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BE | T REMEMBERED t hat t he above-entitled and
nunbered natter cane on regularly to be heard before
the Arizona Power Plant and Transm ssion Line Siting
Commi ttee at Hanpton Inn & Suites, 1791 Sycanore
Avenue, Ki ngman, Arizona, commencing at 9:31 a.m on

the 30th of April, 2021.

BEFORE: THOVAS K. CHENAL, Chairnman

MARY HAMMY, Cities and Towns

JACK HAENI CHEN, Public Menber

JI M PALMER, Agriculture

PATRI CI A NOLAND, Public Menmber

RI CK GRI NNELL, Counti es

LEONARD DRAGO, Departnent of Environnental Quality
JOHN RIGA NS, Arizona Departnent of Water Resources
(Vi deoconf erence)

KARL GENTLES, Public Menber (Vi deoconference)
ZACHARY BRANUM Arizona Corporation Conm ssion

(Vi deoconf er ence)

APPEARANCES:
For the Applicant:

Snell & Wlner, L.L.P.

M. J. Matthew Derstine

One Arizona Center

400 EBast Van Buren Street, Suite 1900
Phoeni x, Ari zona 85004
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CHWN. CHENAL: Good norning, everyone. This
is the tine for resunption and concl usi on of the case
in chief and the begi nning of the deliberations by the
Commi ttee on the CEC application by the applicant for
CEC 188.

M. Derstine, any nmatters that we need to
di scuss before we turn it back to you to cl ose your
case?

MR. DERSTINE: | just want to nention, we've
handed out a draft of the CEC. It incorporates edits
t hat you asked us to make or proposed | anguage
concerning sonme of the matters you asked us to make
overnight. | think we've al so incorporated the
| anguage that M. Cunni ngham has given us on his road
condition or provision. He's also given us sone
alternative -- we sent himour draft that we worked on
overni ght and shared that with himthis norning. He's
given us a response and sone alternative | anguage. |
think that's al so incorporated in the draft that you
have.

That draft incorporates the changes you nade,
Chai rman, and then we did our redline on proposed edits
in addition to that. And again, it incorporates some
| anguage suggested by M. Cunningham So that's what
we have to work through.
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W need to e-mail that to Tod so that the
Menmbers of the Commttee who are appearing virtually
can get that in front of them W'I||l do that right
away. But yes, we're ready to wap up, do sone
concl udi ng remarks and testinony from our panel of
W t nesses, and then close the case.

CHWN. CHENAL: And then when we begin
deli berations, wll the Commttee Menbers appearing
virtually be able to see the two screens with the
changes being nade? Oay. |'mbeing told that, yes,
they can. So the three Menbers appeari ng by Zoom wi | |
still be able to follow along, even if they don't have
t he docunent e-mailed to them which shoul d happen, but
you'll still be able to foll ow al ong.

MR, DERSTI NE: Yes.

CHW. CHENAL: So is there anything el se we
shoul d di scuss before we start?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: |If not, M. Derstine, why
don't you concl ude your case and then we'll begin our
del i berati ons.

MR. DERSTINE: Ckay. Thank you.

ERI C RAATZ, ED BECK, AND M KE WARNER,
call ed as wtnesses on behalf of the Applicant, having
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been previously sworn en nasse by the Chairman to speak
the truth and nothing but the truth, were exam ned and

testified as foll ows:

CONTI NUED DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR DERSTI NE:

Q This is our concluding chapter. [It's our
opportunity to kind of wap up what the Commttee has
heard fromyou fol ks, M. Raatz, M. Beck, and
M. Warner, over the past four days.

And |'mgoing to start with you, M. Raatz.
We've got a -- | think it's Slide R45, which is our --
we prepared back when we prepared this slide deck as
kind of the high points and the reasons why UNSE has
selected E1 as the preferred route. Wy don't you
cover that for the Conmmittee.

A (BY MR BECK) 145?

Q 145. D d | say just 45? | apol ogi ze.

Can the Commttee Menbers who are appearing

virtually see that on the slide? Geat. Ckay.
M. Raatz.
A (BY MR RAATZ) Thank you, M. Derstine. 1|'d

just like to go over why alternative EL1L is UNSE s
preferred alternative. As M. Beck and M. Warner have
testified to, this project was subjected to a | ong
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federal permtting process that resulted in alternative
-- excuse ne -- that resulted in an EA. And E1 was the
preferred alternative, as selected by the BLM for
reasons both M. Beck and M. \Warner have spoken to.

The public overwhel m ngly supported the
eastern alternatives over the western alternatives.
Again, as M. Beck and M. Warner have both testified
to, the eastern alternatives were born out of public
di scussi on and public opposition to the western
alternatives.

And this project is needed to support future
energy demand and maintain systemreliability. The
eastern alternatives do provide the best alternative
for responding to interconnection requests wthin the
Ki ngnan area. UNSE will be able to efficiently respond
to interconnection requests fromthe Kingman area a | ot
qui cker than if a western alternative were sel ected.

And this project is replacing aging 69 kV
infrastructure. The eastern alternative does repl ace
approximately 3 mles nore than any of the western
alternatives of existing 69 kV infrastructure. And if
one of the western alternatives were sel ected, we would
still have to go and rebuild portions of that existing
69 kV infrastructure. So we would end up spendi ng an
additional $3 nmillion just to replace that existing
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69 kV infrastructure, not the 300 mllion that
M. Derstine...

And then the project is conpatible with the
envi ronnent and ecol ogy of the state of Arizona.

And one thing to note here, the project --
the E1 alternative does align with UNSE's preferred --
or, excuse ne -- design criteria of being in a connobn
corridor or an existing corridor. UNSE tries to
utilize existing corridors to the extent possible so as
to mnimze disturbance to the area, and it wll
require less right-of-way acquisition. So on past
projects we've always taken that approach, and that is
why E1 is the selected preferred alternative for UNSE

Q And the term"corridor"™ you' re using there,
you're not referring to BLM corridors, which we spent a
| ot of tinme hearing about and tal king about. You're
tal ki ng about corridors, that is, right-of-way wth
exi sting UNSE i nfrastructure, correct?

A (BY MR RAATZ) That is correct.

Q I think you have another slide here.

A (BY MR RAATZ) So in closing, UNSE is
requesting a CEC for the project for the preferred
route -- or, excuse ne -- alternative E1, a continuous
500-foot corridor that wll allow us flexibility in the
design of the project, and a 125-foot ri ght-of-way,

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
wwWwW. 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 L O

LS CASE NO. 188 VOLUME V 04/ 30/ 2021 854

wth the exception of where Menber Nol and has requested
we remain within the existing right-of-way, and that
has been denoted on the | egal prepared for this

pr oj ect .

Q And that segnent that you're referring to,
that's 50 feet, that we would pinch down our
right-of-way from 125 feet to 50 in that one spot to
accommodate the, | guess it's atrailer park that's
there, is that right?

A (BY MR RAATZ) That is correct.

Q All right. M. Beck -- well, yeah, let nme go
to Ed, to you, M. Beck. You have sone things you want
to mention. Let me just start with you by asking,
during public comment -- in his second public coment
yesterday M. Cunni ngham tal ked about the reasons why
t he Cunni ngham fam |y has sel ected the high route over
the ridge, and he nentioned that it preserves the views
of the east wall of the canyon. And | assune he's
entirely right about that. |It's his property and he
knows it well.

But can you speak to that? 1In terns of
placing the line high on the ridge, | gather it does,
in fact, preserve the views of the east wall of the
canyon, it keeps the line off of that Cook Canyon area,
whi ch probably has the highest |ikelihood of being
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devel oped at any point in tine in the near future for
residential or commercial or business use.

A (BY MR BECK) That is correct. Placenent of
the line up on the Mesa, as far east as we could go,
does preserve the views in Cook Canyon, as | think the
Commttee saw as we did the presentation. In
particular, it preserves the view of his brother, who
lives down in Cook Canyon today, and | think maybe it
was al so a cousin.

Any future devel opnent through Cook Canyon
al so benefits fromthe fact that the line is not
t hrough that piece of property in the bottom of Cook
Canyon. And by being as far east as it is, it's very
little visibility fromdown below. So it does preserve
t hat val ue of Cook Canyon, which is currently occupied
today and |likely for the sooner devel opnent than Box
Canyon woul d be.

Q If the Cunninghamfamly is successful at
sone point intinme in selling lots and hones in that
area of Cook Canyon, how would we serve -- how woul d
UNSE serve those hones in that area given that the |ine
that's there -- UNSE owns the right-of-way, there's an
existing 69 kV line there, but it's only being
energi zed and essentially used as a distribution
circuit? Can a nunber of hones still be served off
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that as a distribution circuit?

A (BY MR BECK) What could be built in Cook
Canyon |ikely can be served using that existing line or
we have to upgrade conductor, but we could utilize that
exi sting alignnent and the existing poles for the nost
part. So it's ready for and prined for devel opnment on
t hat piece, as opposed to Box Canyon, which doesn't
have any infrastructure at this point.

The other point that we have -- the conpany
has agreed to work with the | andowner on is use of
roads. So to the extent -- if El is selected and we're
buil ding that project, as we get access roads cut into
our structure locations, it likely creates access for
future devel opnent in Box Canyon. And there's a pretty
good price related to that or value of that, the road
system that woul d be put in.

Q And this alignnment, the high alignnment that
t he Cunni nghans have sel ected and prefer, that also, to
a |l arge degree, preserves the views from Box Canyon at
| east with regard to what M. Cunni ngham has descri bed
as the mllion-dollar views out to the west, to the
Hual apais. Am|1 right about that?

A (BY MR BECK) That's correct. By having the
line on the nesa that's west of Box Canyon, as
M . Cunni ngham had i ndicated, the views to the
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Hual apais are the key part of that. And so while the
line will be above them it's going to be a secondary
view typically fromtheir honesites. So while they
wll still see the line if they develop in Box Canyon,
their primary viewshed to the Hual apais woul d be
unobst ruct ed.

Q You had sone other topics that you wanted to
at | east rem nd the Conm ttee about or address?

A (BY MR BECK) Yes, | do. If we could bring
up the Slide 20. Yes. And then -- so first of all
this has been a uni que hearing experience with the
extended |imted appearance process. The conpany does
appreci ate the fact that by having that, versus full
intervention, that |likely did shorten the hearing, so
t hat was good.

I just wanted to make a coupl e of points
regarding | oad and why E1 is our preferred and has
value. One of the things that has not been nenti oned
yet, and it's not directly tied to which route is
sel ected, and | haven't heard anything to indicate that
the Commttee thinks there's no need for the project,
but just to point out that there is a | oad up north of
-- northeast of Dolan Springs, and it's the Hual apai
Sky Vi ew view ng point on the Grand Canyon. They are
continuing to expand their facilities. They're
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buil ding a hotel, sone commercial property.

And t hey had requested service from UNSE
which it is our service territory. And because we
don't have the capacity to get up there, the costs of
the facilities that we would need to build they
couldn't afford or were not willing to pay for. And so
we have agreed with themto cede that little piece of
service territory over to Mohave Electric Co-op, who
apparently does have sone facilities nearby and they
w |l extend down and feed that | oad.

So that's an additional piece, that UNSE has
forgone that | oad because we don't have the capacity.
And having a 230 distribution point closer to that
woul d have been very hel pful, but their timng was such
t hey needed it sooner than we could even build this
pr oj ect .

Rel ati ve to why E1 nakes so nmuch sense to us,
on the right-hand screen -- it's very hard to see up on
the screen, but there's been sone di scussi on about
there's nore private property crossed by this |line,
this alignnent. And that is true, there is a |ot of
private property in this portion of the E1 alignnment.
Well, the private property is where there's going to be
future developnent. |It's not going to be on BLM | ands.
So having this path, again, provides a great dropoff
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point for UNSE to serve future needs in that Ki ngman
ar ea.

And if we are on the western route, we'll
have to, in the future, cone back with probably a 230
line -- if there were a najor |oad to develop in the
Ki ngnan proper area, we would extend a 230 line in the
future up into that and be back before the Siting
Commttee with a different project and |ikely be going
t hrough nore of the central downtown portion of
Ki ngman, or possibly going through nore. So by getting
this path in here, getting it sited here, we have that
opportunity to build future 230-t0-69 facilities to
support any load growh in the Ki ngnan proper area.

| had nentioned that we have the two inport
poi nts into Ki ngman from Western, one being Hilltop,
which is kind of down in this facility, the other being
Giffith, which is probably just bel ow the edge of the
map on the screen. And by putting this new Harris
substation in, it gives us a new offtake point from
Western, which would serve whether it be west or east.
But again, that east gives us that opportunity for
future load growth in the Kingnman area.

We heard from M. Cunni ngham yesterday in his
public comment sone di scussion about Slide 90, which
was the pie chart, and 241 people had no opinion, no
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choice. And that's a little bit msleading. The
conpany, when it didits -- prepared its nunbers, went
down the colum within the comment formthat had either
an east or a west in that box. And if it didn't have
an east or a west, then it fell into the comment of no
choi ce.

But 1'd just like to point out that, | was
| ooki ng through that comment table this norning,
several of the comments were contractors asking for bid
i nformation, how they could get on our bid list. So
yeah, they had no choice or no thought on a route,
because that's not what they were | ooking for.

Anot her exanmple. One of the community
menbers said, "I'"'mtrying to find out placenent, as we
have property in Golden Valley in escrow and need to
find out if the lines are anywhere near" where she does
not want themto be. So that was not put into the
colum of east as a check box, but | would read that to
be she probably prefers the eastern route.

One nore comment. "Have two properties in
&ol den Valley. Don't want |ine anywhere near these
residential areas. Wuld like to speak to soneone."”

So again, it didn't vote on a route, but to say it
didn't have a -- to say it was noninterest is probably
not correct.
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And just one nore exanple. "Corporations and
i ndustries wanting to expand and i ncrease their
production and revenue should cut over the nountains
and keep it away fromus." So again, that wasn't put
as a check box in the east, but to ne that's saying |
don't want it on the western routes. So just alittle
bit nore col or on those nunbers.

I think that UNSE has put on a conpelling
case for why E1 is the best choice. As the Commttee
heard fromthe City Council man, UNSE had convi nced the
council previously why the eastern route was best at
that time. And he indicated that UNSE nade a very good
presentation to convince the City that the eastern
route was good.

I am confident that when we are afforded the
opportunity to address the City, they will again see
the benefit of the eastern route and they woul d be
supportive of that. |It's not the best situation that
this kind of cane up right at the end, while we were in
t he heari ngs, because we woul d have done nore outreach
to the Cty. But again, both the Gty and in
particular the County position cane in within the | ast
coupl e of weeks.

| also think that with the County we woul d
have a chance of convincing themthat the eastern route
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woul d be good, as opposed to -- they've had one point
of input, obviously from M. Cunni ngham based on the
| anguage in their letter, which reflects exactly what
M. CQunni ngham had put in his commentary to this
Commi tt ee.

Last point. One of the issues during the
case has been the nunber of residents that wll be
affected. And there was a point made that we shoul d be
| ooki ng at the thousand foot nunber versus 100 or 500.
And | hope that the Commttee found the pictures that
we presented yesterday conpelling that at a thousand
feet it's much less visible and that the really likely
pl ace you should be | ooking are the 100 or 500 foot
nunbers. And when you do that, nunber of residents
affected basically are a wash whet her you go east or
west .

So | urge the Conmttee to approve E1 so that
UNSE w || have a line that offl oads the two existing
Western subs and brings a bulk electric path into north
Ki ngnan, as well as on to M neral Park substation.

Q Thank you, M. Beck

M. Warner, | think you have sone concl udi ng
remar ks or thoughts that you want to relay to the
Comm ttee.

A (BY MR WARNER) Thank you, M. Beck -- |
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mean, M. Derstine and M. Beck.

I'mgoing to touch on sonme of the subjects
that he nentioned. |1'Ill have three topics. |'m going
to touch on the BLM and then |I'm going to touch on
Mohave County and the City and then I'm going to touch
on residences.

Let ne wal k through the BLMfirst. | was the
i ndi vidual that informed the utility conpany that we
coul d get through this process in about six nonths at
the very beginning, as M. Beck testified to. So this
has been the | ongest project that |I've ever been on.
So I'll start wth that statenent.

But let nme refer to the BLMfor a nonent and
say, the BLM was not hasty. That's an obvi ous
statenent. But | want to say that they weren't hasty
fromthe positive side. They were very deliberative
and they were very conservative in considering all of
the facts that were related to this choice that they
made with EL.

And 1'll point out just a couple of things.
Certainly they | ooked strong at the alternatives and
added things that they thought were inportant. But
when they went out to a thousand feet, that wasn't for
the BLM That was so that they coul d gather a thorough
exam nati on of what the inpacts were going to be to
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everyone so that they could exam ne them and nmake sure
that they got past a point of reasonable concern so
that they could include that as part of their

del i berati ve process.

They' ve done their own outreach. They have a
di scretionary process that is their own. They can nake
choi ces on their own about what they intend to do, and
they' ve made themclear so far that E1 is what they've
decided to do. Now, they al so have a deliberative
process that will change if they want to change it in
these | ast steps. Now, let's wal k through what that
m ght | ook |i ke.

Certainly they'll have to reconcile the fact
that the preferred alternative that's stated in the EA
m ght need to change. They have to align thensel ves
wth this Commttee if -- and the Comm ssion if they're
going to build this route, because there are no
alternatives al ong any these considerations that don't
cross the BLM Everything crosses the BLM at sone
poi nt .

Q Are you speaking now to the possibility that
the Comm ttee would select a western route and what
t hat woul d pronmpt BLMto do or not to do?
A. (BY MR WARNER) Yes, that's right.
So they will have to align thenselves in sone
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respect, and that process may take a couple of fornms.
They may choose to -- and probably they will rewite
sonme of their EAif they agree that the Committee has
made the right decision. And they nmay not agree. Then
they will also likely go out for public comment again,
and they wll listen to that public coment and factor
that into the decision making that they intend to do in
the future. That nay take sone tine and wll -- and
may take a life of its own. So those are the

consi derations that they will take, and they take those
seriously and deliberatively, and so we can expect

t hat .

Let ne nove to Mohave County. Mohave County
and the Cty, I'll conbine themtogether, on the early
days of the project were al so deliberative and
t hought ful and they engaged thensel ves regularly. W
went out on a tour with them on buses to exam ne
different parts of the route in the early days. They
were together in those buses, the Cty and the County,
conmm ngled. W went out and | ooked on western routes
and on eastern routes and pointed at things, and they
t houghtfully considered all of the things that were
goi ng on.

And because it was a deliberative process in
that tinme, it wasn't a surprise to ne that the Cty
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devel oped a resolution that declared that the eastern
alternatives were preferred. | was al so not surprised
that the County didn't do that. They have conpeting
interests on both sides, and naybe coni ng out
officially for one or the other wasn't necessary for
their point of view. But they were engaged and t hey
were thoughtful. They weren't hasty.

Il think it is easy to | ook superficially at
this project and identify a table that sort of supports
a particular point of view, but |I think you' ve already
concluded that this project has a |ot of details that
need to be exam ned and thoughtfully considered. And
that's why you're a deliberative body that can get into
the details and thoroughly exam ne t hem

Let nme touch on the residences. The
resi dences are a primary concern and consi derati on of
i mpacts and al so what is going to happen. M. Beck
al ready tal ked about private |land, which is of concern,
of course, but the difference is private land that's
pl anned for commercial purposes and needs hi gh doses of
el ectrical energy is one thing, residences are
different. Residences are nore fragile in sone
respects froman infrastructure and can be supplied
w th distribution Iines.

On the western side we saw testi nony of
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sonebody that had a canera in his hand and he was at
the edge of the Cerbat Foothills Recreation Area. Now,
the Cerbat Foothills Recreation Area is a unique
facility. |It's managed for recreation, roadl ess area.
It's managed for scenic beauty. Having a house near
that area is a unique circunstance. There isn't a

pi cket fence between those honmes and -- those platted
hones and that Cerbat Recreation Area. There's
not hi ng. They can walk directly onto that property
fromtheir area. So the consideration about an

exi sting honme or existing platted hones that people
have bought to be adjacent to that, |I'm positive that
that's a very deliberate choice that they nmade for that
particul ar environnent.

I think fromthe other aspects of the
alternatives in terns of environnental considerations,
many of the environnental considerations slightly and
uni nportantly favor one or the other. But | think it's
i mportant to consider the deliberative process that
went through selecting E1l. Thank you.

Q As a panel, | don't know who wants to wei gh
in here, but | think it's inportant for the Commttee
to hear, in terns of whether it's ranking or -- how you
grade the western routes. |If the Conmttee were to
sel ect a western route, are they all the sane in terns
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of either one -- and nmaybe just fromthe perspective of
BLM s reaction to one route versus another, do either
of you have an opinion? M. WAarner, you can start
there, or M. Beck, it |looks |ike you have your pointer
out, you're ready to start in terns of grading 1, 2, 3,
and 4 in terns of what we would anticipate BLM s
reaction to if the Commttee were to go that direction?
A (BY MR BECK) Yes. |If the Commttee takes
the position to go with a western route, our order of
preference would be W, then W8, then W2, then W.
| nteresti ng how our nunbering system-- we're going in
backwards order, but that's how it turned out.

The reason for slight preference to W and WB
is we elimnate sone of the edge pieces going al ong
BLM so it reduces the anobunt of encroachnent into BLM
land. It's at least a couple mles less if we go on
either 3 or 4, and so hopefully that woul d reduce the
risk of being forced into a full EIS and a BLM corri dor
rehash or relook in their RWVP.

My big concern is that there is enough public
opposition on the west that we go with those routes, it
gets into the BLM process, | fully expect that BLM wi ||

rei ssue the EA for comment, that they won't sinply say,

well, we're naking a different selection in their
Record of Decision. | think they wll go back, redraft
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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and reissue the EA, get public comment. And all it
wll take is a few of those nenbers of the public on
the west side to say to BLM you need to redo the
corridors analysis, and then we're tal king potentially
years of EIS process.

Q I'"msorry to interrupt you, but why would --
why woul d nmenbers of the public say, redo the corridor
anal ysis? What would be the reason for themto urge
t hat ?

A (BY MR BECK) For one thing, it would del ay
the project. And in the RVMP process it nmay cone out
fromBLM that, no, we don't want an additional BLM
desi gnated corridor west of the Cerbat Foothills area,
that you' ve already got one, use that, don't do any
nore. So if nothing else, it will delay the project,
del ay the process, and fromthe honeowner's standpoi nt
at |l east delay their future viewof aline if that's
their big concern.

So I think there's sone risk to that. But
again, any of the western routes are buildable. W can
build them But in order of preference | would say W
on down to WL woul d be the order of preference.

Q And that ranking is based on you believe that
4, 3 is an easier path for BLMto adopt as opposed to 1
or 2, is that right?
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A (BY MR BECK) That's ny opinion. | think
it's a tradeoff between the public outcry from goi ng on
nore private | and versus using the public | and. But
froma BLM perspective, | think there's at |east |ess

risk that we get forced into a full EIS.

Q And yet I'mrecalling public coment where a
nunber of folks said, I"'malong 3 or I'"malong 4, |
don't want it there, right? So you nay have nore -- 3

or 4 may be easier froma BLM perspective; it may be
harder in ternms of a public response?

A (BY MR BECK) That's true. | nean, the
overwhel m ng public response was, go east. So if
you're not going to go east, then on the west who do
you cause a problemfor? Yeah, it's a tradeoff.

Q M. Warner, did you want to add anything to
M. Beck's opinion on the ranking of routes in the west
fromthe BLM s perspective if they were asked to change
their position and adopt a western route as their
preferred route?

A (BY MR WARNER) | share his opinion. |
think that that's probably right. There are sone -- |
think that the -- | think the BLMw Il listen carefully
to inpacts to the residences by choosing that. But as
we're tal king here and di scussing that deliberative
process that we're doing intellectually, they' Il have
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to do their owmn. And so they'll have to align
themsel ves ultimately with the CEC, and it's possible
that -- it's possible that they could go through
another iterati on of maybe choosi ng another alternative
that was nore favorable. But | agree with M. Beck.
Q Anyt hi ng that any of you would |ike to add or
mention at this stage before we cl ose our case and
we' re done?
A (BY MR BECK) Not from ne.
A (BY MR WARNER) No.
MR. DERSTINE: Any questions fromthe
Comm ttee before we close the evidence fromthe
applicant's perspective?
CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Drago.
MEMBER DRAGO. Yeah. Thank you
M. Chai r man.
To anyone on the panel, if we were to choose
El, you nentioned Box Canyon, future devel opnment,
residential, viewoints. To the west, if | recall
woul d be the line. Were are the Hual apais, which way?
MR. BECK: They are southeast of Box Canyon.
MEMBER DRAGO. Ckay. So you could plan a
devel opnent such that if fol ks preferred their backyard
to face the Hual apais, you could then point to the
sout heast of the Hual apais, right?
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MR. BECK: There would be ways to do that. |
mean, it mght reduce the nunmber of hones that would
have that view It's all in placenent. But for the
nost part, yeah. That's what M. Cunni ngham has told
us, that he thinks that the mllion-dollar views are a
view towards the Hual apais. And so you would get the
maj ority of your hones to look in that direction wth
their primary vi ews.

MEMBER DRAGO. That was ny question. Thank
you.

MR DERSTINE: Well, with that, we will rest
our case and cl ose our evidence.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Very good.

MR. DERSTINE: | have a short closing. |
hope it's short. If I could ask for a short
restroom-- nmorning restroombreak. It doesn't have to
be | ong.

CHW. CHENAL: W can do that. Let's take a
short break. | was going to suggest it at some point
here before we actually dive into the deliberati ons.

So let's take a short break now and then we'll hear the
cl osing argunent and then we will begin the
del i berati ons.

(Of the record from10:09 a.m to

10: 32 a. m)

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
wwWwW. 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 L O

LS CASE NO. 188 VOLUME V 04/ 30/ 2021 873

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's go back on the record.
And M. Derstine, | think you' re prepared to give sone
closing comments. |[If there's anything else you need to
address before that, feel free.

VR. DERSTI NE: No, | think this is it, the
| ast pi ece.

I had a call fromone of ny kids |ast night,
ny daughter Geta. She's down in Tucson. And she
said, | want to cone up and see you this weekend. Are
you goi ng to be hone?

And | said, yeah. W'II|l be done and I'Ill be
back home in Phoeni Xx.

She said, howis it going?

And I won't share everything | said to her on

t he phone, but | said, you know, this is not an easy

case.
And she said, well, why isn't it easy?
And | said, well, you know, in many of these
transm ssion cases -- and |'ve tal ked wth her about
what | do -- you know, it's an easy choice, either the

Conmittee may not be presented with a choice or the
choi ce i s obvious.

You know, the |ast case you had for Tucson
El ectric Power down in Tucson was rebuil ding a WAPA
line, 64 mles of a WAPA |line. 99 percent of it was
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existing right-of-way. There weren't really any new
i npacts to residents or people or |and.

And | think the case you had before that was
in Flagstaff. That was a 500 kV Gen-Tie line up in
Navaj o County. There's nothing around. It went froma
solar project to the Cholla substation. No real issues
or inmpacts. | nean, it's inmportant for the Commttee
to understand the project and inpose the right
condi tions, but no real hard decisions to nmake.

I think this one, honestly, is different.

So what | told her was -- | said, this case
iIs -- the choice is that you have a route called the
eastern route. It's nostly on federal |and, but it

covers a big chunk of private | and, and that bl ock of
private land is owed by a famly. And the famly has
lived in Kingnan for a long tine and two of the famly
menbers live on the property, the rest of the famly
live el sewhere, Phoeni x or Houston or wherever.

The other route, the other choice, is, 'l
call it, the western route. And that al so covers
| argely federal |and, but also covers a bl ock, an area
and cones near to private honeowners, people who don't
own a lot of land, but own snaller parcels, an acre,
2 acres, and they live there.

And | said, you know, the big famly who
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lives -- who owns this block of |and on the east, they
don't want the eastern route. They want the western
route. And the folks who live out west, they don't
want the western route. They want the eastern route.
And | said, both groups, the famly and the people who
live out west, they're all going to benefit fromthis
project, but they don't want it near them and they
don't want to see it.

So Geta said, who do you want to w n?

And | said, well, I"mnot in the business of
pi cking a w nner. | said, the federal governnment, BLM
has sel ected the eastern route, and they have their
reasons for doing that. And | said, ny client, UNS
El ectric, the power conpany, they've al so picked the
eastern route. But, | said, it's not our choice to
make. | said, this Commttee has to make that choi ce.

And she said, well, how does the Conmittee
deci de?

And | said, well, they have to follow the
law. | said, there's a statute that gives them sone
gui dance on what they have to | ook at and what they
have to consider and how they apply it to each case.

And so by that tinme she was bored and said,

okay, well, 1'll call you later and I'lI| see you |l ater.
But what | raised with Geta, | have in front
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of you on the screen, 40-360.06. That says that the
Commttee "shall consider the followng factors as a
basis for its action with respect to the suitability of
either plant or transmission line siting plans.” So |
t hought maybe there's sonme val ue in going through these
and applying themto this case.

The first one is, existing plans of state and
| ocal governnent and private entities for other
devel opnents within the vicinity of the project. You
know, M. Warner covered | and use, existing |and use,
pl anned | and use. You know, the project does not
negati vely i npact any sort of existing plans.

Fish, wildlife, and plant life. M. Warner

testified that the inpacts fromthe biological wealth

are not different -- they're not significant, and they
don't vary significantly fromroute -- one route to
anot her.

Noi se em ssion levels and interference wth
conmuni cation signals. W've spent a fair anpunt of
tinme tal king about the concerns of the radio stations,
but power lines in proximty to radio stations are not
new. The condition -- the standard condition in the
CEC has been there for a long tine, | think as |long as
| ' ve been doing these cases. And it requires that, to
the extent there is interference, that we address it
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and make it right.

The conpany here, because this project does
have two radio stations in proximty to the eastern
route, has gone beyond that and committed to be
proactive. Not to wait until the project is built to
see if there's interference, but to use an RF
engineering firm consult with them at the design
phase, and get advice up front on the engi neering and
design of this project, or at |east the structures that
are close to those two radio stations, and to avoid
interference. And again, if there is interference,
we're going to have to deal wwth it and fix it and make
it right.

Proposed availability of the site for public
recreational purposes. You know, M. Warner, | think
in his comrents today, but it was throughout his |and
use testinony -- that Cerbat Recreation Area is -- it's
a bigdeal. It's an inportant area to -- it's an
i mportant recreation area to this area, to the fol ks
who live in this area, both froma view perspective --
we saw the folks in public comment with their iPhone
and the Cerbats behind them They | ook out onto that
space, that open space that's preserved by BLM and
it's an inportant part of what brought them here and
why they live where they do out in the west valley.

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
wwWwW. 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 L O

LS CASE NO. 188 VOLUME V 04/ 30/ 2021 878

But it's also an inportant recreation area for hiking,
nonnot ori zed recreation.

No i npacts to historic sites or structures or
archaeol ogical sites fromeither eastern or western
rout es.

The total environment of the area. W've got
Ki ngnan, we've got a city wth comercial and busi ness.
The eastern route goes through nmuch of that commerci al
and busi ness area, but then noves onto federal |and and
open space. The western route is focused nore on the
residential and open space, but al so covers federal
land as well. The environnent, you know, obviously you
take into account the Hual apais or the Cerbat
Recreation Area, the views that are there.

Techni cal practicability of achieving
proposed objective. That just neans, can you build it?
And we can build any of these routes. W can build the
eastern route, we can build the western route.

Estimated cost of the facilities. W had the
cost chart, we saw that. E1 is nore expensive by, |
think, a couple mllion dollars. But as M. Raatz has
testified, the benefit, one of the reasons for

selecting E1 is that it allows us to co-locate the

existing 69 with this new project. It allows the
conpany to then, for an area -- a 3-mle stretch that
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t hey woul d have to spend approximately $3 nmllion to
rebuild, to avoid those costs. So when you net out the
cost savings for rebuilding the 69 kV with the

co-l ocation against the other routes, they're roughly
the sanme. No significant cost difference between the
rout es.

Any additional factors that require
consi derati on under appliable federal and state | aws.
| think 9 goes to the issue of the federal permtting
process, the issuance of an EA, BLM s sel ection of the
eastern route as its preferred route. How nmuch wei ght
this Commttee gives to that factor is up to you, but I
think we can't overl ook the 1l1l-year process that was
i nvol ved, all the studies that were done, all the
public outreach that was done, and where the BLM came
out on their decision of selecting E1 as the preferred
route.

Can | go to the next slide, Jason? |[|'m not
going to ness wwth this clicker. O if you want ne to,
Il will. Ch, you got it. Thanks.

So that was (A).

(B) says, "The Commttee shall give speci al
consideration to the protection of areas uni que because
of biological wealth or because they are habitats for
rare and endangered species.” M. Warner has testified
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that the environnental studies show that, in terns of
rare and endangered species, there are no significant

i npacts. But as to endangered species or inportant
habi tats, that there's ways that, with the burrow ng
ow, for exanple, that we can span and stay away from
those areas and mtigate any inpacts to rare or
endangered species. And there are no significant

di fferences between the eastern routes and the western
routes with regard to the (B) factor.

(D) sinply just says that any certificate
granted by this Commttee shall be conditioned on the
applicant's conpliance wth ordi nances, master pl ans,
and regul ations of state, county, cities, or towns.

The ot her | anguage there says that if it is
going to violate or run up agai nst an existing
regul ation, then there's a process for making that
muni ci pality or that county a party to the proceeding
and deal wth that conflict between existing plans and
t he proposed project, but we don't have that here. The
proj ect doesn't conflict wth any existing plans of
cities or nmunicipalities.

Next slide. Thanks, Jason.

That takes us to 40-360.07(B). This portion
of the siting statute is really directed at the
Conm ssion. Wen you fol ks nake a deci sion and you get
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to the Comm ssion, what the Comm ssion should do wth
your decision. That |ast sentence is the operative

| anguage. It says, "In arriving at its decision, the
Comm ssion shall" --

But | want to note that we have case | aw from
the Arizona Supreme Court that says that this body, the
Commttee, also does the sane sort of bal ancing that
the statute, 07, says that the Conm ssion should do.

And that says, "In arriving at its, decision
t he Comm ssion shall conply with the provisions of
Section 40-360.06" -- those are the factors that we
just went through -- "and shall bal ance, in the broad
public interest, the need for an adequate, econom cal,
and reliable supply of electric power with the desire
to mnimze the effect thereof on the environnent and
ecol ogy of this state.”

So it's not a mathematic fornmula, it's not an
algorithmthat's going to spit out an answer, but it
gi ves you the nethodol ogy on how you address these
cases. You take the 06 factors and you bal ance the
need for adequate, reliable power with the desire to
mnimze the effect of the project on the ecol ogy and
the environnent of the state of Arizona, and in this
case, the ecology and the environment of this area, the
Cerbat Foothills, the city of Kingman, and the people
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who |live here.

Can | have the next slide, please.

H storically, and in ny experience, this
Committee really focuses on and gives priority to three
main factors. One is the inportance of public outreach
and coorment. Did you engage the public? D d you ask
t hem what they think about the project and what did
they say? The inpact on private |land. And the inpact
in particular on residents, people living in houses.

This was the chart that broke down the public
comment fromthe nost recent scoping phase. This is
2016, 2021. Yes, there's a lot of gray that didn't
necessarily check a box. But |I think as M. Beck
commented, it doesn't nean those fol ks didn't have an
opinion. And if we were to read through those pages
and pages and pages of comments, we'd probably get sone
nore granular information. But | wouldn't m sread the
gray as neani ng those people don't care. They do care.

But we had to cone up with a way and a natri x
totry to give the Conmttee the information on,
t hrough our public outreach what did the public say.
And you can see here in the nost recent -- or, the
early phase, I'msorry, this is 2007 to 2010, the
Phase 1, the early permtting phase, 81 to 9 said, we
don't want this route in the west. W want an eastern
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route. Pick an eastern route. W prefer the eastern

rout e.
The next phase --
Can you go to the next slide? There we go.
Phase 2 public comments, 32 to 13, three to
one still in the second phase of this project, people

who expressed a preference for a route said, pick the
eastern route. W don't want the western route.

So that's the public outreach. You know,
soneti nes we get involved in cases where we don't have
any sort of clear direction fromthe public on a route
preference. Either it's split or, just because of the
nature of the case and the routes we brought forward,
there's no clear public preference. But this is one in
which, tallying up the comments in which there was a
cl ear expression of a preference for a route, you have
a pretty strong tally of people who have said, pick the
eastern route. And BLMfoll owed that.

And inportantly, | think that whatever wei ght
the BLM pl aced on public outreach and public conment,

t he conpany put a great anmount of weight on that public
comment in going along with the BLM and sel ecting the
eastern route as its preferred. W have had the cl ear
message fromthis Commttee in the past, listen to the
public. Do what the public tells you. That that's an
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i mportant consideration. And we found that to be
critical here, and we placed a hi gh anount of

i nportance on those charts and the nunbers of fol ks who
expressed a preference and said the eastern route is
the better route.

Next sli de.

Next one is -- this is that chart that we saw
during the case, existing UNSE transm ssion |ine
easenent on private |lands for each alternative. This
is the slightly revised chart fromthe one that was in
the application. So it excludes the commbn area
alignnent, that is, the portion of the project in which
all the routes cone together, but it gives you the
breakdown of total mles of private |land that were
crossed by each alternative and the mles of existing
UNSE transm ssion line on that private |land. And then
the last colum is how much of the project is on
private I and wthout an existing transm ssion |ine.

So on that basis, El, the preferred route for
BLM and for UNSE in its CEC application, total mles
crossed are 5.3. 1.8 of those mles are within an
exi sting transm ssion |ine easenent, they'll either be
co-located or in the existing right-of-way for a
transm ssion line. That |leaves 3.5 mles on private
| and w thout an existing transm ssion |ine.
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But as M. Beck noted, in doing the
conpari son between E1 and the western routes, it's
i mportant to recognize that the E1 total is to sone
degree driven by the Cunni nghanm s choice. W consulted
extensively with the Cunni nghans, because we're
sensitive to the fact that we're crossing their | and,
and there was a | ot of communi cation and di scussi on
W th the Cunni nghans about where they wanted this |ine.

I f Uni Source just decided to select a route
and put it across the Cunni ngham s, they woul d have put
it in the existing easenent. They would have put it in
the existing right-of-way. And that nmeans that total,
the mles of existing UNSE transm ssion |ine easenent
on private |and, would have been |l arger than 1.8, and
the mles on private and wi thout a transm ssion |ine,
the 3.5, would have gone down. And those nunbers woul d
be then very close in terns of conparing private | and
I npacts between E1 and the western alternatives.

But again, the thing we did here is the thing
that this Commttee has directed us to do, and that is
work with private | andowners, work with fol ks who are
affected by your project, listen to them do what you
can to accommodate their concerns, their interests.

And we did that here, and that drove that nunber.
Because ot herw se, we would have put it in the existing
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alignnment. W have a line in Cook Canyon. W would
have put the line there. And we would have worked w th
t he Cunni nghanms, Patrick Cunni ngham s brother and his
cousin who live there, to span that area, to nove the
structures around to one side or another of those
hones.

But they told us they didn't want it there,
and so that drove the nunber, the 3.5 nunber of mles
of transm ssion |line on private |and w thout an
exi sting transmssion line up. So again, | would say
the private | and inpacts are fairly conparabl e when you
take that into account.

Next slide, Jason.

A piece, an inportance piece, | think, of the
private |l and inpacts are inpacts on resi dences, people
in homes. This chart shows the nunber of hones within
a hundred feet of each alternative, 500 feet of each
alternative, and a thousand feet of each alternative,
but al so breaks out how nany of those hones w thin each
di stance range al so have an existing transm ssion |ine.

So if you look at E1 at a hundred feet,
there's eight houses that are within a hundred feet of
El on that total segnent of line. Al eight of those
houses have an existing transm ssion |ine. Conparable
for the western routes, there's one nore house wthin a
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hundred feet. Not all of those nine houses on the
western routes have an existing transmssion line. W
and W2 have -- seven of the houses have an existing
l'ine, that means two of themdon't. W3, W, six and
five, so sone of those houses are going to get a new
transm ssion line if we're screening for 100 feet.

Wthin 500 feet, 28 houses are within
500 feet of E1, the preferred route. Al 28 of those
houses have a transm ssion line already w thin that
di stance. If you |look at the western routes, again,
nore houses within 500 feet and | ess hones have an
existing transm ssion line. So nore houses are
I npacted, and the houses that are inpacted don't have a
| ine outside their door near their property.

At a thousand feet nore hones are within
proximty to the eastern route than are the western
routes. E1 has 93 houses within a thousand feet. The
western routes range from79 on WB to -- and then 72
for Wi and then 66 each for WL and W2. But of the 93
homes within a thousand feet of El, the preferred, 92
of those already have an existing transm ssion |ine.

And this goes to the point that M. Raatz
raised in his testinony, that one of the objectives of
UNSE and TEP, in | ooking at these projects and buil di ng
projects, is to use existing right-of-way, use existing
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transm ssion |ines whenever possible. Don't build a
new | i ne sonewhere if you don't need to. And that's
what E1 does.

Next slide, Jason.

This is the sane slide that M. Raatz spoke
to. These are the reasons why UNSE sel ected E1 as the
preferred. |I'mnot going to go through all of it
again, but these are the factors and the consi derations
that the conpany had. The one bullet that's not there
is, as M. Raatz nentioned, the issue that | just
touched on. It's using existing right-of-way, using
existing transm ssion lines to place this new project
to mnimze and reduce the inpacts and putting a new
line next to fol ks who didn't have one and didn't
expect to have one.

Next sli de.

So as set forth in the CEC application, UNSE
Is requesting a CEC for the preferred route, EI1,
500-foot corridor, 125-foot right-of-way. But the
reality is, this Commttee can sel ect any of these
routes. W brought themall forward. W brought al
of the routes, all six of the routes that were
consi dered by BLM to this Commttee for you to nake
your own decision. W thought that was inportant.

We didn't try to presel ect, even though there
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was sone early discussion, well, BLM has selected E1 as
the preferred. Shouldn't we just bring that one
forward and maybe one of the western routes or play it
of f against an alternative? | said, bring them all
forward. Let the Conmmttee see and eval uate all of

t hese routes and have a choice. And you have a choi ce.

What | would say is that if you were to
choose a western route, | would not do what
M. CQunninghamtold you to do. | wouldn't tell the
people in the west, we've selected a western route
because t he Cunni ngham fam |y has done enough for
Mohave County. The Cunni ngham fam |y has been here a
long time, they own a lot of land, they' re well
connected, they've held governnent positions, they sell
wat er i nexpensively to the steel plant.

Those are not factors for this Committee to
consider. The fact that the Cunni nghans owned a | ot of
| and and 30 years ago the federal governnent forced
themto sell land for 140 has nothing to do with the
consi deration and the decision this Coommttee has to
make. And | think you'd be doing a disservice to this
Comm ttee and to your process to | ook to those factors.
And | guarantee you the folks in Golden Valley could
give a lick about what the Cunni nghans have done and
that's a reason why they should have a transm ssi on
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line on their side of the valley.

I think what you have to do and what you
should tell the folks in the west, if you're going to
pick a western route, is we applied the law. W | ooked
at the factors. W did the balancing that the statute
requires. And this Commttee decided, using all the
testinony and the evidence before it over these four
days of hearing, we decided that we disagree with the
BLM We disagree with UNS. W think the western route
is better route. And that's a decision you can make.
And i f you nake that decision, we'll have to go back to
BLM and see what happens. But | think your deci sion
has to be grounded in the | aw and what the statute
says.

You know, what you do is not easy, but it's
i mportant, and we appreciate it and we thank you.
That's it.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thanks very nuch.

Now we begin deliberations, and this is going
to be interesting. |[|'ve given sone thought on the best
way to handle this, and | think what we should do is
decide first the route. Because sone of the conditions
that will be under consideration don't apply to the
western route, but they do to the eastern route. So |
think we should start there and deci de.
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And so |'mgoing to suggest that we start, as
we always do, with the two forms of the CEC up on the
screens. The left screen would have the draft CEC
proposed by the applicant with a few changes that |
have for consideration and with sone additi onal
| anguage that was added that is the coll aborative
effort of the applicant and M. Cunni nghamto di scuss.
And agai n, those additional conditions would not apply
if the route goes to the east, so -- to the west.

So let's put those two up on the board. And
M. Derstine, help nme decide which exhibit nunbers we
want these to be, the starting formand then the ending
form

MR- DERSTINE: | think we're on Chairman 3
and 4 at this point. So the left screen could be 3 and
the right screen could be 4, the final version being 4.

CHW. CHENAL: So we'll say Chairman's 3 or 3

and Chairman's 4 or 4. 3is what we start wth, and

that will remain static. 4 will be a docunent that
w |l be changed as we go through it. And when we end
up with it and we vote, that will be the -- that wll

becone the CEC if we grant it.

| want to nake sure that the Menbers that are
virtual can see both of the -- both forns. And
hopefully the left will be 3 and the right wll be 4.
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MR MOELLER |I'm putting those up right now
for them

CHW. CHENAL: Gkay. G ve hima second.

And whil e that's happeni ng, ny proposal to
the Commttee, and |I'm open to suggestions, ny proposal
to the Commttee is that we kind of go through,
Commttee Menber by Conmmttee Menber, and ask for their
prelimnary thoughts on the route. Not binding,
because maybe their views will change as they hear
ot her coments fromother Commttee Menbers, but kind
of a prelimnary view. And | would start with the
nmenbers that are virtual, and then we'll finish with
t he ones here.

So let's start with -- we'll get down to that
| anguage. And when we get to the | anguage of the CEC
where we have to decide, | think naybe that's when we
do that.

So who's the nmaster scrivener here?

MR. DERSTINE: M. QOdisho wll be doing the
edits on the fly and --

I'mnot sure | know how to pronounce Stacey's
| ast nane.

M5. M KULOVSKY: M kul ovsky.

MR. DERSTINE: M kul ovsky, did | say it
right?
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MS. M KULOVSKY: No. M kul ovsky.

MR. DERSTINE: M. M kulovsky will be running
the left screen.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Well, thank you both
for helping. This is very inportant and this is how
we've done it. | think we've |learned that this is the
best way to do it. Especially when soneone is reading
the transcript, they can foll ow al ong and see the
changes.

So if on the left screen we could -- if on
Exhibit 3 we could scroll down to the first ful
par agr aph.

MR. BECK: M. Chairman, just for the record,
t he changes that you had proposed are highlighted in
yellow, so they stand out. And then all of the changes
that the applicant nade | ast night in preparation for
t oday show up in blue with no highlighting.

CHWN. CHENAL: GCkay. And thank you for that.
And sone of the comments | nmade are to highlight maybe
a previous condition or nunber within the CEC. And
let's just make the standard request that Gourjia, if I
may use your first nane, that those will all be renoved
as we go through.

So on the left screen we see the first
par agr aph on Page 1.
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MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: Were you going to poll the
Committee before we got into the CEC?

CHW. CHENAL: W can. | was going to wait
until we get to that part of the CEC, but we could do
it right nowif you'd rather.

MEMBER NCOLAND: | think so.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Because it's on the
next page, but we can do that.

So let's start with Menber Ri ggins.
Menmber Riggins, if we can ask you for your prelimnary
t houghts on whi ch route.

MEMBER RIGA NS: Sure. Thank you,
M. Chai r man.

Just real quick, I'mstill only seeing -- |
don't know about the other Menmbers who are virtual, but
| only see one. | don't see any side-by-side CEC.

MR MXELLER I'min process right now.

CHW. CHENAL: Al right. W were just
i nformed Jason is going to put that up.

MEMBER RIGA NS: Ckay. So, yeah. Thank you,
M. Chai r man.

Thank you, M. Derstine, for your closing. |
t hought that was inportant to go point by point through
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Title 40 of the Arizona Revised Statutes. It's
sonething that | do every hearing, | have it printed
out and | go through the considerations that we need to
make, so | think that's inportant to touch on those

hi ghl i ght s.

And |'ve prepared sone notes. As far as a
preferred route, to ne it seens that El1, which is the
preferred route by the BLM the preferred route by the
applicant, would be the route that |I would select. As
far as viewshed inpact, it does appear to actually be
the | east. Just because of the topography relative to
the flat to topography of Golden Valley and the
existing right-of-way that exists on the Ki ngman
portion of the eastern route, it does seemlike it
woul d be | ess inpact to the viewshed.

As far as the radio towers and any sort of
i mpact to conmmuni cations, as was testified by
M. Warner and M. Beck, the applicant is taking all
the necessary steps to mtigate any sort of
conmuni cation issues that may arise. And if they do
arise, that they will be handl ed al so in accordance
with the CEC conditions that we approve.

And | think nore to the point, there's an
existing BLM corridor, as was testified, the RW
utility corridor from 1993, which I think is an
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I mportant conponent, because it is an established
utility corridor by the federal governnent that exists.
And there is a utility that's currently in this
corridor, and El1 falls well within this utility
corridor, all portions of it.

So | think the existing corridor, existing
| and use plan is, again, a consideration that we need
to make pursuant to Title 40 of the Arizona Revised
St at ut es.

And then finally, public comment, which we
heard quite a bit, probably nore than, in the al nost
five years of being on this Commttee, that |'ve ever
heard, and | thought it was great. | think it's an
i mportant conponent that we do take very seriously and
we consi der very seriously.

And | understand the Cunni nghamfamly's
w llingness to work with the applicant to inprove the
vi ewshed, nove the line to a |ocation to where they
won't see it. There seens to be wllingness fromthe
Cunni nghamfamly to work with the applicant to
mtigate if the line did have to go across their
property and to work with themto nake sure that it
neets their needs as far as if it did have to go on
their property.

From everyt hing we' ve heard fromthe
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residents of Golden Valley, there is no -- there is no
mtigating the |Iine going anywhere near their property.
They just do not want it. So | think the overwhel m ng
support appears to be the E1l that is proposed by the
appl i cant.

So taking all those factors into effect, |
woul d support E1 as the preferred route for this
appl i cation.

CHW. CHENAL: Thanks, Menber R ggins.

Menber Branum can we get your thoughts on a
preferred route?

MEMBER BRANUM  Yes. Thank you, Chairnman.

And 1'd li ke to thank the applicant too. |
t hought it was very thorough, the pace and the
structure of the testinony, so thank you.

Il think primarily I would echo a lot of the
comrents nade by Menber Riggins. | have sonme notes
here. And | think one of the things that really stood
out to ne throughout the testinony or the inpression I
was given is that if the western route were to be
pursued, it's ny opinion that |lines on the eastern side
are inevitable or will eventually be needed to serve
future growt h in Ki ngnan.

And so as |'ve sat here and considered the
i mpacts and trying to weigh the cost of energy and the
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need for future infrastructure wth mnimzing that
ecol ogical inpact, | think E1 is the ideal choice. |

think there are benefits with the co-location, as

descri bed by the applicant. | have a concern, | think,
that -- you know, | kind of hinted at this or nenti oned
it, that over tine there will be |lines on that east
side. It's just a matter of tinme. And so if the

eastern route i s pursued now, ny hope woul d be that
we're mnimzing the inpact to the environnent for the
| ongest tine possible before further growth on the west
i s needed.

So those are the things |I've been thinking
about. | won't repeat the conments Menber Ri ggins
made, but | agree with what he had said. So thank you.
| appreciate it.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thanks for your comments.

Menber Gentl es.

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: |If you're with us, you're on
mute. If you're not with us, we'll nove on to Menber
Drago and cone back to you if you're able to join us

for this part. Doesn't |ook |ike Menber Gentles is

wth us.
Menmber Drago.
MEMBER DRAGO.  Thanks, M. Chairman. The
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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things that Menber Riggins said | had on ny notes as
well. Some of the things I'd like to highlight on sone
of those is the public opinion was very strong to E1,
and that was a weighting factor for ny vote, which wll
be E1.

The other thing is, the fact that you have
this existing power line that you can then inprove and
then al so provide for future growh in the north part
of Kingman, | think that's significant. You have a
city or town already under growh, and then to be able
to enable that even further through E1 | think is
significant. Because you already have a | ot of the
base utilities in the area, you have housing, you have
commercial, you have a | ot going on there, so | thought
t hat was significant.

The fact that the Cunni nghanms were able to
provide an alternative on their property | thought was
significant as well. The fact that they can conti nue
to build out the Box Canyon area and provide a nice
vi ewshed of the Hual apai Mountains is a nice factor as
wel | .

And | think that's about all | wanted to
comment on. Thank you, M. Chairman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you, Menber Drago.

Menber Grinnell.
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MEMBER GRI NNELL: Thank you, M. Chairnan.

Being new to this process, it's been quite an
education, that's for sure. |'ve been through sone
NEPA process evaluations. And the old adage is, if
bot h sides are unhappy with a decision, then you
probably did it right. [It's just the way it is.
Conprom se has to be net. Wth respect to that, I
think M. Cunninghanmis willingness to conprom se and
work with the applicant is a significant novenent
toward a resolution.

I do have sone concerns with the public
hearings, though. And this is not directed at the
applicant. |I'mnore concerned with the public
officials showng up at the last mnute to nake a
decision. | was |like, you ve known about this for how
many years? Mre inportantly, they have the newspaper.
| know they read it; they're politicians. They can't
help it. |If their name is not in it, they're upset.

So I'mreally leaning toward E1. | wll say

that | think the west side seens to be a nuch easier

dig, if you will, as far as putting this up. And to
sonebody else's -- | think M. Drago's comment about
having -- the utility is going to span both sides of

this region anyway at sone point, and how that's
directed will be up to future deci sions.
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So ny prelimnary support goes to E1 with ny
backup support for W at the applicant's suggesti on.
Thank you, sir.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thanks, Menber Ginnell.

Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NOLAND:. Thank you, M. Chairman.

My choice is W, and I'd like to tell you
why. | think that on the west side there are nore
exi sting plans for devel opnent, nore platted sites on
the west, and we've al so heard previously of a planned
30, 000- hormre devel oprent .

The total environment of the area, biol ogical
resources, all of that, that's pretty nuch the sane.
Cost for acquisition for right-of-way is the | owest on
WL of all routes. |It's the second | owest total cost,
overal |l cost, on the west routes.

It's possible that there will be additional
time that it will take to get approved by BLM Maybe
it would have to go through a whole rework of it, we
don't know. But there's been no testinony on the
absol ute i mMmedi ate need for this project.

On the findings of fact and concl usi ons of

law, it's pretty much a wash on all routes.

There is a -- it's inevitable that there is
going to have to be a line on the west side. It is
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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going to develop, and there aren't the |lines out there
to accompdate the future growth and devel opnent. And
bottomline, the viewshed is | ess of an inpact because
of the topography on the west side.

I ook at the public coment, and we heard
about the charts, the charts fromover 14 years, that
were nore people, lots of people, vocal people not
wanting this on the west side. But now we get to the
charts from 2016 to 2021. WMore people on that chart
have not wanted the east side and | ess peopl e have cone
out to say they didn't want the west side. So the
nunbers have risen on those that don't want the east
side and they've declined in the nunbers that don't
want the west side.

This has been a difficult case. 1've been on
this Commttee for 12 years. And | amfamliar with
this area, | travel through it all the tine. Mbst of
t he devel opnment and popul ati on has been on the east
side, and | think they will be inpacted by the view of
the towers. No matter who suggested where they are,
they're going to be inpact.

| really, fromny experience and background,
bel i eve that the devel opnent is going to be to the
west, not to the east, because of topographical
constrai nts and pl anned and platted already -- planned
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and already platted I and on the west side. So again, |
am goi ng to be supporting West Option 1.

CHW. CHENAL: Thank you.

Menber Pal ner.

MEMBER PALMER  Thank you, M. Chairman.

| find -- as | look at this, I'mrem ni scence
of -- | spent 20 years as a county supervisor in a
rural county, where constituents are nore than just
constituents, they're your friends, they're people you
see at church, they're people you see at your Kkids'
bal | ganes, at the store, and subsequently, the many
years on this Commttee. Mre tines than | care to
t hi nk about, |'ve been put in a position to have to

pick winners and | osers. And sadly, in sone of those

i nstances, | lost friends over those deci sions.
But what | found was, if | let nmy guiding
i ght be what | honestly believed was the best outcone,

was the best final solution, then things just seened to
work out better. And did | ever lose friends over
t hose decisions? Sadly, it happens.

But we have -- this has been a difficult
case, and we've heard very strong feelings on both
sides of where this route should run. W' ve heard from
people who this line will go through their yard,
basically, wwthin a few feet of their house, wthin
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40 feet of their house. And | put nyself in their
position, and that's concerning. |If that were ny yard,
| woul d have strong feelings as well.

| certainly understand the feelings of the
Cunni ngham fam |y and the radi o stati ons.

So putting all the personalities aside,
putting the friendshi ps aside, and | ooking for what I
honestly believe is the best final outcone of this,
what will serve the nost i medi ate need as far as
| ooking into the future, which is what we do on this
Committee quite often, we |look into the future and what
those needs are going to be and we bal ance that with
the cost of doing it, it's ny belief that the nost
i mmedi ate need to bal ance the inpact wll cone through
t he east route.

| believe there are going to be needs in the
west, and |'ve watched that area grow over the years as
|*ve travel ed through on nunerous occasions. And there
is growth out there. It's not fast growh, but it's

grow h. The population is not dense, it's very sparse,

but it's comng, and there will be future needs out
t here.

But | think the needs that wll serve the
nore i medi ate need, that wll be the best build as far

as using existing infrastructure, using the ability to
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co-locate lines, the ability to use the corridors that
have been established by the BLM and the existing
corridors that the utility conpany has, it's ny belief
that the east route will be the best final solution,
and prelimnary that's where ny support is at this

poi nt.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you, Menber Pal ner.

Menber Haeni chen.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Thank you, M. Chair nman.

MEMBER GENTLES: M. Chairman, the audio is
breaki ng up for us on the call.

MR. MOELLER:  Yeah, we just had an Internet
notification on our end that said the Internet is
affecting our stream So just hold for one nonent.

CHW. CHENAL: W were just informed by the
technical crew that there's been a disruption in the
| nternet service up here. So hopefully that will go
away and you'll be able to hear us again. Can you hear
us now, Menber Gentl es?

MEMBER CGENTLES: Yes, | can hear you clearly.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Menber Haeni chen.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Yes. Thank you,

M. Chai r man.

I've been on this Commttee a |long tine,

starting out when I was actually an enpl oyee of the
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State, now as a nenber representing the public. |
doubt if we wll ever have a case on this Commttee
t hat doesn't have vi ewshed i ssues. Let's face it,
these facilities are large, they're visible, and all
you can do is to try to mnimze the inpact.

That being said, | believe the east route is
t he best because the eastern part of this whole fracas
has been pretty well developed for a long tine. Not to
say there won't be nore, but | believe the Col den
Vall ey project is going to be built out, it wll

probably take 20, 25 years to conplete it. But I

honestly believe that new -- prospective new residents
of that build-out will have the sanme opinion as the
vi gorous testinony we've heard -- not testinony, but

comments fromcitizens that are already in that
facility.

Anot her point that | wish to nake is that
going away from El, or eastern routes in general, I
honestly believe will result in a protracted, clunsy
time period of federal governnent bureaucracy
reentering the picture, and that is going to result in
a trenmendous del ay.

The final thing I'd like to say is, |'ve
known Ed Beck for a long tinme, and I have great
confidence in his integrity and | value his judgnments
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on things. And with that, I wll say that |'m
definitely going to vote for the eastern route.

The only last comment | want to make is
congratul ati ng Kat hryn for her usual wonderful job.

Thank you, sir.

CHW. CHENAL: | think we all echo that.

Kat hryn does a trenendous j ob.

Menmber Hamway. Oh, excuse ne. Menber
Hamvay, and then we'll go to Menber Gentl es.

MR MOELLER: May | interrupt just to be
certain that the participants on Zoom are able to see
and hear us well at this point?

MEMBER CGENTLES: Yes, | can hear you.

CHWN. CHENAL: GCkay. Menber Hamnay.

MEMBER HAMMY: All right. Thank you,
Chai r man.

And ny congratul ations to the applicant for
putting on an interesting case by and | arge.

And | agree with Menber Palner that | think
t hese decisions are hard, and when you represent | ocal
constituents they matter. You do run into these
people, and they will |et you know how t hey feel about
your deci sion.

So in that regard, | amlistening to the
board of supervisors and the Mayor of Ki ngman, because
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they're the ones that have to neet these people at the
grocery store and go to church with them and defend the
deci sion that they have nmade publicly. So how they
feel weighs in pretty heavily with ne.

And the 2008 resolution, you know, there's
only one current council nenber that's currently on the
council that was in there in 2008. And since we
haven't heard from Ki ngnan, ot her than the Mayor, and
she was speaking for herself, I'mjust going to kind of
set the City of Kingman aside and not really consider
too nmuch of what they offered.

And then as far as the BLM corri dor goes, you
know, originally this was going to serve the west, it
was going to serve the mne, it was going to serve
ol den Valley. And BLM just abandoned their own
corridor in the beginning for an easy run to satisfy
t hose needs.

And the fact that the County nor the Cty has
adopted these corridors gives ne a little pause.
Granted, there is existing utilities and all of that.
And | do -- and | do appreciate the applicant's effort
to use existing lines.

But on the other hand, the growh that is
driving this is really going to be Golden Vall ey and
the m ne and then that new Hual apai -- | probably am
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messi ng up the pronunci ation, but the Sky View on the
south end of the Grand Canyon. You know, those are the
things that are kind of driving it.

Because this is basically a
build-it-and-they-will-cone kind of application because
there's no -- | nean, everybody agrees it's necessary,
but nobody wants it in their backyard. And while |
appreci ate and understand the rallying of the people
from Gol den Valley, | also kind of have a red fl ag
because they all say the sane thing. They brought
nothing to the table in the formof a conprom se. They
basically just don't want to see it. They don't really
care about the recreation aspects of the Cerbat area.
And it's just basically they've got 80 people who cone
out and say the sane thing.

And so we were critiquing the el ected
officials because they were saying the sanme things that
the Cunni ngham famly had put forward. Wll, | can say
the sane thing for the Golden Valley 80 people who
showed up. They all said the sanme thing. There was no
open for conprom se. They just don't want to see it,
and they don't really care about the rest of the
valley. That kind of canme clear to ne.

So | am supporting WL, and | am doi ng t hat
because t he Mbhave energy demand has been 2.5 percent,

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
wwWwW. 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 L O

LS CASE NO. 188 VOLUME V 04/ 30/ 2021 910

and then the Golden Valley has already -- is already

experienci ng voltage issues and regulation. So | think

t hat serving and getting that devel opnent going -- and
| agree with Menber Noland. | think the growth is
going to be there, and | do believe that there will be
lines on all -- conpletely around that area.

So | am supporting WL now so that we can get
that built and supply the western part of the valley
before it becones even nore built out and there's nore
controversy.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you, Menber Hamiay.

Menber Gentl es.

MEMBER GENTLES: | too have had a real
chall enge with this case. It's been protracted, it's
gone on for nany years, it's been very confusing at
times, and it pits a comunity split in two, half
agai nst each other. And so that's just -- and to
Menmber Pal ner's point and Hamway, who have actual ly
served as elected officials, that is just a very
difficult situation that |I find ourselves in and | find
nyself in. So it's just been a confusing case for a
mul titude of reasons.

Now, to our newest nenber, this is one hell
of a case to cone in and start on, that's for sure. So
you |l earned -- you have got up to speed imedi ately, so
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you can thank the applicant for that.

But | amtorn, in all honesty, between El1 and
WL. Let ne just share a coupl e of reasons why.

You know, | actually do favor E1, but |I'm
concerned about the private property rights of the
Cunni ngham famly and the others that exist along that
route. And the reason is because, as | understood it,
the reason why that |ine doesn't go closer and up 140
i's because of sone restrictions in the ADOT corridor
there, particularly when it gets to a certain pinch
point in the pathway. So really what has happened, in
my opinion, in that respect is that ADOI's needs have
trunped the private property owner's needs, and | don't
particularly agree with that.

But at the sane tinme, the western route, |
think, to all the -- and | don't need to repeat all of
t he reasons, but obviously the growh is going to be in
that area, there's going to be a need for sonme power to
that area in the future, but the challenge |I al so have
is that this is not an immedi ate need issue. This is a
future need issue, and we are kind of projecting what
the future need is going to be. And as we recall, this
project started out with a very specific need, which
was the mne. That need has gone away, and now a new
need has been presented as a rationale for this.
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So for all of those things, I'"'mstill really
torn between E1 and WL.. |If | had to |lay down ny card
right now, I'd probably go with Wo. But | would
certainly love to see sone conprom se on that El1
corridor, particularly as it relates to noving cl oser
to the ADOT corridor along 140. But right now!l really
can't tell you exactly where |'mgoing, so that's the
best | can do for you, Chairman.

CHW. CHENAL: That's all right. You've got
about 10 m nutes --

MEMBER GENTLES: OCh, thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: -- before we get to that. No,
you probably have a little nore tine than that.

All right. Wll, | renenber as a young
| awyer, which is obviously years and years and years
ago, when | was, | think, trying nmy first jury trial.
One of the old partners told nme, never forget that the
jury collectively, not individually, but the jury
collectively wll remenber everything that is said and
present ed as evi dence.

And | think that hearing these very
i nsightful comments fromthe Menbers of the Commttee
confirns that point and drives that point hone. |'m
very i npressed, personally, with the comments and the
insight of the Conmttee and their explaining their
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positions. And | know that each could have gone on
| onger and in nore detail, but these are very, very
i nsi ghtful comments.

On ny part, I'"'mleaning towards E1, 'l tel
you, for the reasons that have al ready been said.
There's anot her factor that weighs in on ne; and that
Is, this has gone through an extensive process, you
know, with the BLM And | don't feel bound by that,
certainly we're not bound by that, but | think since
it's gone through such a conprehensive process | better
have a pretty good reason if I'mgoing to deviate from
that and deviate fromthe corridors that have been
est abl i shed.

And | can't cone up with a really good reason
to deviate. In light of the public opinion that's been
expressed favoring the east side, |I'mnot seeing
anything that draws ne away fromthe fact that it's the
preferred route. It seens to be -- at |east the
citizens who have appeared have vocalized that their
strong preference is for the east side.

And | can appreciate and understand the
reasons that have been expressed for the west side, and
certainly M. Cunni ngham has been very articulate in
t he reasons expressed.

But |, probably Iike a |ot of people, have
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given this a lot of thought, and it's not an easy
decision. It isn't. It obviously hasn't been easy for
the applicant. Fromthe get-go it was the western
route, and then it's the eastern route, and it's

obvi ously gone through its vari ous stages.

And, you know, if the federal process was
hel d today, who knows, it mght even deviate fromthe
deci sions that were nade, and the corridors that were
establ i shed years ago m ght be put in different
| ocati ons now than then. But as M. Derstine went
t hrough the factors, those are factors that we need to
at | east consider, and they weigh in ny deci sion.

So we're not bound by any of the prelimnary
t houghts that we gave. Certainly we will have anot her
opportunity to consider our positions. But | would say
at this point it seens that the E1 route is favored, at
| east prelimnarily.

| say we go through the CEC as we normal |y
do. And pretty quickly, Menber Gentles, pretty quickly
we're going to get to where we're going to have to do a
prelimnary vote on selecting a route. And even then,
even then as we go through then and continue with the
CEC, we're not doing a final vote. W won't do that
until the end. But | think pretty soon we'll do that
vote and cone up with one of the routes. And it won't

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
wwWwW. 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 L O

LS CASE NO. 188 VOLUME V 04/ 30/ 2021 915

be unaninmous, it |ooks like, and that's okay. And then
we'll continue on with the rest of the conditions and
then do a final vote.

So unl ess anyone feels differently, 1'd say
we dive into it right now and go back to -- on the |eft
remenber that's Exhibit 3, Chairman's Exhibit 3, and on
the right-hand screen will be Chairman's Exhibit 4.

Let nme nmake sure we have that for the fol ks
renotely. And | see that it |ooks |ike we do, and I
appreci ate that.

So on the left-hand screen --

MEMBER PALMER M. Chai rman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, Menber Pal ner.

MEMBER PALMER. Can | just throwa little
| i ght hearted nonent in here before we dig into the
heavy lifting? Sonmething | heard early on in ny
political career was that some of ny friends think the
answer should be A or in this case E, and sone ny
friends think the answer should be B, or in this case
W and | agree with ny friends.

CHW. CHENAL: Wll, let's see when we do the
final vote, Menber Palner, you don't |ose any friends.

All right. If | could ask Gourjia to fill --
okay, you've done that on Screen 4, the date.

So Page 1, Lines 18 through 24 of Exhibit 3,
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wth the dates bei ng added now, hearings through
April 30, April 26th through April 30th, any changes?
(No response.)

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

approve?

MEMBER GRI NNELL: So noved.

MEMBER PALMER  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: W have a notion and a second.
Al'l in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHW. CHENAL: And just to rem nd everyone,
this is just as to formnow. So we're just kind of
going through as to form voting on the form W won't
do the final substantive vote until the end.

And for the remaining |lines of Page 1, Lines
25 through 28, may | have a notion to approve?

MEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

CHW. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER PALMER  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's go to Page 2, Lines 1
t hrough 11. You'll see | added Menber Ginnell as one
of the Menbers of the Commttee. Are there any
changes?
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(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: If not, nmay | have a notion to
approve Page 2, Lines 1 through 117?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: So noved.

CHWN. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER GENTLES: Second.

MEMBER HAMAMY:  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: All in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHW. CHENAL: Thank you. Let's nove down to
Page 2, Lines 13 through, what can we see, through 22.

MEMBER PALMER. Mbtion to approve.

MEMBER GRI NNELL: Second.

CHW. CHENAL: W have a notion and a second.
Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you. And then Page 2,
Lines 24 through 27. Let's take a mnute to review.
Any further discussion?

(No response.)

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

MEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
wwWwW. 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 L O

LS CASE NO. 188 VOLUME V 04/ 30/ 2021 918

CHW. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHW. CHENAL: Thank you. Let's nove to the
top of Page 3, Lines --

This is comng up now, Menber CGentl es.

MEMBER HAMAMAY: Here we are.

CHW. CHENAL: Here we be.

-- Lines 1 through 11. |Is there any further
di scussion -- and nmaybe this is for Menber Nol and as
well -- any further discussion of at least Lines 1
t hr ough 8?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | nove those.

MEMBER HAMAMAY: "1l second.

CHW. CHENAL: W have a notion and a second.

And Menber Nol and, the sentence, "The
applicant plans to require a 125-foot ri ght-of -way
except as shown on the nmap attached as Exhibit A" is
t hat okay for now? W can al ways cone back.

MR BECK: M. Chairman, | think the
applicant actually has a typo in there. It should be
"acquire."

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, | was going to say
acquire, plans to acquire.
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So we have a notion and a second for at | east
Lines 1 through 5 on Exhibit 4. Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

MEMBER NCLAND: Are you going to ask about
opposed?

CHW. CHENAL: 1 through 5, Lines 1 through

MEMBER NCLAND: | understand. No. That
states that E1 is the preferred route, and ny vote is
no.

CHW. CHENAL: | think it says, "the federal
permtting process with BLMultimately sel ecti ng Route
El as their preferred route.™

MEMBER NCLAND: Ckay.

CHW. CHENAL: So | intentionally didn't go
down to Lines -- and |I'm now readi ng on Exhibit 4,
because the |ines and the pagi nati on changes. So I'm
going to |l ook at --

MEMBER NOLAND:. Can | explain nmy vote on
that, ny no vote?

CHWN. CHENAL: Sure.

MEMBER NOCLAND: One of the reasons on that is
| really am concerned that the BLM corridor was
sel ected 30 years ago and there's been no update to it
since then. And there are nany things that should

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
wwWwW. 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 L O

LS CASE NO. 188 VOLUME V 04/ 30/ 2021 920

cause an update, or a review at |least, and that has to
do wth devel opnent, topography, you nanme it. But ny
vote is still no.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Let ne go back and j ust
clean up the record a little. | think |I should have
stayed with Exhibit 3.

Let's have a notion to approve Page 3,

Lines 1 through 7 -- excuse ne -- 1 through 8. My I
have a notion to approve Lines 1 through 8?

MEMBER PALMER: So noved.

CHWN. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: All opposed say nay.

MEMBER NOLAND: No.

MEMBER HAMAMAY: No.

CHWN. CHENAL: GCkay. W have two no.

Now, the big question for Menber Gentl es.
The tinme has cone. |'mgoing to suggest that in
Line 10 -- and again, I'mreading fromExhibit 3 --
that "Route E1" be placed in there, just based on the
prelimnary comments nmade by the Conmttee. So Line --
"The Comm ttee has approved Route E1 for the Project.™
And we'll have further discussion.

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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Now, considering Exhibit 3,
11, nay | have a notion to approve, w

been added?

04/ 30/ 2021

Li nes 8 through
th "E1" having

MEMBER HAENICHEN:  [|'Il nove it.

MEMBER PALMER:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

(No response.)
CHW. CHENAL: All in favor

(A chorus of ayes.)

say aye.

CHWN. CHENAL: All opposed say nay.

MEMBER NCLAND: No.
MEMBER HAMMAY:  No.
MEMBER GENTLES: No.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you. Now, we have the

option of going into the conditions or
Exhi bit A, which is the map.
MEMBER GENTLES: M. Chair,

clarification.

di scussi ng

a poi nt of

CHVWN. CHENAL: Yes, Menber Gentl es.

VEMBER GENTLES: We have not

fully voted in

support of the route at this point, correct?

CHWMN. CHENAL: That's correct.

MEMBER GENTLES: W are just
Li nes 8 through 117

voting on

CHVWN. CHENAL: That's correct.

COASH & COASH, | NC.
wWWV. coashandcoash. com
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VEMBER GENTLES: And so there will be a vote

at the end of these conditions for the preferred route,

correct?

CHW. CHENAL: That's correct.

MEMBER GENTLES: Ckay. Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: Sure.

Maybe we continue to go with the conditions,
and then at the end we'll discuss the map. And agai n,

these are conditions that, unless you see a change,

t hese were proposed by the applicant. So Condition 1,
and I'mnot going to refer to the page and |ine
nunbers, because the conditions -- we can usually get
all of themup on the screen, each condition. My I
have a notion to approve Condition 17

MEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | seconded.

CHW. CHENAL: W have a notion and a second.
Any further discussion?

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, |'mjust
wondering if they need nore than 10 years, based on the
hi story of this project.

MEMBER HAMMY: Well, they said their
build-out is five years. So | think let's just keep it

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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at 10. | nean, it's gone on already for 13. Wat's

anot her --

MEMBER NOLAND: My point exactly.

MEMBER HAMAAY: | know. I
CHWN. CHENAL: M . Beck.

know. | know.

MR BECK: M. Chairman, 10 years is fine at

this point. W plan to build this project.

CHWN. CHENAL: GCkay. W have a notion and a

second. Any further discussion?
(No response.)
CHWN. CHENAL: | f not, all
(A chorus of ayes.)
CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

can get Condition 2 on the screen.

in favor say aye.

Let's see if we

And we can't. So

on Exhibit 3, Lines 19 through 28 and onto the next

page -- so we now have on the screen all of

Condition 2. May | have a notion to approve?

MEMBER HAMMY:  So noved.

CHVWN. CHENAL: And a second?

VEMBER NCOLAND: Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: | f not, all
(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

COASH & COASH, | NC.
wWWV. coashandcoash. com
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Condition 3. Here is one where | actually added and
suggested we include the Arizona State Land Depart nent,
because there was testinony that the project does touch
Arizona State Land. So | thought that they shoul d be

i ncl uded for purposes of notification and such in
conplying wwth the regul ations at |east where it
applies to Arizona State Land Departnent.

So with respect to Condition 3, we can't get
all of it up on the screen, but let's go from --
Condition 3, Lines 3 through 16, with the change
i ncluding Arizona State Land Departnent, may | have a
noti on to approve?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | nove approving it wth
t he change.

MEMBER HAMAMY:  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: W have a notion and a second.
Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: All in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you. Let's pick up the
rest of Condition 3. Now, yesterday | had asked and |
think 1'"mgoing to suggest we adjust a little nore
| anguage to what's on the screen as 3.6. Because | had
asked the applicant to cone up with a condition that

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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woul d make the neasures that were discussed in
Appendi x C applicable to the entire project. And I'm
afraid the way it reads is that those conditions would
apply -- those neasures would apply, but only on the
BLMland, so | would like to add the follow ng. After
"neasures,” add the follow ng | anguage: "For the
entire Project,” wth a capital P.

MR. BECK: M. Chairman, would it be down
| ower in that?

CHW. CHENAL: Yes, it would be at Line 17.
And again, |I'mlooking over at Exhibit 3. But on
Exhibit 4 it's on Line 17. And it would be a capital
P. And | think that captures the intent that | was
hopi ng, that we would have a -- that these conditions
woul d apply for the entire project, not just BLM I and.

So let nme see if | can get a notion to
approve Condition 3, Lines -- and again, |I'm/|l ooking at
Chairman's Exhibit 3 -- Lines 12 through 21, with the
addi tional | anguage that | just added. My | have a
noti on to approve?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: M. Chai r man.

MEMBER GENTLES: M. Chairman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, Menber GCentl es.

MEMBER CGENTLES: Well, 1'll |let beauty go
bef ore ne.

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Haeni chen.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Yeabh. Is this okay with
the applicant, this |anguage?

MR BECK: Yes, it's acceptable to us.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Gentles.

MEMBER GENTLES: M. Chairnan, it's just a
little bit difficult to read. Actually, let ne see if
| can -- let ne see what | can do here. Ckay. That's
alittle bit better. Thank you.

The chall enge is the blue -- the light blue
doesn't show up very well on Zoom here.

CHW. CHENAL: So if you see the red | anguage
on the left side of the screen, Menber CGentles, the

only thing that was added was the words "for the entire

Project."

MEMBER GENTLES: OCh, okay. Yeah, | see that.
Ckay.

CHW. CHENAL: So did | ask for a notion to
approve?

MEMBER DRAGO: M. Chairman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, Menber Drago.

MEMBER DRAGO. Yeah, sorry. This appears to
hammock under Departnent of Environnental Quality and
ADWR.  And working for ADEQ | don't know every single
regul ation, but I'mnot certain that would fit under

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
wwWwW. 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 L O

LS CASE NO. 188 VOLUME V 04/ 30/ 2021 927

the DEQ part and |I'mnot certain about ADWR. So |I'm
wonderi ng, should that stand al one as Nunber 4 and then
nove on? Because | don't think -- you know, DEQ
doesn't -- it's all the federal. W're a State agency.
So those requirenents about the Environnental
Assessnent, they're not dictated by ADEQ

CHW. CHENAL: |I'm |l ost, Menber Drago.

MEMBER DRAGO So go up a little bit. It
says --

CHWN. CHENAL: So why don't you just read
what you're --

MEMBER DRAGO So go up on the right screen
It said something about the followng. Gay. So
Number 3.3, "All applicable water use, discharge,” and
then it's -- | thought all of those underneath were
hammocked, so | was wong. Yeah, | think we're good.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Because this is a
standard provision we've had in the past 10 cases.

MEMBER DRAGO  Yeah, | thought those were
i ndented. | apol ogi ze.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NOLAND: Well, ny only concern is on
land that is not BLM I and, what happens if their
requirement is contrary to the State requirenents?

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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That's the only hesitation | have on this. Because |
think our State knows what's going on and what we need
to do for environnental quality and water resources,
wher eas BLM may not have as drilled down a requirenent
as we do.

CHW. CHENAL: So let's add a little | anguage
after "Project.” And put a conmma after "Project."”

M. ODISHO [|'msorry. Wat was that?

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's go on Screen 4 --
Exhi bit 4, Line 17. After "Project," where the cursor
is blinking, put a conma after "Project."”

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | nstead of the period.

CHWN. CHENAL: And then put, comm, "to the
extent not inconsistent wwth Arizona | aws and
regul ati ons. "

MEMBER DRAGO  Very good.

MEMBER NOLAND: M. Chairman, then | nove
t hat we adopt that | anguage from Li ne -- whoops, where
are we -- 17 through 21.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Motion and a second. Any
further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: All in favor say aye.

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you. Let's | ook at

929

Condition 4. Again, this is a standard condition. My

| have a notion to approve?
MEMBER PALMER: Mbtion to approve 4.
MEMBER HAMMY:  Second.

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

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you. On Condition 5,
this is -- again, | added this. |[|'mnot going to fal
on ny sword with it by any nmeans, but it was | anguage
from Case 187, Condition 5. So we included it then,
and | think it's good to include here, but | offer it
for just a proposal for your consideration.

So let me just do it |ike we've been doing.
May | have a notion toy approve Condition 5 with the
changes | nmade?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: So noved.

CHWN. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER PALMER:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

(No response.)
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CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Any opposed?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Nunber 6. The only change
you'll see there is | thought -- the | anguage that was
struck by ne was | anguage froma previ ous condition,
but it was specific to that case. And | didn't think
t hat | anguage was applicable to our case, so | struck
it.

So may | have a notion to approve
Condi tion 6?

MEMBER NOLAND: So noved.

CHW. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER GRI NNELL: Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: All in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you. Condition 7. My
| have a notion to approve?

MEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

CHWN. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's nove to Condition 8.
May | have a notion to approve?

MEMBER NOLAND: So noved.

MEMBER HAMAMY:  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: W have a notion and a second.
Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you. Condition 9.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: "1l nove 9.

CHW. CHENAL: Well, let's just -- if you
| ook forward, those of you who have the hard copi es,
and if you have received an e-nail with the suggested
conditions, you'll see that the applicant has proposed
a Condition Nunmber 17 which would be in addition to 9.
And M. Cunningham has -- |I'msorry. The applicant has
proposed a version of 17, and M. Cunni ngham has
proposed an alternative 17 that is -- deals with
remedi ation and interference with the towers. It may
be alittle out of place there. W can tal k about
nmoving it at a later point, but |I think that we can get

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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to that and then reconsi der 9.

But for now!l think 9 is okay for us to
consi der and approve, and then 17 will be actually an
addi tional one that will be even nore specific as to

i nterference. So let ne do this. Let me ask for a

noti on to approve Condition 9.
MEMBER HAENI CHEN: So noved.
CHW. CHENAL: And a second?
MEMBER HAMAMY:  Second.
MEMBER GENTLES: M. Chairman.
CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, Menber Gent
MEMBER GENTLES: So this condit

specifically to interference with the --

station?

CHWN. CHENAL: Actually, Menber
you'll see one -- and unfortunately, |I'm
don't have it. You'll see Nunmber 17 w |

specific to the AMtowers.
MEMBER CGENTLES: Can you scrol
me, please? M apologies. | don't have

copy in front of ne.

| es.
I on speaks

wth the radio

Gent | es,
sorry you

be nore

back up for

a copy, a hard

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, it isn't up, it's down.

MEMBER GENTLES: Yeah, | see.
"Applicant shall nmake every reasonabl e ef
CHWN. CHENAL: Right. And what

COASH & COASH, | NC.
wWWV. coashandcoash. com
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suggesting is naybe we take a | ook at the two versions
of 17, which, in effect, supplenent 9.

MR BECK: M. Chairman, relative to the two
17s, the applicant is fine with M. Cunni ngham s
suggest ed | anguage.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. The only difference --
well, okay. Could | ask to scroll down, yes, to the
second version. |'d ask the Commttee to | ook at 17,

t he one you see on Exhibit 3, which discusses that --
which is the one -- has the | anguage proposed by

M. Cunni ngham and the applicant has just said they
agree with it. So | think you read these two together,
9 and 17, and | think those together provide the
protection that | was | ooking for.

MEMBER PALMER M. Chai rman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yeah.

MEMBER PALMER  Just a comment. | like
M. Cunni ngham s version because. The first one said,
"Wwthin 500 feet." And | believe we were at |ike 550,
and that kind of lets themoff the hook.

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, | was wondering -- | was
going to ask a few questi ons about that, because it was
a condition without applicability because the cl osest
was 550, so it wouldn't have appli ed.

MEMBER PALMER. And we probably have a typo

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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there on the top line where it says, "fifteen five
hundred. "

CHW. CHENAL: Right. W'd strike the word
"five."

Let's do this. Let me suggest that we do
this, that we go back to 9 and approve it, and work our
way up to 17 and then adopt 17 with the changes that,
Menmber Pal ner, you suggested. So let's |ook at 9 again
and see if --

VEMBER HAMAAY: M. Chairman, | think
everything is covered in 9 in the Cunni ngham 17, with
t he exception of the five-year period of which records
wll be retained. | nean, everything else is kind of
i mpl i ed.

CHW. CHENAL: Well, ny only concern with
that is 17 is with specific reference to the towers,
the AMtowers. This is interference in general and
could be any residence along the line. 1It's a much
broader -- | think it's a nmuch broader condition.

MEMBER CGENTLES: GCkay. M. Chairman, that's
hel pf ul .

MR BECK: M. Chairman, if it nakes sense to
the Commttee, we could nove 17 up right after 9 just
so they're --

MEMBER HAMMAY: Toget her.

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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MR. BECK: -- consecutive.

CHWN. CHENAL: | was going to suggest that.

MEMBER GENTLES: That's a good i dea.

CHW. CHENAL: | was going to suggest that.

So let's deal with 9. May | have a notion
to approve -- | think we've already asked this, but a
noti on to approve?

MEMBER CGENTLES: So again, this,
M. Chairman, is just a general statenent, not specific
to the radio towers?

CHWN. CHENAL: Exactly.

MEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

CHWN. CHENAL: W have a notion. My | have
a second?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Motion and a second. Any
further discussion on 9?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: If not, all in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Now if we coul d nove
M. CQunninghamis 17 right after 9.

MEMBER CGENTLES: M. Chair, | have a
questi on.
CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, Menber GCentl es.
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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MEMBER CGENTLES: So the mtigation efforts,
do these kick in pre construction or post construction?

MEMBER HAMAMAY: Post .

MEMBER NOLAND: Post .

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, I'mthinking post. |
don't think you could have interference unless --

MEMBER GENTLES: Well, | wunderstand.

CHW. CHENAL: -- unless they're going to
analyze it. There's probably sone analysis that could
be done ahead of tine for potential interference.

MEMBER GENTLES: Yeah, | understand that.

One of the things we heard clearly through the

testi nony of our -- of the general public was that they
wer e concerned that once -- you won't know what kind of
interference occurs until after construction is done,

and then the mtigation i ssues would be put in place.
That was ny concern or the basis of nmy comrent.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NOLAND: | think it says during the
operation of the project, not the construction of the
project. It's pretty --

CHWN. CHENAL: And where is that? |1'msorry,
Menber Nol and.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: What |ine?
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CHW. CHENAL: Wiat line on the |eft screen,
Menber Nol and?

MEMBER NCLAND: Well, now you're confusing
me, because we've noved them all over.

MEMBER DRAGO. 5, | think it is.

CHWN. CHENAL: Onh, yes.

MEMBER NOLAND: On the previous -- on
Nunmber 9 it says during the operation of the project,
and it's very specific about that. So do we --

MEMBER CGENTLES: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: Do we need to be as specific
in the new Nunber 107

CHW. CHENAL: And I think -- to your point,
| think if you |l ook on the left screen for Exhibit 3,
Line 5, it discusses that there will be "no materi al
adverse inpacts to the AMtower or to public safety
when both the radio tower and the Project are in
operation.™

MEMBER NCLAND: Ckay.

MEMBER CGENTLES: So M. Chairman, again, you
know, sonetines | mght be a little slow on the uptake.
So does that nean that they are going to work to
mtigate those i ssues before operati on commences?

MR. BECK: M. Chairman.

CHWN. CHENAL: M. Beck.
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MR. BECK: | have a suggestion for some words
that m ght help with this issue.

CHWN. CHENAL: Sure.

VR. BECK: So in that -- the first |ine of, |
guess it's new Nunber 10, second sentence, "Applicant
shall, at its own expense, performradiofrequency
studies prior to construction to show that the
Project's location,” so on and so on.

CHWN. CHENAL: So after the word "perfornmed"
you woul d add the words "prior to construction"?

MR BECK: "At its own expense," add the word
"perform"” scratch "ensure.” So it wll say, "perform
radi of requency studies," scratch "are,"” and say, "prior
to construction to show that the Project's |ocation
parallel to" -- well, then the "parallel" doesn't
fit -- "within 1500 feet of the transm ssion line
results in no material adverse inpacts to the AM
t ower."

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: So you need to scratch
"are" and "perforned," correct?

MR, BECK: Correct.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: And then take that "five"
out of there on Line 3.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman.

CHW. CHENAL: This word as well needs to
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conme out, | think.
MEMBER PALMER:  Yeah, that needs to go.
MEMBER NOCLAND: | have a little problemw th
that. They're only going to do it before they
construct the tower?

MEMBER PALMER. No. | think if you read on,

MEMBER GENTLES: Yeah, 1'd |ike to see what
the rest of it says, because | think I have a sim|lar
concern as Menber Nol and.

CHW. CHENAL: On the right-hand side can we
see the rest of -- is it possible to reduce the size so
we can see it all on the screen, on the right screen?

M5. ODISHO Yes, | can reduce the size.
Whoever is virtual, it mght get smaller for them

CHWN. CHENAL: Right.

VEMBER CGENTLES: Ch, boy. Yeah, we can't
read that.

CHWN. CHENAL: Can you neke it a little
bigger? W're working on it.

MEMBER NOLAND: |'ve got a question. Are we
doing the first 17 or the second 17?

CHW. CHENAL: W' re doing the second 17.

But let's get 10 blown up so the Menbers on
the virtual can see it. GCkay. Let's take a nonent to
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read 10 as it now reads.

MEMBER CGENTLES: Can you scroll just a little
bit left -- no -- scroll right so the left side shows
up? Yep, that's good.

MEMBER NCLAND: And M. Chairnman, ny concern
is elimnated with the | anguage on the second 17 that's
now becone 10.

CHW. CHENAL: And what's the concern?

MEMBER NOLAND: It was that -- it was before
it was constructed, not during operation. But that
| anguage is in the second 17.

MEMBER DRAGO. Yes, it's in there.

CHWN. CHENAL: So what we see up on the
screen in Exhibit 4, Paragraph 10, which was previously
M. CQunni nghamis 17, so 10, let's look at that and see
if that is acceptable to the Comm ttee.

VEMBER GENTLES: |"mconfortable with it,

M. Chair.

MEMBER PALMER. |If there's no objections,

'l go ahead and make a notion to approve to get the
di scussi on.

MEMBER DRAGO  Second.

MEMBER GRI NNELL: M. Chai r man.

CHW. CHENAL: Menber Ginnell. And |
actually do have a questi on about the | anguage.
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There's sonething that's not right there.

MEMBER GRI NNELL: Yeah, forgive ne. |I'm
| ooking at this. | think there needs to be a distinct
clarification or inclusion of pre con, operation, post
construction tinme periods.

CHWN. CHENAL: That's exactly what | was
going to say, and I'lIl show you why. So we say
applicant is going to performthe studies prior to
construction to showthat it will result in no materi al
adverse inpacts to the tower or to public safety when
both the radio tower and the project are in operation.
We're tal king about preconstruction, but then it seens
to blend in the post operation, which we also need to
include. So sonmething is not right there.

MR BECK: M. Chairman, relative to the

ongoing issue, | think it kind of falls back to
Nunber 9. So we do -- for the radio station
specifically we wll do the studies prior to identify

any concerns or issues. Once it's in operation, 9 is
still applicable.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Ri ght .

CHW. CHENAL: O we could also add sone
| anguage after "prior to construction, and thereafter
as necessary," after the word "construction."”

MR. BECK: The applicant woul d be open to
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that, as long as there's a tine elenent involved in
that. So up to within a year of construction, after
constructi on.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Coul dn't you just take the
10 out of there and neke the whole thing 9?

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Haenichen, | think this
iIs specific to the radio towers. The other relates to
interference of residential units and everything el se.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: True. True. Right. Good
poi nt .

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's try M. Beck's | anguage,
"prior to construction and within a year after,"” let's
say, "operations begin," commma.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: The radi o stations won't
be happy with a whole year. Wat if it screws up their
transm ssion right away?

MEMBER PALMER: No, this is within a year.

MR. CUNNI NGHAM  How about just sayi ng, "and
duri ng operations.™

MR, BECK: Well, the intent of that | anguage
isjust tolimt the radio station's ability to cone
back to the applicant and say, you' ve caused a problem
So if they don't identify it within the first year,
it's not likely caused by our line. That's the intent
of that | anguage.
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MEMBER HAENI CHEN: But doesn't it give the
utility -- the applicant the ability to not solve it
for a whol e year?

CHW. CHENAL: No, after a year. | think the
way this reads is the studies --

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: It says, "within a year
after operations begin."”

CHW. CHENAL: So the applicant, at its
expense, would performstudies prior to and within a
year after operation.

MEMBER HAMMY: | f necessary, naybe.

MEMBER DRAGO: So M. Chairman, | think we're
m ssing the word "baseline.” So M. Beck, are you
getting to the point where you' re going to establish
t he baseline and then you're going to conpare the
operation of the system agai nst that baseline?

MR- BECK: That is -- yeah, that's one of the
I ssues.

MEMBER DRAGO | think that's what's m ssi ng
here. W need to -- the intent to do it
preconstruction is to have a baseline without this
systemin place in the first place.

CHWN. CHENAL: Let nme see if | can explain it

as | see it, and then see if -- because this is
acceptable to ne now, but let ne see if | can explain
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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it the way |'"mreading it.

So where the line is going to be within
1,500 feet of a tower, that kicks in an obligation for
t he applicant to do sone studies and to pay for
studies, and there's atine limt on that. The
applicant has to performthe studies within -- prior to
construction and wwthin a year after operation, and
that deals with studies. And to M. Beck's point, if
the interference hasn't happened by that tinme, it
probably isn't the result of the line. But again, al
t hat | anguage deals with just one thing, and that is
the applicant, at its expense, perform ng studies.

The next sentence deals with mtigation. It
says, "Applicant shall take appropriate steps at its
expense to ensure that any material adverse inpacts are
mtigated by detuning or other appropriate nethods."
Now, there's no date limtation on that. That happens
at any tine. After the first year, year 10, whenever
the interference occurs, there's an obligation by the
applicant to fix it.

So the first part, with the limtation of one
year, is doing studies. The second portion of
Paragraph 10, as I'mreading it, is there's a
conti nuing and constant obligation to fix the
I nterference.
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MEMBER NOLAND: M. Chairnman, but | thought
that was contrary to what M. Beck said. | thought he
want ed -- because other things could happen after a
year that the project is up and running. That if
t hey' ve taken a year and there's been no interference
wWth the project or they've mtigated it by the
det uni ng equi pnent, they shouldn't have to keep havi ng
to prove it if it's other things that have interfered
wi th that.

M. Beck, is that what you sai d?

MR, BECK: Yes, Menber Nol and, that's exactly
the point. W don't want to be on the hook forever
into the future should there be interference sonmewhere
down the road and it's likely not related to our I|ine.
But if the | anguage is such that we have to still keep
doi ng studies and so on, that would be a probl em

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Pal ner.

MEMBER PALMER. My question to that is -- and
| don't know, so that's why |I'm asking the question --
do the detuning devices nal function or stop working at
sone point, that you still need to be on the hook to
make sure that that's corrected?

MR, BECK: | guess potentially they could go
bad, and we would go out and repair them So from our
perspective it's not a problem because we're going to
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go out and fix it, but | understand what you' re sayi ng,
Menber Pal ner.

And just relative to the | anguage, the
"parallel to" probably needs to cone out of this
because it's just the line |located within 1,500 feet.
So on Line 1, just location within 1,500 feet. Because

that was a carryover fromwhere we pulled this | anguage

from

CHWN. CHENAL: Should the word "and" conme out
as wel | ?

MEMBER NOLAND:  Yes.

MR, BECK: Yes. Correct.

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. W've gone back
and forth on this, and I kind of want to be clear. |Is

t he applicant okay with the | anguage that's presently
in Condition 10, Exhibit 4?2

MR BECK: | think the applicant can live
wth it. Again, we don't expect there to be
interference to begin with, so we shouldn't have to
even deal with this.

CHW. CHENAL: So let ne ask for a notion to
approve the | anguage of what's now nunbered Exhibit 10
-- Condition 10 in Exhibit 4.

MEMBER PALMER: I'll so nove.

CHW. CHENAL: And a second?
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MEMBER HAMAMY:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you. Let's do this.
|'ve been notified by Menber Nol and there's lunch. |
think we've been at this pretty long. Let's take a
15-m nute break and have |lunch, and then we can resune.
| think we've covered the hard stuff, but | don't want
to just rush through this because -- let's take a
15-m nute break, grab a bite, and then we'll cone back.

(Of the record from12:20 p.m to
12: 47 p.m)

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's get back on the record
and finish this deliberation and do our final vote.

So when we |l eft we basically had approved, on
Chairman's Exhibit 3 on the left screen, which is the
one I'"'mgoing to be working with, Condition 9 dealing
wth interference. And then we dealt wth what was
Condition 17 from M. Cunni ngham and we brought
that -- and that's been adopted as Conditi on Nunber 10,
which is in the CEC that we're creating as we go
t hrough the process, which is Chairman's Exhibit 4. So
all the nunbers, everything changes and wll continue
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t o change.

So I'mgoing to continue to go back to
Chairman's 3, which is the static version, and go to
Condi tion Nunmber 10, | think that's the next one we
have to consider, dealing with remai ns and such. So
may | have a notion to approve?

MEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

MEMBER NCLAND: Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: But it's now 11, correct?

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, but let's not worry about
t hat, Menber Haeni chen, because | think a |lot of these
could change. And yes, they're going to be a different
nunber. But that's why if we stick with Exhibit 3,
that will be a constant, so it wll be easier to
foll ow.

So Condition 11 in Chairman's 3 dealing with
signage of the project, the future site, this is a
standard condition. My | have a notion to approve?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Mot i on.

MEMBER PALMER  Second.
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CHWN. CHENAL: Modtion and a second. Any
further discussion?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHW. CHENAL: Let's go to Condition 12.

And all of the nunmbers I'm giving for
conditions are Chairman's Exhibit 3, so | won't
conti nue to have to say that.

Agai n, a standard condition. My | have a
noti on to approve?

MEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

MEMBER NCLAND: Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Modtion and a second. Any
further discussion?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Nunber 13, using non-specul ar
conductors. The only thing | would say on this one is
that the words are italicized, and |I don't think they

should be. So with that change, may | have a notion to

approve?
MEMBER NOLAND: So noved.
CHW. CHENAL: And a second?
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion?
(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.
(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Condition 14. Again, a

standard condition. May | have a notion to approve?

MEMBER GRI NNELL: So noved.

CHWN. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER NCLAND: Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Any further discussion?
(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.
(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Condition 15. Again, a

standard condition. My | have a notion to approve?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: "1l nove 15.

CHW. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER DRAGO  Second.

MEMBER GENTLES: Second.

CHW. CHENAL: W have a notion and a second.

Any further discussion?

(No response.)
CHW. CHENAL: All in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)
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1 CHWN. CHENAL: Condition 16. My | have a

2 notion to approve?

3 MEMBER PALMER Move 16.

4 CHWN. CHENAL: And a second?

5 MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Second.

6 CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

7 (No response.)

8 CHW. CHENAL: All in favor say aye.

9 (A chorus of ayes.)

10 CHW. CHENAL: | think we can skip the two
11 versions of 17, because we've already dealt with that.
12 Condition 18 is the pipeline condition that's
13 often requested by the Corporation Comm ssion Staff.
14 MEMBER NCOLAND: | nove 18.

15 CHW. CHENAL: W have a notion. My | have

16 a second?

17 MEMBER HAMAMY:  Second.

18 CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

19 (No response.)

20 CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

21 (A chorus of ayes.)

22 CHWN. CHENAL: Condition 19. Again, the only

23 change | made to 19 was to include Arizona State Land

24 Departnent. May | have a notion to approve?
25 MEMBER HAMMY: So noved.
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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CHW. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: W have a notion and a second.
Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: W have sone nunber changes on
Exhibit 3. That should be a --

M5. M KULOVSKY: It's because we inserted 17
and everyt hi ng subsequent changed.

CHWN. CHENAL: Oh, okay. So things changed
because of 17. So | will use the nunber that's
reflected there, Condition 20, dealing with providing a
copy of the Certificate to various entities. My |
have a notion to approve?

MEMBER GENTLES: So noved.

CHW. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER HAMAMY:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: And 21, dealing wth transfer
or assignnent. Again, a standard condition. My I
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have a notion to approve?

notion to

conditi on

notion to

Condi ti on

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: So noved.

CHWN. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER PALMER:  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Any further discussion?
(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Condition 22. My | have a
approve?

MEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

CHW. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Second.

MEMBER GENTLES: Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Any further discussion?
(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Nunber 23. Again, a standard
proposed by the applicant. My | have a
approve?

MEMBER NCLAND: | nove approval of

23.

CHW. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Second.
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approve?

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion?
(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.
(A chorus of ayes.)

CHW. CHENAL: 24. May | have a notion to

VEMBER HAMAMAY: So noved.
VEMBER HAENI CHEN: Second.
CHWN. CHENAL: W have a notion and a second.

Any further discussion?

(No response.)
CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.
(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Condition 25. Again, a

standard condition. My | have a notion to approve?

MEMBER NCLAND: So noved.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: So noved.

CHW. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER HAMAMY:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion?
(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.
(A chorus of ayes.)

CHVWN. CHENAL: Now |l et's | ook at 26. Thi s

one was one that was submtted -- a change submtted by
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the applicant, |I think with di scussions wth
M. Cunningham so let's take a nonent to read that.
And | think we had sonme testinmony about that.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NOLAND: |'ve just got a quick
question. So | guess just by approving the use of the
right-of-way, that's okay, you would wouldn't do an
easenent that favored the adjacent | and?

MR. BECK: M. Chairnman, Menber Nol and, we're
goi ng to negotiate our rights-of-way requirenments with
the | andowner directly, and we'll put whatever nakes
sense to both parties. This was an attenpt to nake
M . Cunni ngham nore confortable that we truly will do
that. | nean, that's what we always do anyway w th
| andowner s.

MEMBER NCLAND: You do? Ckay.

MR, BECK: Yeah.

MEMBER NOLAND:. At sone point, though, I
think there'd have to be an easenent, not just a
ri ght-of-way, because other properties are to be sold
and people will own them and they're going to have to
have an i ngress/egress easenent to do that.

MR. BECK: Yeah, that is correct.

MEMBER NOLAND:. Ckay. |'m good.
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CHWN. CHENAL: Are you good with this,
Menber Nol and?

MEMBER NOLAND: Uh- huh.

CHW. CHENAL: Ckay. May | have a notion to
approve 267

MEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

CHW. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER DRAGO  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

MR BECK: M. Chairman, just for the record,
right at the end of 27 we took the word "and" off
because it doesn't belong there.

CHWN. CHENAL: You nean 267

MR, BECK: 26, |'msorry, yes.

CHW. CHENAL: And then 27, dealing with
i nt erconnecti on agreenents. |'ve had an off-the-record
conversation with M. Beck just for ny edification
And 1'd like himto put that on the record, though,
just why this is not applicable to this case, maybe to
educate us in future cases when an i nterconnection
agreenment is applicable to a case.

MR. BECK: Yes, M. Chairman. The
I nterconnection condition, | believe at | east two cases
it was applicable to both TEP. One was where we were

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
wwWwW. 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 L O

LS CASE NO. 188 VOLUME V 04/ 30/ 2021 957

going to interconnect wwth CFE in Mexico, so we
definitely would have had a line-to-1line

i nterconnection. And then | think also it was in the
Sout hline project. It becane an issue that there would
be future interconnections to that project, and so the
Committee, Conm ssion created that condition.

It's not applicable in this case because we
don't plan to interconnect our line to other utilities,
so there just is no need for us to file interconnection
agreenments goi ng forward.

CHWN. CHENAL: So when is it an
I nt erconnecti on agreenent -- what is an
I nt er connecti on?

MR. BECK: So the interconnection is
between -- typically between utilities in identifying
who is in charge and controlling what relative to the
facilities. So if it's a UNSE project, UNSE w || have
certain requirenents and obligations that it nust do.
And if we were to interconnect with APS up in this
vicinity, there would be things they would have to do.
And we lay that all out in an interconnection
agreenent. So it covers cost responsibility, as well
as operational responsibilities.

And so typically we don't see nmuch interest
fromStaff on interconnections. Now, in the two other
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projects | nentioned, because they were |arge projects
i nterconnecting either wth other states and/or across
the border, it was nore on an interest.

CHWN. CHENAL: Wuld you use an
i nterconnecti on agreenent for a Gen-Tie |line, say, from
a solar facility to a transm ssion |ine?

MR, BECK: |If they were directly connecting
to the transm ssion line, there would be an
i nterconnection agreenent. Likely, in this case, any
i nterconnectors will interconnect into the 69 kV side
of the system And so the interconnection would not be
directly with this 230 line, it would be with UNSE, but
at the nore or less distribution or subtransm ssion
| evel .

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Well, we can delete
what | had put up for discussion as not applicable.

So let's now -- before we get to the findings
of fact, conclusions of law, let's ook at the exhibit,
the Exhibit A to make sure that we're all -- that it's
acceptable to us. Because | think the findings of fact
and conclusions of law go pretty quickly. And then
we'l | have our final vote.

But the applicant provided copies of a nap
wWth sone -- you know, calling out certain coments,
and |I''mnot sure which ones are applicable, all of them
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or sone of these or --

MR. RAATZ: M. Chairnman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes.

MR. RAATZ: For Exhibit A --

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes.

MR. RAATZ: ~-- just to note, all of the
call-outs, they just denote the |ocation with respect
to the section line. So it's just identifying the
corridor.

CHW. CHENAL: Well, 1 want to nmake sure
Menber Noland is confortable with it, but I first want
to make sure we know what Exhibit Ais, what pages make
up Exhibit A

MR. RAATZ: There's no nunbers on these, and
we W ll correct that. There's three pages that
identify Exhibit A and it starts -- the | egal
description for the eastern corridor.

MR. BECK: Eric, or M. Raatz, can you, for
the record, identify which one you' re | ooking at?
Because we' ve got six pages, | think, floating around.

MR, RAATZ: So it's up on the screen, and
this starts at the northern portion of the project.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Raatz, it's basically the
93 alignnent, is that correct, that is cormon to all of
the --
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MR. RAATZ: That is correct.

CHW. CHENAL: And the first sheet has -- at
the top it has, "Proposed M neral Park Substation."” So
that's the page.

MR. RAATZ: That is correct.

CHW. CHENAL: So that's Page 1.

And what's the next page? W can tal k about
it, but let's find out what pages first and then we can
go back.

MR, RAATZ: Correct. The next page woul d be
the central portion of the project. Range 17 West is
at the top of the page, with Township 21 North at the
| eft side of the page and the right side of the page.

CHW. CHENAL: So this one has, at the top,
sinmply RL7W and at the top third left it has 68, and
kind of two thirds of the way down on the right-hand
page it has 1407

MR, RAATZ: Correct.

CHW. CHENAL: So that's the second page.

Ckay. Wiat's the third page?

MEMBER DRAGO: | don't have that one.
M. Chairman, | don't have that one.
MEMBER HAMAMAY: | have two of them

MEMBER DRAGO Ckay. So you have one of
m ne.
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MR BECK: So M. Raatz, is one of these the
western route and the other is the eastern route in the
sets of papers that are floating around?

MR. RAATZ: That is correct.

MR BECK: So relative to the eastern route,
specifically which -- are there three maps, three
di agranms that represent the eastern route?

MR. RAATZ: That is correct.

MR. BECK: Okay. How can the Commttee dial
into what it is you're |ooking at? Wat are the key
features on these maps that will show which one is
whi ch?

MR, RAATZ: Well, for the third page --
towards the upper right-hand corner of the third page
is the call-out for State Route 66. And at the bottom
of that page is -- towards the bottomof the map is the
Harris substation call -out.

CHWN. CHENAL: GCkay. So the third page is
pretty easy to see. So naybe we could go through 1, 2,
and 3 again just so we nake sure we're all on the sane
page.

So Page 1 is the 193 headi ng northwest to
Hoover Dam wi th "Proposed M neral Park Substation" in
bold letters at the top of the page. The second page
shows 93 and 68 at the top left of the map, and then
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the lower right has 140, with a lot of call-outs in
between. And then the |ast page has 140 at the top and
extends down to -- at the bottomof the map is Harris
substation. So those three nake up Exhibit A

VEVMBER DRAGO: M. Chairman, |'m m ssing
Page 2.

CHW. CHENAL: Al right. W'Il|l have to get
that for you

Does anyone have two copies of the second
page of Exhibit A?

All right. W're going to get an extra copy
for Menber Drago.

MR. BECK: M. Chairnman, we've got sone extra
copies. W're going to get themright now and staple
themin order.

MEMBER NOLAND: M. Chairman, so are we
saying these are Al, 2, and 3, or just Exhibits -- |
t hought they said A

MR BECK: | think the intent is they'll be
Exhibit A and there will be three pages to Exhibit A

MEMBER NCLAND: Ckay.

CHW. CHENAL: Yeah. |If the Commttee, for
reference, if you look at the last -- on the top third
of Page 3, right before the conditions, where the
conditions start, the |last sentence says that "The
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Conm ttee has approved Route E1 for the Project with a
500-foot corridor all as shown on the map attached
hereto as Exhibit A" And collectively these three
pages will make up Exhibit A

MR, BECK: M. Chairman, we apol ogi ze for
that. But | think now the Commttee Menbers, at | east
in the room have the three maps in the correct order.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: M. Beck, what were those
ot her ones that you said | should put aside?

MR- BECK: W had started to create a western
route in case. And it probably should not have got
circul ated, but anyway...

CHWN. CHENAL: But you were being fair.

MR, BECK: Yep.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Let's go through
findings of fact and conclusions of law. So Findi ng of
Fact and Concl usi on of Law Nunmber 1, "The appli cant
made reasonable efforts to work with | andowners and
mnimze the inpact of the facilities.” My | have a
noti on to approve?

MEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Second.

CHW. CHENAL: W have a notion and a second.

Any further discussion?
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(No response.)
CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.
(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Nunber 2, "The Project aids

the applicant in neeting the need for an adequat e,

econom cal

, and reliable supply of renewable electric

power." May | have a notion to approve?

the State

transm ssi

COASH &

MEMBER PALMER: So noved.

CHWN. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER DRAGO  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Nunber 3, "The project aids

in preserving a safe and reliable electric

964

on system" May | have a notion to approve?

MEMBER NOLAND: So noved.

CHW. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER HAMAMY:  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Nunber 4, "During the course
COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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of the hearing, the Conmttee considered evidence on
the environnmental conpatibility on the Project as
required by AR S. Section 40-360 et seq."” | think
that's SSE-Q not S E-G  Anyone that had to study a
year of Latin gets to use it every once in a while.
May | have a notion to approve?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: So noved.

CHW. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER HAMAMY:  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Nunber 5, "The conditions
pl aced on the Project in this Certificate effectively
mnimze the inpact of the project on the environnment
and ecol ogy of the state.”

MEMBER DRAGO  So noved.

CHW. CHENAL: May | have a second?

MEMBER HAMAMY:  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Nunber 6, "The conditions

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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pl aced on the Project in this Certificate resolve
matters concerni ng bal ancing the need for the project
with its inpact on the environnent and ecol ogy of the
state arising during the course of the proceedi ngs,

and, as such, serve as findings and conclusions on this
matter." May | have a notion to approve?

MEMBER PALMER: Move 6.

CHW. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER HAMAMY:  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: And Nunber 7, "The Project is
in the public interest because the Project's
contribution to neeting the need for an adequat e,
econom cal, and reliable supply of electric power
out wei ghs the m nim zed i npact of the project on the
envi ronnment and ecology of the state.” My | have a
noti on to approve?

MEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

CHWN. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

(No response.)
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CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Now, if we could go
back and if | could just ask Gourjia to scroll through
fromthe begi nning and gi ve us an opportunity to just

review to nake sure we have everything. And you can

scroll through it relatively quickly. W'IlI|l have to
conme back for the vote, | understand that.

Let nme stop you, Gourjia. | was hoping we
woul d see the redlines. |Is there any way to revert it

back to a redline view, or have they all been accepted?
Ms. ODI SHO They've all been accept ed.
CHWN. CHENAL: GCkay. That's all right.
MEMBER NOLAND: There's a redline.
MR, BECK: M. Chairman, when this is passed
along to you, would you |like another exhibit that is
t he conparison to show you the redline difference?
CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, | woul d appreciate that
very nmuch. Because | still note there's a coupl e cases
in there where a condition mght still be witten in
and woul d have to be renoved.
And while we're on that, can | have a notion
to allow ne to make scrivener's errors and
nodi fi cati ons, Menber Nol and.
MEMBER NOLAND: | was just getting ready to
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make that notion, | thought this was an appropriate
time, that you nmake any scrivener's error corrections
and any other snmall itens |ike references.

CHWN. CHENAL: Nonnmterial changes.

MEMBER NCLAND: Nonmaterial changes.

CHW. CHENAL: That's the notion. May | have
a second?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Modtion and a second. All in
favor say aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you. Al right. So

when we finish the vote here in a nonent, we'll give
everyone an opportunity to explain their vote. | just
want to advise the applicant that 1'll -- thanks to ny
fun with a nountain bike, next Wadnesday |I'Il| be

visiting a doctor with a little surgery. So Monday and
Tuesday |'I|l probably be available. If not, it's going
to be the foll ow ng week, just to |l et you know.

So just a clean copy with a law review edit
to make sure everything is perfect as nmuch as possible
and a redline version to go with it.

So are there any other -- before we turn it
over for a roll call vote and all ow each of the Menbers
to explain their vote, are there any other things we
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should tal k about in terns of the CEC and our
del i berati ons?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: |If not, Menber Riggins, let's
go back to you.

MEMBER NOLAND: M. Chairnman, you need a
notion to adopt the CEC as nodifi ed.

CHW. CHENAL: That's a pretty basic one that
if we don't do that, we're not able to vote on
anyt hi ng.

MEMBER NCLAND: You know, that's ny having
been the parlianentarian. |'m sorry.

CHW. CHENAL: It takes a village. It takes
a village. Wuldn't that be a shame to go through al
this, sign it, and soneone a year fromnow file a
| awsuit to oppose this because there was not a proper
vote on the CEC because there was never a notion to
adopt it and second it.

So may | have a notion to approve the CEC
wth the nodifications as di scussed by the Commttee
that are shown on Chairman's Exhibit 4, which wll
becone a final CEC.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: So noved.

CHWN. CHENAL: May | have a second?

MEMBER DRAGO  Second.
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CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: GCkay. Wth that, Menber
Ri ggi ns.

Thank you, Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NOLAND: You' re wel cone.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Riggins, if you could
expl ain your vote and any comments.

VEMBER RI G4 NS: Thank you, M. Chairnan.
don't have anything additional to add. | think I
essentially explained ny vote in ny explanation of ny
sel ecting route, the eastern route.

But again, | commend the applicant and the
parties that were involved for allow ng a robust
di al ogue and public comment. | thought it was very
hel pful in this case, nade for a very interesting case,
a tough case. But again, | thought the applicant and
the parties involved did a fantastic job of presenting
the information to the Commttee, and for that reason |
vote to approve.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you very nuch.

Menber Branum

VEMBER BRANUM Thank you, Chairnan. | think
I'"min a simlar position, | explained ny reasoning
earlier. But | will reiterate that | believe the
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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eastern route, El, achieves this balance, and | will be
voting to approve.
And | want to say thank you to everyone
i nvol ved. Attendi ng via Zoom has been pretty easy,
rel atively speaking, so | appreciate it. |It's been
easy to follow al ong and participate. Thank you.
CHWN. CHENAL: You m ssed all the good food
they' re providing, including nmassive cookies for
Menber Haeni chen.
MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | had several of those.
CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Gentles.

MEMBER GENTLES: Well, | don't have an awf ul
lot nore to add. | think | was torn between E1 and W.
And | think, just going through the conditions, | would
still land on ny vote for WL, so I'"'mgoing to vote
agai nst.

CHW. CHENAL: Thank you.

Menmber Drago.

MEMBER DRAGO 1'd like to thank everyone
i nvol ved for the week. | thought it was a really good

case to review, very conplex. And I'mgoing to vote
El. Thank you. No further comment.

CHWN. CHENAL: So you vote to approve the
Certificate?

MEMBER DRAGO El.
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CHWN. CHENAL: But the Certificate?

MEMBER DRAGO. Yeah, Certificate of
Envi ronnment al Conpatibility. Yeah.

CHWN. CHENAL: Vote to approve. kay.

Menber Ginnell.

MEMBER GRINNELL: First of all, | appreciate
everybody's i ndul gence, as this is ny first neeting,
and | definitely dove head first. |'mnot sure how
much water was in the pool. But nore inportant, |
appreciate the integrity and the discipline that was
commanded by this responsibility, by all parties
i nvol ved, and | appreciate your wllingness to educate
me and hel p ne make a decision that was consistent wth
the facts and taking everything i nto consideration.

So I'"'mgoing to maintain ny original vote for

El.
MEMBER NCLAND: The CEC?
MEMBER GRI NNELL: CEC.
CHWN. CHENAL: You vote to approve the CEC?
MEMBER GRI NNELL: | vote to approve the CEC
Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: Thank you, M. Chairman.

Again, | echo what everybody said. It was a
very difficult case, and | was back and forth and back

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
wwWwW. 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 L O

LS CASE NO. 188 VOLUME V 04/ 30/ 2021 973

and forth.

I want to thank the technical staff and the
other staff. This is a real challenge wth people that
are on Zoom and all of the exhibits and the right
screen and the left screen. And Gsner, thanks for
goi ng out and taking pictures. Everybody, you did a
wonderful job. M vote does not reflect in any way on
the job any of you did.

And it's very rare that | vote agai nst a CEC
And I"'mstill torn, because | feel that | would like to
go with the najority of the Commttee Menbers and their
feelings, but I"mjust kind of -- this is only the
second tinme in 12 years that | voted no, and I vote no
on this CEC

CHW. CHENAL: | think we all respect the
Menbers to vote what they believe and not hi ng but
respect for the vote.

Menber Pal nmer.

MEMBER PALMER:  Thank you, M. Chairman.

I want to echo ny appreciation to the
applicant, to all the parties involved. Trenendous
job. It's always a pleasure, M. Derstine. Gourji a,
it's been a pleasure to have you here. And M. Beck,
who we' ve sat through many of these with, and is al ways
so --
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CHW. CHENAL: M. Beck is retired, right?

MEMBER PALMER: That's true. Yeah. He is
retired.

And M. Raatz, and it's been a pleasure to
get to know M. Warner. And all of the fol ks behind
the scenes that have nmade this work seanl essly, |
appreci ate the professional way that was done.

I want to express appreciation to
M. CQunni ngham who has endured this fromday one wth
us and who -- things didn't necessarily go the way he
wanted themto, but the professionalismand the
integrity that he put forth his argunments.

And hopefully we're all still friends at the
end of the day and we can nove forward with this. And
thank you to all and to the Conmittee for the
opportunity to be here. And with that, | vote aye.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Haeni chen.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Thank you, M. Chair nan.

| entered this hearing thinking, well, this
wll be one of the easy ones, a slamdunk, we'll be out
of here by Wednesday. And the subtleties of these
proceedi ngs were really quite pronounced. It was a

very difficult decision for me to give you the vote

that |' mabout to give. But considering everything, I
vot e aye.
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

Menmber Hamnay.

MEMBER HAMMY: Yes. Thank you for the
opportunity. And this was ny first trip to Ki ngman,
and it will also be the first tine | too, in six years,
wll vote against a CEC

And | don't really have much nore to say than
when | offered ny original thought, except that | do
beli eve that the west route provided the nost
opportunity to kind of grow the Golden Valley and to
provide the energy that's going to be needed to handl e
the 2.5 percent growh in Mohave County and | just
t hought that that particular |ine worked the best. But
wth that, | vote no on the CEC

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Well, | just -- thanks
to the applicant and the professionalismexpressed, to
Kat hryn for doing a great job as the court reporter, as
usual . Jason and the crew, you guys did a great job in
handling all this. M. Warner, you and your crew were
a pleasure to work with, and thank you for your
t esti nony.

M. Beck, retired, but we see you nore often
now t han when you were not, before you retired. Thank
you for your professionalism as always. You have
earned the respect, as have others, but | think you
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have certainly earned the respect in your testinony and
the trust of this Commttee. And | think M. Haeni chen
has indicated that, and | do as well. So thank you for
t hat .

M. Raatz, interesting jingle on your phone
t here when the phone rings. Not what | expected, but,
you know, again, thank you for your testinony.

And a special thank you to M. Cunni ngham
because I know this was -- you could have intervened,
sir. You would have been granted intervention. And
you, | think, handl ed yourself very well, and thank you
for your professionalismand working with us as you
have.

MR. CUNNI NGHAM  Thank you, M. Chairman. It
was a pl easure.

CHWN. CHENAL: And M. Derstine and Gourji a,
of course, thank you.

So | also vote aye for the reasons that 1've
al ready expressed.

So | think we have to go back to to the CEC
and put a vote of eight to two to grant.

MEMBER HAMMY:  Thr ee.

MEMBER NOLAND: Seven to three.

CHWN. CHENAL: Oh, Menber Gentles. | thought
you -- I'msorry. Yes, it's three. M nath was off.
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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So yes, seven to three to grant.

I can't remenber when we've had a split
decision, but I like it, because it shows that we're
doi ng our job and we are listening to it and maki ng up
our mnds. | fully applaud the Commttee for the vote.
| think it's wonderful that we have cases where we
don't agree.

So with that, is there anything el se we need
to deci de?

Congratul ations to the applicant. You have
your CEC, or you will as soon as | sign it and get it
in.

M. Derstine.

MR. DERSTINE: | just wanted to note for the
record, | certainly appreciate the Commttee and
everyone who nade the hearing possible, the AV team and
the crew, obviously. The court reporter always does an
amazi ng j ob keeping track of everything, the exhibits.

But | wanted to just especially note that I
had never net Patrick Cunni ngham before, but he has --
| really appreciated working with M. Cunni ngham on
behal f of the Cunninghamfamly. He's been just a
great participant in this process. | knowit's not an
easy process for himand the famly, but we | ook
forward to continuing to work with M. Cunni ngham and
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the famly in terms of working out the final details
for the project. So thank you to the Cunni nghans.

MR BECK: M. Chairman, just for the record,
we're putting in "E1" on Line 7.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes. Gkay. | thought we had
had that in there.

MR. BECK: W had taken it out earlier just

i n case.

CHW. CHENAL: GCkay. Well, | think we have
the CEC covered. You'll provide nme with a clean copy
and a redline version, and we'll sign it and get it
filed.

M. Raatz, is there anything el se?

MR. RAATZ: W're going to get that Exhibit A
to you as well with the pages.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yeah, that will have the
Exhibit AL So with that, the neetings are adjourned.
Thank you, everybody.

(The hearing concluded at 1:26 p.m)
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STATE OF ARI ZONA )
COUNTY OF MARI COPA )

BE IT KNOMN 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 ne 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
t he out cone hereof.

| CERTIFY that | have conplied with the
ethical obligations set forth in ACIA 7-206(F)(3) and
ACJA 7-206 J(1)(9g)(1l) and (2). Dated at Phoeni x,
Arizona, this 4th day of My, 2021.

Be

KATHRYN A. BLACKWELDER
Certified Reporter
Certificate No. 50666

| CERTIFY that Coash & Coash, Inc., has

orrp ied wwth the ethical obligations set forth in ACIA
-206(J) (1) (9) (1) through (6).
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