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Mbdtion and a second.
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All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

MEMBER WOODALL: Pass.

CHWN. CHENAL: All right. Condition 19. Any

further discussion?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: "1l nove 19.
VEMBER NOLAND: Second.
CHWN. CHENAL: We have a notion and a second.

Al in favor say "aye.
(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHWN. CHENAL: Condition 20. Any further

di scussi on?

approve.

Condi ti on

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: If not, may we have a notion to

VMEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Mbdtion and a second.
All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

MEMBER WOODALL: Pass.

CHWN. CHENAL: 21.

MEMBER HAMMY: | nove that we accept
21.

MEMBER NCLAND: Second.
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CHWN. CHENAL: We have a notion and a second.

All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Now, let's go to 22
and take a nonment to read it. This is one that | --

MEMBER HAMMY: [t's your | anguage?

CHW. CHENAL: This is ny language in red just
for discussion because it was in a previous case. And we
do have private ownership, and we did use it in the | ast
case.

MEMBER NOLAND: M. Chairman, | have a little
bit of a problemwith this. There's a lot of private
| andowners in this case, a lot. And | think that, you
know, they should coordi nate and use reasonable efforts.
But a copy of this certificate to every private
| andowner? And description of the good faith efforts and
di scussion shall be -- well, | don't have a problemw th
that, but a copy of this provided to every private
| andowner ?

CHWN. CHENAL: | understand, Menber Nol and. |
think this was -- | think in the previous case, the
amount of private |and ownership was nuch smaller. And
it was not a |large universe of people. And I think
that's precisely why | don't really propose these as nuch
as just offer it up for discussion.
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So | don't have a problemw th that change to
renove the words "copy of the certificate shall be

provided to private | andowners and," the word "and." And
so the second sentence would read with a capital A

And | wonder, Menber Nol and, if that would
sati sfy your concern.

MEMBER NCOLAND: That would satisfy it.

So I would nove it with that nodification.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Second.

MEMBER WOODALL: May | ask a question. Is
there a ot of private land that will be taken for the
ri ght - of -way?

MR, BECK: Depending on exactly where the final
desi gn ends up, there could be a nunber of private
| andowner s.

| would raise an issue fromthe conpany's
standpoint that putting this into the annual conpliance
certification letter, if we have confidential stuff with
| andowners and di scussions that are ongoing, it's going
to be difficult for us to put nmuch in that annual
conpliance letter filing. And I'mnot sure that it
provides a |lot of value to anybody at |east from our
per specti ve.

And |'ve got to put ny standard statenment in
that growth of the conditions is a little bit concerning.
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And we're addi ng another condition that, at |east as far
as TEP is concerned, we are going to use reasonable
efforts and so on. And we're already required to foll ow
all laws in several different places and ot her

requi renments. So |I'mnot sure what value this adds. But
nore to the point is the issue of the annual conpliance.

CHWMN. CHENAL: | understand. | think the
purpose of this is nore for the discussion and
negoti ation and good faith than it is anything in the
conpliance letter. So | personally don't have a probl em
with deleting that second sentence. But if soneone el se
does, we can change it to say sonething |i ke "a general
description of good faith efforts.”

MEMBER NCOLAND: M. Chairman, | just think we
should end it with the first sentence, just saying that
we need to -- they need to nmake a good faith effort.

CHW. CHENAL: That's fine with ne. So let's
del ete the second sentence, and we'll just have the first
sent ence.

MEMBER NCOLAND: So | would nove 22 with that.

MR. BECK: May | bring up one other issue. It
says specific location for the projects of the
right-of-way. So | think it's the project's
ri ght - of - way.

MEMBER NCLAND: Wth that nodification, | nove
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Item 22

CHW. CHENAL: AlIl right. W have a notion.

Do we have a second?

MR. PALMER  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: AlIl in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

MEMBER WOODALL:  No.

CHWN. CHENAL: All right. Condition 23.

And I'm | ooking now to the right screen, which
Is TEP-23.

MR BECK: M. Chairman, if | may, that
previous condition requires us to use reasonable efforts
to work with | andowners. So any mitigation or
remedi ati on should be part of that discussion. Just to
rai se that as a point.

CHW. CHENAL: Well, then -- yes, but good
faith is one thing. These are nore specific. And I
think specific is inportant because, otherw se, one
person's good faith doesn't necessarily nean you're going
to mnimze vegetation disturbance outside the project
right-of-way. It's nore elusive, and it's -- | think
it's nore conprehensive. M personal view

And this wll be sonething that will conme up in
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this project, because you will be dealing wth

| andowners' rights and where the | ocations of these poles
are going to be. So I'mthinking of the private

| andowners, which is the reason | put this forward for

di scussi on.

MEMBER WOODALL: What |I'mthinking is maybe the
private | andowner doesn't want to have all this detail in
their right-of-way agreenent. And as |'ve previously
expressed, | don't believe we should be telling the
conpani es what to put in their contractual agreenents.

We can tell themto do these things, but | don't know
that we should tell themto put themin their contracts.

And besi des, there nmay be | andowners that don't
like this, and TEP is going to say, Wll, the Siting
Committee told us we had to. So |I'mgoing to vote no on
this whol e condition.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussions?

MEMBER RIGA NS: | think this was actually a
part of the discussion, too, at the |ast hearing for Ten
West, but isn't there case law or a legal definition of
"good faith"?

CHWN. CHENAL: [It's not specific. There is
some good faith, and there is sonme understandi ng of what
that nmeans. It wouldn't require necessarily these
specific itens.
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MEMBER RI GG NS:  Ckay.

CHW. CHENAL: And | think this is a necessary
addition to flesh out protection for |andowners.

MEMBER NCOLAND: M. Chai rman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NOLAND: Well, | understand where you're
goi ng, but, you know, we've had this discussion before,
and we'll have it again. | think we're getting too
nitty-gritty here. W' re adding too many conditions.

And part of what bothers ne is using existing
roads for construction and access. Wat if there isn't
any?

CHW. CHENAL: Well, then they have to create a
road.

MEMBER NCLAND: Well, then it's not existing.
| don't know.

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, we can change it to "use
exi sting roads for construction access where they exist”
on |ine 11.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: \Where roads exist, they
shoul d be used.

CHWN. CHENAL: We can change --

MEMBER PALMER: Could it say sonmething |ike
"use exi sting roads where avail abl e"?

CHWN. CHENAL: Sure.
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MEMBER NOCLAND:  Yes.

CHW. CHENAL: That's a good addition.

Any further discussion with those changes?
(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: My | have a notion.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: |'Il nove.

MEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Mbdtion and a second.

Al in favor say "aye.
(A chorus of "ayes.")
MEMBER WOODALL:  No.

CHW. CHENAL: AlIl right. Now, we have

Condition 24 regarding publication of the certificate and

attachnents on the project website.

This was one that we introduced at the |ast
hearing. It actually was in the previous version of the
initial application in the Ten West Link case that had
been filed earlier. W have not had this in previous
CECs ot her than Ten West Link

| just throwit out if that's sonething the
Committee would like to include or not.

MEMBER WOODALL: \What benefit woul d be served
in this particular situation, | guess, is what |I'm
asking? The CECis going to be filed in the docket, and
we're telling themin signs how they can find it in the
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docket. So |I don't understand what inprovenent this is
supposed to nmake, | guess.

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, this is actually taken
fromthe CEC that you signed, and | thought it was a good
one. So that one -- whatever reason existed in that case
woul d exi st here.

MEMBER WOODALL: But ny vote for a CEC does not
nmean that | agree with all the conditions init. | think
' ve nmentioned that previously.

But in any event, | don't think it's necessary,
and 1'mgoing to vote no.

CHW. CHENAL: | think there are sonme people
who would find it easier to get on the TEP website to
find the status of this project and see the CEC |isted
there rather than navigating through the Corporation
Commi ssion's docket, which | always find a little nore
conplicated. So | guess it's just transparency and ease
for the public.

MEMBER NOLAND: M. Chairnman, | agree with you
on that. | think they're nore used to going to TEP for
the information. And | nove that we accept this
condition as witten.

MEMBER HAMMAY: | second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Mbdtion and second.

All in favor say "aye."
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(A chorus of "ayes.")

MEMBER WOODALL:  No.

M5. DECORSE: M. Chairman, | apol ogi ze for not
getting in before that.

Two things: Ten days within approval of the

Commi ssion. So we wouldn't get a decision, if it's ny

recollection -- is that assum ng when we actually get the

decision, not the date that it's approved from open

neet i ng?

VMEMBER NCLAND: How about "within ten days of
recei pt of approval,” if | nodify nmy notion to say that.

So noved nodi fi ed.

MEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Mbdtion and -- is there anything
further?

M5. DECORSE: So one nore thing. Just a
t hought about the reference to the docket on the project
versus the project website on the signs. To the extent
that there's a benefit, and | don't know what was the
di scussion at Ten West Link, why the project website
isn't referenced if the general consensus is that it's
easi er than docket, because | think that that makes this
condition nore applicable because then it's already on
docket. And to direct themto docket versus our
website --
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MEMBER NCLAND: Your website is included in
that condition, if you read it on B. Phone nunber and
website for public information regarding the project.

M5. DECORSE: Ckay.

MEMBER NOLAND: And this would be in addition
to the Comm ssion website; is that correct?

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes.

M5. DECORSE: (Good catch. Ckay.

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. So with the change
in the nodification to the -- Menber Nol and noved with
t he change that we just discussed, receipt of approval.

We have a second from Menber Hamnay.

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

MEMBER WOODALL:  No.

CHWN. CHENAL: Condition 25.

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: If not, may | have a notion to

approve.
MEMBER WOODALL: So noved.
MEMBER NCLAND: Second.
CHWN. CHENAL: Mbdtion and second.
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440

www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
g N W N P O © O N o o0 M W N Rk O

LS CASE NO. 186 VOL [l 02/ 26/ 2020 420

All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

MEMBER WOODALL:  No.

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Findings of Fact and
Concl usi ons of Law.

Let's | ook at each one. And you'll note that
there are a few nore that | threw out. And |I'm not
proposi ng these necessarily. | prom se you. But they
were in a previous case. And | just thought we shoul d
have a di scussion of what we want in our CECs going
forward. |'mnot reconmendi ng these. |'mjust saying
that they were in a previous case.

The first Finding of Fact is: This Certificate
i ncorporates the follow ng Findings of Fact and
Concl usi ons of Law.

No. 1. The Applicant has made reasonabl e
efforts to work with | andowners to mnimze the inpact of
the facilities.

s there any further discussion?

MEMBER WOODALL: Has there been any testinony
to that effect?

MEMBER NCLAND:  Yes.

MEMBER WOODALL: | nean, |'m asking the
appl i cant.
M5. DECORSE: | don't necessarily know t hat
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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there was specifically wiwth -- we could change in the
sout hwest regi on, naybe --

VMEMBER WOODALL: Yeah, that was going to be ny
next question also. Because | don't know that | heard
any testinmony regarding that, so | would be concerned
about making a finding of fact.

MEMBER NCOLAND: M. Chairnman, | thought we had
testi nony about the outreach, the neetings with the --

VMEMBER WOODALL: To minimze the inpact of the
facilities. So that's what ny concern -- you haven't
gone up and tal ked to Honeowner B and say, Hey, we're
going to nove the line over there. That's how
i nterpret that.

M5. DECORSE: | see your point.

MEMBER WOODALL: |'ve nmade nmy point, and | rest
on ny laurels to the extent that | have any.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Ri ggins.

MEMBER RI GA@ NS: Based off of the public
comment that they did conduct, they determ ned that the
three routes were the best suited to | essen the inpact.
So they did, essentially, nake that determ nation.

CHWN. CHENAL: | guess | would argue -- | guess
the way | read that -- | should phrase it this way: The
way | read No. 1 is did the applicant nmake reasonabl e
efforts to work with | andowners to mnimze the inpact of
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the facilities. | was thinking of the outreach efforts,
the notices that were sent, the neetings, the process the
applicant went through to define which of the five or six
routes were the |east inpactful. The whole process of
comng up with the preferred route is what | was thinking
of in connection with Finding of Fact 1.

MEMBER NCLAND: Well, M. Chairman, | think if
we change one word it makes it a little different, and

that would be: The applicant nade reasonable efforts to

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
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work with | andowners and mnimze the inpact of the
facilities.

That changes it. | know they have worked wth
t hem and considered that, but | think that changes it
because we know that they have worked to minin ze the
i npacts. They've worked with us to help mnimze the

I mpact s.

So change the "to" to "and," and | nove that
concl usi on.

CHWN. CHENAL: We have a noti on.

Do we have a second?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: |Is there any further discussion
on that change? I|I'mfine with it, but I'm asking.

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: If not, all in favor say "aye."
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(A chorus of "ayes.")

MEMBER WOODALL:  Pass.

CHWN. CHENAL: Condition 2, and I'll read it.
Excuse ne, Finding of Fact 2.

The Project aids the state and the sout hwest
region of the United States in neeting the need for an
adequat e, econom cal, and reliable supply of electrical
power .

| know this was in connection with a different
project, and I don't knowif it's necessary in this case.
["11 just throw it out for discussion.

| think M. Beck has a comment.

MR. BECK: | understand it came from anot her
case, a wder-ranging project, or probably in a couple
cases. W would be fine with something that said the
project aids TEP in neeting its needs to have an econonic
and reliable supply of electric power for its custoners.
But we didn't go nuch beyond our systemrelative to what
we put into the record.

CHW. CHENAL: And |I'm not even suggesting we
keep it. |I'mjust --

MEMBER HAMMAY: | |ike what M. Beck said.

CHWN. CHENAL: Can we put that | anguage up
there, Ms. DeCorse.

MEMBER HAMMY: W th that change, | nove
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concl usi on No. 2.

MEMBER PALMER:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: We have a notion and a second.

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: AlIl in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHW. CHENAL: Condition 3 -- or I'msorry,
Fi nding of Fact 3. The Project aids the state in
preserving a safe and reliable electric transm ssion
system

MR BECK: | would say if you change "the
state" to "TEP," that would fit well.

CHW. CHENAL: Wth that change, is there any
further discussion by the Committee?

MEMBER PALMER. Mdtion to approve 3 as anended.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: We have a notion and a second.

All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHWN. CHENAL: No. 4, | alnost regret that I
put it in there. | don't think it really has nuch
applicability to the case, and I'd be happy with just
wthdrawming it.

MEMBER HAMMY: We didn't really hear any
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testi nony.
VMEMBER WOODALL: Right.
CHWN. CHENAL: | think we should just renove 4.
MEMBER WOODALL: | defer to your judgnent,
M. Chairman, on that.
CHW. CHENAL: The next finding of fact, | did
make a slight change. The Project and the conditions
pl aced on the Project in the Certificate effectively
mnimze the Project's inpact on the environnent and
ecol ogy of the State.
MEMBER HAENI CHEN: That becones 4 now, right?
CHWMN. CHENAL: Yes, sir.

MEMBER WOODALL: | don't think you need
“project.” | think "and the" -- it's just the condition
pl aced on the project, effectively. | don't understand

why we're using "project” twice. So |I'mgoing to vote no
on this one.

CHW. CHENAL: | think that's a clear -- it
shoul d probably just -- if we just strike the

words "project” and "the," the conditions placed on the

proj ect.
MEMBER NCOLAND: | nove we adopt it as revised.
MEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.
CHWN. CHENAL: Mbdtion and a second.
All in favor say "aye."
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(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHW. CHENAL: It's now Condition 5 concerning
t he need.

Any further discussion on what's Condition 5?
(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: If not, nmay we have a notion to

MEMBER HAMMY:  Approve Finding of Fact No. 5.

Not approve. Move. Sorry.

CHWN. CHENAL: My we have a second.

MEMBER NCLAND: Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Mbdtion and a second.

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

MEMBER WOODALL: Pass.

CHWN. CHENAL: And then Finding of Fact which

Is now No. 6, the last one.
Any further discussion?
(No response.)
CHWN. CHENAL: If not, may | have a notion to
approve.
MEMBER PALMER: Modtion to approve 6.
MEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.
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CHWN. CHENAL: We have a notion and a second.

All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

MEMBER WOODALL: Pass.

CHWN. CHENAL: [|'mgoing to suggest we take a
really short break now because when we cone back, we've
got to get into the handout that's just been passed to us
whi ch includes a narrative. And | think we should take a
few mnutes to review that off the record and then -- and
the map, the narrative and the nmap.

So let's take a ten-m nute break, and we'l|l
come back and dive into that.

(A recess was taken from2:37 p.m to
3:15 p.m)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Let's get back on
the record. W have a map and a narrative, and then we
have a | egal description that's going to come, and we'l|l
have to address that.

M. Beck, do you want to wal k us through what
you' re proposi ng.

MR. BECK: So, M. Chairman, we took the
| anguage that was attached to the map that we provided.
We got sonme changes based on sone input that we got. And
we put all that |anguage in yellow to see where we
inserted it.
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We propose that it goes in right after the
proj ect description and alignnent.

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's leave it there for a
second, and let's get it so we have it in context.

MEMBER NCOLAND: M. Beck, the first paragraph
down bel ow there, there's going to be an actual
nmet es- and- bounds description that gets attached to
Exhibit A, is that correct?

MR. BECK: That is correct. And at the end of
this section, we say that there will be a map and a | egal
description attached as Exhibit A

MEMBER NOLAND: Exhibit A Okay. Thank you.

CHW. CHENAL: So let's |look at each paragraph.
Maybe if you could scroll up, starting with: The
corridor for the project is generally described as.

And let's | ook at each one of them one at a

So this tal ks about the portion of the corridor
fromlrvington to the sout heast corner of Littletown Road
and Kolb Road. It's a 300-foot-w de corridor centered on
the centerline of the proposed transm ssion |ine.

Now, the proposed transmission |line, how do we
key it back to the map or the legal description? | think
when we say "proposed transmssion |line," we've got to
refer to sonething. Proposed where?
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MEMBER NCOLAND: As described in Exhibit A

CHWN. CHENAL: Yeah, sonething |ike that, |
t hi nk, would work fine.

MR. BECK: And we did put the map on the other
screen just to kind of follow al ong.

So that covers the portion, |like you said, from
Irvington to the corner where we would turn north.

CHW. CHENAL: And the next portion of the

narrative is fromthat point north to the right-of-way of

East O d Vail Road, and the centerline -- the corridor
will extend east fromthe centerline of Kolb Road 500
f eet .

Any questions fromthe Commttee on that or any
further discussion on that, M. Beck? | think that's
consi stent with what we di scussed.

MR. BECK: | believe so.

CHWN. CHENAL: And then north of that, at this
point, the corridor will extend 450 feet to either side
of the centerline of the Kolb Road right-of-way for a
di stance of 1,350 feet.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Isn't that anbi guous?

CHW. CHENAL: | think it has to say "north."
The corridor will extend 450 feet to either side of the
centerline of the Kolb Road right-of-way north for a
di stance of 1,350 feet.
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MEMBER NCOLAND: That | ooks good.

CHW. CHENAL: 1'Ill just throw out for
di scussion, in the northerly direction, would it be
better to put it after the word "extend"?

MEMBER NOLAND:  No.

CHW. CHENAL: | guess -- it can fit there.
think it's okay. So let's leave it there.

Does that adequately -- let nme ask the
Comm ttee, does that adequately describe, in the
Committee's view, that segnent?

VMEMBER WOODALL: Ms. Nol and, do you believe
that's accurate?

MEMBER NCOLAND: | do.

MEMBER WOODALL: | defer to your infinitely
nore wi se W sdom

CHWN. CHENAL: And then the next segnent is:
Fromthis point to the Patriot Substation, |ocated on the
sout heast corner of Escal ante Road and Kol b Road, the
corridor will be 300 feet centered on the proposed
transm ssion |line alignnent.

Now, do we want again "as described in
Exhi bit A"?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: M. Chairman, shouldn't it
say "the corridor wdth wll be 300 feet centered on the
pr oposed" ?
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CHWN. CHENAL: And | think that should be
i ncl uded everywhere.

So, Ms. DeCorse, if you could put "width" after
"the corridor" in all places.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Except | ower down, they
have: w Il be 450 feet wde. So at that point, you
don't need "wi dth."

MEMBER NCLAND: | can't hear, Jack. You're
munbl i ng, eating your cookie.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: That's ny privil ege.

CHWN. CHENAL: So we're tal king about fromthe
Patri ot Substation. And we're referring it to -- we're
tying it to the proposed transm ssion |ine alignnent as
described in Exhibit A

Now, could you scroll up to where we first put
in the Exhibit A reference.

Do we have to put the word "alignnment” after
the proposed transm ssion line alignment as described in
Exhi bit A, M. Beck?

MR. BECK: We will add that in there.

CHWN. CHENAL: Line 20.

s there any area -- is there any description
before we get to the next point where we have to get back
to Menber Haenichen's request that -- we tal k about the
w dth of the corridor. Can we go back up to the
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begi nni ng of the narrati ve.

MEMBER NCLAND: Just after "corridor," put
“corridor width"?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Now you enphasi ze the word
"wi de.

MEMBER HAMMY: [t's either "wide" or "width."

MEMBER NCOLAND: | think that reads better.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yeah.

And then the next -- yes, the next -- line 23:
The corridor w dth.

|s that an acceptable addition: The corridor
width will extend east fromthe centerline of Kolb Road
500 feet?

MEMBER NCLAND:  Yes.

CHWN. CHENAL: And shall we add "wi dth" after
the word "corridor” on line 25? The corridor width wll
extend 150 feet?

MEMBER PALMER: M. Chai r man.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes.

MEMBER PALMER: That description to ne is a
little confusing because it says: The corridor width
will extend 450 feet in a northerly direction to either
side of the centerline.

It al nost seens like "northerly direction”
should be in a different place.
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CHWN. CHENAL: | kind of suggested that for
that reason, but | don't know if ny suggestion -- if |
put it in the right place, but | agree with you.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: It is confusing.

MEMBER PALMER: And extend in a northerly ...

MEMBER NCLAND: Extend north.

MEMBER PALMER: For a distance of 1,350 feet or
sonething like that.

MEMBER NOLAND: Ri ght.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: And the word is not
"northernly,"” it's "northerly."

MEMBER NCLAND: But take -- after "extend," put
"extend north 450 feet."

MEMBER PALMER: Except that doesn't read right.

CHMN. CHENAL: Because it's 1,350 feet.

MEMBER PALMER: | think "north" should be down
by the 1,350 feet sonewhere.

MEMBER NCOLAND: Yeah.

CHWN. CHENAL: How about if we say sonething
like this: Fromthis point, the corridor width will be
450 feet. Strike the word "in a northerly direction.™

MEMBER NOLAND: On either side of the
centerline.

CHW. CHENAL: O the Kolb Road right-of -way.

MEMBER PALMER: And extend north for a distance
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of 1,350 feet.

CHW. CHENAL: | think that's -- Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NOLAND: M. Chairman, after 450 feet,
strike that "to" and put "on either side of the
centerline.”

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes. | think that's clearer.

All right. Let's go to the next one. From
this point to the Patriot Substation |ocated on the
sout heast corner of Escal ante Road-Kol b Road, the
corridor width will be 350 feet centered on the proposed
transm ssion line alignment as described in Exhibit A |
think that's clear.

VMEMBER NCOLAND: Yeah.

CHW. CHENAL: Next: Fromthis point east to
the intersection of Escal ante Road and Pantano Road, the
corridor will be --

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  The corridor w dth.

CHWN. CHENAL: Corridor width will be 250 feet,
centered on the Escal ante Road centerline right-of-way.

| s that acceptabl e?

MEMBER NOLAND:. Yes.

CHWN. CHENAL: Fromthe intersection of Pantano
Road and Escal ante Road, the corridor width will be 175
feet fromthe west boundary of the Pantano Road
ri ght-of -way extending 25 feet beyond the east boundary

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
g N W N P O © O N o o0 M W N Rk O

LS CASE NO. 186 VOL [l 02/ 26/ 2020

of the Pantano Road ri ght-of -way.

Should we say "north to 5th Street"? Except as
not ed bel ow.

This -- M. Beck, maybe you can wal k us through
the i ndented | anguage there.

MR BECK: So that's the jog around the Tucson
Meadows devel opnent.

So East Arizona is not defined as a street or
aroad. So it is a -- whatever it is, | don't know --
It's got a nane to it. At the location of Pantano Road
and Arizona, the line will change fromthe existing
alignment, and that's where it's going along South
Pant ano Road.

Now, this is one change we've nade since we had
the di scussion earlier today. And that is, as we started
to I ook at that specific reroute, there is no
ri ght-of -way on the southern edge of Pantano to all ow us
to put the pole. And we will have to obtain a piece of
private easenent or right-of-way in a drainage area right
adj acent to the road.

So we made that one section around the reroute
to be 25 foot on the westerly edge of Pantano beyond the
western right-of-way boundary. So that's why there's the
140- f oot - w de di nensi on.

CHW. CHENAL: |Is there any way we can pull up
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on the left screen kind of a blow up of that area?

MR BECK: So in this vicinity, the Pantano
Road right-of-way is only 90 feet. And so we put 25 foot
to the northeast side of right-of-way as well as 25 feet
to the southwest side. And this pole location here will
be in a drainage retention area and will be on -- it's
outside of road right-of-way. |It's probably on private
ri ght-of-way, and we'll have to obtain that for that
pole. So that's why that odd 140-foot di nmension cones
in.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: M. Beck, woul d that pole be

stabl e being put into a drainage area if there's heavy

rains?

MR. BECK: Yeah. W'Il have a little
extra-deep foundation there. It's just a retention
basi n.

CHWN. CHENAL: Let nme suggest a little | anguage
toclarify this alittle and nake it consistent wth what
we' ve di scussed. This is the indented | anguage.

So after the word "East Arizona" -- maybe we
shoul d spell East instead of just E

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | think that's good.

CHWN. CHENAL: Then after the comm, | would
say "the proposed transm ssion line" as depicted in
Exhibit A -- or as described in Exhibit A
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WIIl change -- is it fromthe existing
transm ssion line alignnment? |s that when you say
existing line -- existing transm ssion |line alignnent?

MR. BECK: That is correct, yes.

CHWN. CHENAL: Then after "corridor,"” make the
“corridor wdth."

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  And then bel ow that --

CHWN. CHENAL: Hold it. Wait. The corridor
width will be 140 feet and strike the word "w de."

Now, after South Research Loop Road, shoul d
"Road" be capitalized?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Yeah. That sane thing has
to be done after Research Loop, this 140-foot-w de
corridor.

CHW. CHENAL: And | think if we're referring
to the South Research Loop Road, should South be
capitalized or be spelled out?

MR, BECK: So, throughout, we had used the S
and the E, so we can spell it out.

And the South Research Loop is the nanme. |It's
not Road.

CHWN. CHENAL: Then we shoul dn't have --

MR. BECK: So is your preference to spell out
Sout h, then?

MEMBER NCLAND:  No.
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CHW. CHENAL: | guess -- I'll take Menber
Haeni chen's advice, and it will be okay.

MEMBER NCOLAND: It's good.

MR. BECK: So | guess relative to the East, we
did change and spell it. Should we go back --

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, we should probably go back
and unchange it.

MR, BECK: Ckay.

CHWN. CHENAL: | would go by what the road sign
says, but

Let's read it and then see if there's --

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: On that paragraph, the first
sentence: [East Arizona what? Avenue?

MR. BECK: It's not defined as a street or a
road. |It's just called East Arizona.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: It's called East Arizona?

MR, BECK: | think it's the devel opnent's nane
for their little access driveway.

M5. DECORSE: It looks like it says "Street."

MR, BECK: Google Earth calls it Street, but
Pima County didn't show that. W can do a little
research on that to make sure we get it right.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and, does that
I ndent ed | anguage, does that now -- the way it reads with
t hose changes, is that acceptable to you?
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MEMBER NCOLAND: |'m having problemw th the
very last words: continue to the existing transm ssion
[ine corridor. | don't think it's a corridor, is it?

MR. BECK: We probably should use transm ssion
line alignnment.

MEMBER NCLAND: Alignnent, yes.

CHWN. CHENAL: Good catch. Yes.

MR, BECK: W used alignnent.

MEMBER NCLAND: Then it looks right. That's a

t ough one.
CHWN. CHENAL: Let's look at the last -- or the
next -- | guess the last part of the new narrative.
From-- should we -- "the intersection,” should
"the" be before "intersection"? And when we -- and it is
East 5th Street. |Is that howit was referred to above or

is this a new reference?

MEMBER NCLAND: That's a new one. OCh, no, it's
up there, East 5th.

CHWN. CHENAL: Should we put "width" after
“corridor"?

Should we strike the word "within"? 1|'m going
to defer to others on this. The corridor wwdth will be
TEP' s existing 50-foot-w de easenent.

MEMBER NOLAND: | like "within."

CHW. CHENAL: [Is it to nean that the corridor
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wi dth woul d be the sane as? It would be 50 feet, in
ot her words?

MS. DARLI NG  Yes.

CHWN. CHENAL: And after "parcel,"” | think we
put "as described in Exhibit A"

MR. BECK: The next sentence tal ks about
Exhi bit A, but we can add that.

MEMBER NCLAND: Well, that wasn't quite as
pai nful as | thought it was going to be.

CHWN. CHENAL: It was al nost painless.

VMEMBER NCOLAND: Yeah.

CHW. CHENAL: Now let's look at the map and
make sure the map is -- Menber Noland, I'd kind of |ike
you to nmake sure that that map is consistent with the
narrative or in your understandi ng of what we've
di scussed.

MEMBER NCOLAND: | did go through it
step-by-step. And, you know, we aren't show ng South
Pant ano, East 5th, that kind of thing. You m ght want to
conformthat with the map if you are doing that. 1'd
just make those conform ng changes to what we did on the
descri pti on.

VMEMBER WOODALL: Can we | abel the map, though,
wth what it is, put a legend on it saying Corridor for
Docket Nunber, bl ah, blah, sonewhere on the nap?
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MR BECK: It has Irvington-East Loop
Transm ssion Line. W were going to put Exhibit A down
bel ow, Case 186.

VMEMBER WOODALL: | just -- people |ooking at
it, I don't know if they approved corridors or sonething
on there sonewhere, so that people know what they're
| ooking at. That would be ny suggestion.

MR BECK: W can put that in the title bl ock
if that is acceptable.

CHWN. CHENAL: \Were would you put it,

M. Beck?

MR BECK: Right in the title block. Corridor
for Irvington-East Loop 138kV Transm ssion Line. And
then right at the bottom we'll have Exhibit A Case 186.

CHWN. CHENAL: So what woul d be the additional
word here, "corridor"?

MR. BECK: Approved corridor for.

MEMBER DRAGO: M. Chairman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, Menber Drago.

MEMBER DRAGO: Lines 21 through 23, | know the
enphasis is on 50-foot-w de easenent. But can we just,
for clarity, on line 21, say the -- whatever
100- and- sone-foot corridor is? 1Is it 140 --

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, it's 50 feet.

MEMBER DRAGO: So it's a 50-foot corridor wdth
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in the existing 50-foot-w de easenent? Is that what that
means?

CHWN. CHENAL: | think Menmber Nol and and | kind
of differ alittle on the | anguage, but | think the point
is that the width that we're approving is a 50-foot-w de
easenent corridor w dth.

MR. BECK: Yes. The corridor and our
ri ght-of-way are one and the sane.

MR. DRAGO In this case?

MR. BECK: In that case.

MR. DRAGO Ckay. Thank you

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Haenichen, | think, has
coments on --

VMEMBER HAENI NCHEN: On the map --

CHWN. CHENAL: -- on the map.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: -- in that |ower segnent.

CHWN. CHENAL: And whether or not the word
"w dth" needs to be inserted.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: "Wde." "Wde." The word
"wide." After 900, 300 and the next 300 and the 500.

You need that because the corridor has |ength and w dth.

MR. BECK: Yes. That's a good add. We can put
that in there.

CHWN. CHENAL: So | believe it was Menber
Nol and, | forget who -- | think it was you, Menber
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Nol and, who suggested that we include on the map any
street nane that appears in the narrative.

MR, BECK: Ckay.

CHWN. CHENAL: | think that woul d be hel pful.

MEMBER NOLAND: So it would just be the
directional information except for that Arizona does
not -- does that show up?

MR BECK: | don't believe it shows up on this
particul ar map here.

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, that creature, the East
5th Street or whatever, doesn't show up either. And then
there's --

MR. BECK: We'll nmake sure we conformit to
match up with the description.

MEMBER NCLAND: W know where it is, but
sonebody el se looking at it mght go, well, Were is East
5th Street and where is Arizona?

| think it conforms. | think it's as good as
we're going to get it.

CHWN. CHENAL: So we'll |ook for that to see
the nanes on the map to nmake sure every nanme that's in
the narrative is somewhere on the map as wel |

MR. BECK: Right.

CHW. CHENAL: AlIl right. So can we | ook at
the | anguage one nore tine just to see if maybe we've got
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it right fromthe begi nning?

Maybe scroll down a little.

Continue to scroll down, M. DeCorse.

Al right. W've had a chance to reviewit.
Any - -

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Looks good.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any comments fromthe Commttee?

Any fromthe applicant and the teamin terns of
the narrative? |Is that clear? Any changes you'd
suggest ?

MR. BECK: | think, fromour perspective, it's
cl ear and works well.

And if we can take the highlighting off now?

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chai rman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: | think they did an excell ent
job with this and with a | ot of changes and so on in
direction and wwdth and all of that. | think you did a
great job. M. DeCorse did a great job typing in there
everyt hing that we wanted.

CHWN. CHENAL: Sure.

So let's vote on it. So on Exhibit 23, page 3,

lines 16 through 28, and extending on to page 4, lines 1
t hrough 25.
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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May | have a notion to approve?

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, | nove that we
approve those lines.

MEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: We have a notion and second.

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: AlIl in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. And then the | egal
description. There will be a I egal description which
wll be in sync with the narrative that's been descri bed;
Is that correct, M. Beck?

MR. BECK: That is correct. W have our
surveyor working on that as we speak.

CHWN. CHENAL: | don't necessarily think we
need to address this, but I will throwit out for
di scussi on because this is happening rather quickly. |If
there were to be a discrepancy between the narrative, the
map, the |l egal description, do we need to address it to
say which one would control, or do we not address it
because we think that the docunent in its totality is
cl ear enough?

Maybe that's a question also for counsel for
the applicant too. | have no feelings on it one way or
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the other, but nmaybe the applicant does.

MR BECK: | think the applicant is confortable
with the | anguage that's in here as well as the | egal
that gets attached and the map.

CHWN. CHENAL: So if the applicant woul d,
assum ng this gets approved, forward to Menber Nol and and
nmyself the conplete CEC with map and | egal description,
and then we will confer. | think we've been given the
authority to do that by the Commttee. W wll confer.
And once we confer, | would then be in a position to sign
and file the CEC

| s that acceptable, Menber Nol and?

MEMBER NOCLAND:  Yes.

CHW. CHENAL: |Is that acceptable to the
Comm ttee?

MULTI PLE MEMBERS: Yes.

MEMBER PALMER: Do you need a notion,

M. Chairman, to include the map, or is that as attached
in Exhibit A?

CHWN. CHENAL: | think we should do that to
make sure we're clear on it.

MEMBER PALMER: | woul d make a notion that we
i nclude the map as described in Exhibit Athat is
attached with the noted additions of the street nanes
that we tal ked about .
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CHWN. CHENAL: And does your notion al so
i nclude the | egal description that would be attached?

MEMBER PALMER: And the | egal descriptions that
wi |l be attached.

MEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: We have a notion and a second.

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Can we go back to
t he begi nning of the CEC.

| think we need to fill in the mles. W can't
fill inthe vote yet. W haven't voted, but we can fil
in the mles.

MR. BECK: We're ready to fill in the mles
with the assunption that you will vote to approve the
preferred corridor.

CHMN. CHENAL: Well, unless soneone wants to
change the narrative, | think that is the preferred
route; right?

MR. BECK: Correct. So it is 12.78 mles,
whi ch we have.

M. Chairman, we did have the addition of the
docket number, if you wanted to | ook at that and approve
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t hat .

CHW. CHENAL: For the map?

MR. BECK: For the notice -- or the
notification.

M5. DECORSE: Signs.

MR. BECK: So it had the signage and then al so
the website link to the ACC website.

CHW. CHENAL: Oh, yes. Let's add that.

VMEMBER WOODALL: They did.

MR. BECK: So that's been added in purple. W
just wanted to show that to you

CHWMN. CHENAL: So that's a nodification to
Condition 11. So may | have a notion and a second to
approve that.

VMEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: We have a notion and a second.

All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of "ayes.")

CHW. CHENAL: And page 2, we filled in the
mleage; is that correct?

MR. BECK: Yes. 12.78.

CHWN. CHENAL: |Is there anything we're m ssing?
Maybe we shoul d scroll through the CEC, TEP Exhibit 23,
and see if there's anything that -- fromthe begi nning,
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fromthe caption, if there's anything that we' ve
forgotten before we do the whol e vote.

So if we could just scroll down and just keep
scrolling down as we read through it.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Why is ny name underlined?

MEMBER HAMMY: And mine. Because it just
didn't find it in the dictionary.

CHWN. CHENAL: Okay.

If we go to page 3.

| notice we spell out East 5th Street on |line
8. W' ve gone to just the letter E

MR. BECK: W could change it for consistency
or --

CHW. CHENAL: Well, I'ma spell-out guy, but |
know sone of the nmenbers of the Commttee prefer just the
letter, and I will bow to the wi shes of the Conmttee.

MEMBER WOODALL: Just meke it consistent.

MEMBER NOLAND: E

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Just keep scrolling as
you read it.

You can just keep scrolling as you review it.

Ckay. That's the end of it.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chai rman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, | nove that we
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approve the CEC as nodified with the Exhibit A on Case
No. 186.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: We have a notion and a second.

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: May we have a roll call vote,
starting with you, Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NOLAND: Thank you, M. Chair nman.

Just a couple of things. First of all,
M. Beck, we're going to miss you. You and | have been
doi ng cases for at least ten years. And although we
didn't always agree on everything, a |ot of things, but

we were never disagreeable in doing it. And I always

knew you would tell us straight. Your presentations have

al ways been the best. | appreciate it.

MR. BECK: Thank you.

MEMBER NCLAND: Having said that, one point |
want to make about your use of existing |ines.
understand that, and | applaud that. | think that's a
great way to do it. If not, |I would have definitely
preferred the Pantano Wash al i gnnent.

And to nme, as far as the weighting goes on
these -- weight, we-i-g-h-t -- the view of the
residents, to nme, should have a hi gher wei ght than
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viewers that are recreational and using sonething
occasionally. | nean, you've got people who are there
every day, and | think their view should carry nore
wei ght than an occasi onal user.

But having said that, | think you used the best
route, the preferred route, and used, where you coul d,
the current transmssion line alignnents. And you al so
al ways have been good about the w dth of your corridors.
And |'ve said that before, and I'll say it again. |
t hi nk TEP has been one of the best in presenting only
what they really need for corridors, not 1,000 feet or
1,500 feet or whatever.

So | appreciate that, and |I'mvery happy to be
able to vote aye.

MEMBER WOODALL: Aye.

MEMBER HAMMAY:  Aye.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Aye.

MEMBER DRAGO:  Aye.

MEMBER RI GA NS: Aye.

MEMBER PALMER:  Aye.

CHWN. CHENAL: | also want to thank M. Beck
for your years of great service. You' re a trenendous
Wi t ness, and no one ever doubted for a nonment anything
you' ve ever said. Everyone knew it was absolutely
trustwort hy.
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And I'd Iike to thank the other w tnesses as
well. Their testinony was very good, as usual.

Counsel, Ms. DeCorse, M. Derstine, excellent
presentation, as usual.

| want to thank the Conmittee for their usual
attention and good judgnent.

And the court reporter, Carolyn, thank you.

And | vote aye as wel|.

So when you get the -- all your homework
assi gnnments conpleted and get it to Menber Nol and and
nyself, we'll reviewit. And if everything is in order,
"Il signit and we'll get it filed.

So thank you very nuch for your excell ent
present ati on.

MR. BECK: Thank you. And I'd like to thank
the Conmttee also for all the time that we' ve worked
together. 1t's been fun. Not always enjoyable, but it's
been fun.

(The hearing concluded at 4:00 p.m)
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STATE OF ARl ZONA
COUNTY OF MARI COPA )

BE I T KNOMWN that the foregoi ng proceedi ngs were
taken before ne; that the foregoing pages are a full,
true, and accurate record of the proceedings, all done to
the best of ny skill and ability; that the proceedi ngs
were taken down by nme in shorthand and thereafter reduced
to print under ny direction.

| CERTIFY that | amin no way related to any of
the parties hereto nor aml in any way interested in the
out cone her eof.

| CERTIFY that | have conplied with the ethical

obligations set forth in ACIA 7-206(F)(3) and ACIA
7-206(J)(1)(g) (1) and (2). Dated at Phoenix, Arizona,
this 2nd day of March, 2020.

WM Jitivan_

CAROLYN T. SULLI VAN, RPR
Arizona Certified Reporter
No. 50528

| CERTIFY that COASH & COASH, INC., has conplied
th the ethical obligations set forth in ACIA
206(J) (1) (g) (1) through (6).

S TGk

COASH & COASH, | NC.
Arizona Registered Firm
No. R1036
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