
Santa Cruz Reliability South Project
Public comments July  August 2025

Comment No. 204 7/5/2025

On behalf of the Tubac Foothills Ranch Property Owners Association, we are writing to express our 
opposition and concern regarding UniSource Energy’s proposal to install a 138kV transmission line through 
or adjacent to our residential community. The proposed study area encompasses a mile-wide section of 
Tubac Foothills Ranch, placing a significant portion of our neighborhood directly in the path of this project. 
Our residents already bear the burden of an existing UES 138kV transmission line along our western 
boundary. Subjecting our community to the adverse impacts of a second high-voltage line is unacceptable 
and unjustified.    Our community was developed with an emphasis on preserving the natural landscape and 
unobstructed mountain views that define the Santa Cruz River Valley. The scenic beauty and open space 
are defining features of our neighborhood—qualities that drew many of us here in the first place. The 
addition of a second large-scale transmission line would permanently scar the landscape, disrupting the very 
character and visual appeal that make our community unique. Beyond the visual impact, placing high-
voltage transmission lines through residential areas poses a serious threat to property values. Prospective 
buyers are often deterred by the presence of powerlines due to concerns about safety, aesthetics and 
negative public perception. This project would have a clear and lasting negative effect on the economic well-
being of our community.    In addition, our members have voiced concerns regarding potential health risks 
associated with long-term exposure to electromagnetic fields (EMFs) from high-voltage lines. No 
infrastructure upgrade should come at the expense of the well-being of our families and our Rio Rico 
neighbors to the south. High-voltage lines also present a significant fire hazard, particularly in our dry, 
wildfire-prone region.    We urge UniSource to reconsider any proposed powerline route through or near 
Tubac Foothills Ranch. While we recognize the importance of reliable electricity and infrastructure 
improvements, these goals must be balanced with the rights, well-being and quality of life of local residents. 
The existing 138kV transmission line poles were designed to accommodate a second circuit, offering a more 
cost-effective and less disruptive alternative that deserves serious consideration.    We request that our 
community be actively involved in future discussions and that this letter be entered into the public record as 
formal opposition to building a new powerline through or near Tubac Foothills Ranch.

Response: n/a

[Comment was submitted via multiple avenues (letter and web form). All comments were recorded in the 
public record, and one emailed response (Record #259) was sent to address all comments]

Comment No. 259 7/7/2025

On behalf of the Tubac Foothills Ranch Property Owners Association, we are writing to express our 
opposition and concern regarding UniSource Energy’s proposal to install a 138kV transmission line through 
or adjacent to our residential community. The proposed study area encompasses a mile-wide section of 
Tubac Foothills Ranch, placing a significant portion of our neighborhood directly in the path of this project. 
Our residents already bear the burden of an existing UES 138kV transmission line along our western 
boundary. Subjecting our community to the adverse impacts of a second high-voltage line is unacceptable 
and unjustified.Our community was developed with an emphasis on preserving the natural landscape and 
unobstructed mountain views that define the Santa Cruz River Valley. The scenic beauty and open space 
are defining features of our neighborhood—qualities that drew many of us here in the first place. The 
addition of a second large-scale transmission line would permanently scar the landscape, disrupting the very 
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character and visual appeal that make our community unique.Beyond the visual impact, placing high-voltage 
transmission lines through residential areas poses a serious threat to property values. Prospective buyers 
are often deterred by the presence of powerlines due to concerns about safety, aesthetics and negative 
public perception. This project would have a clear and lasting negative effect on the economic well-being of 
our community.In addition, our members have voiced concerns regarding potential health risks associated 
with long-term exposure to electromagnetic fields (EMFs) from high-voltage lines. No infrastructure upgrade 
should come at the expense of the well-being of our families and our Rio Rico neighbors to the south. High-
voltage lines also present a significant fire hazard, particularly in our dry, wildfire-prone region.We urge 
UniSource to reconsider any proposed powerline route through or near Tubac Foothills Ranch. While we 
recognize the importance of reliable electricity and infrastructure improvements, these goals must be 
balanced with the rights, well-being and quality of life of local residents. The existing 138kV transmission line 
poles were designed to accommodate a second circuit, offering a more cost-effective and less disruptive 
alternative that deserves serious consideration.We request that our community be actively involved in future 
discussions and that this letter be entered into the public record as formal opposition to building a new 
powerline through or near Tubac Foothills Ranch.

Response: 7/11/2025

We have noted your comments for consideration for future analyses of our planning and siting process 
and will include them in our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation 
Commission. We will also include this email address and mailing address on all project related 
communications to the public. I hope you will continue to stay engaged in the project and continue to 
provide your thoughts and comments. For the latest updates on the project, I invite you to visit the 
project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 221 7/8/2025

I request that my comments and questions be recorded verbatim. I am requesting that the new 138kV 
transmission line be located o the EAST side, on the monopoles that are already constructed and can 
accommodate a 2nd 138kV line.   I am  requesting that the El Paso Gas Pipeline "utility corridor" be 
eliminated as an option.   We have been residents on the west side of Tubac since 1999 and are saddened 
to see all of the destruction of the desert and the wildlife habitat that has happened since then.   We are 
asking that you eliminate the EL PASO PIPELINE UTILITY CORRIDOR!! AS A OPTION FOR THE NEW 
INSTALLATION. It would be more fiscally responsible to install them on the EAST side where there is 
existing equipment and that would possibly reduce the financial burden on the residents of Santa Cruz 
County

Response: 7/11/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We have noted these for consideration in future 
analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting process. In addition, we will include these in 
our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission.I hope you will continue 
to stay engaged in the project and continue to provide your thoughts and comments. For the latest 
updates on the project, I invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-
project-south/.

Comment No. 219 7/11/2025
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Hi, this is [REDACTED] in Tubac, Arizona. You may not remember who I am. I'm with the Santa Cruz Valley 
Citizens Council. I met you a couple times down here when you came before our Council and also at the 
open house. The reason I'm calling, I haven't seen much in the way of e-mail stuff. So, I was wondering if 
you folks have decided on any kind of a date for your next open house in the Tubac area? I know at one 
time it was going to be August. I think our President, Mary Vanis had sort of requested that you wait till 
September, but I don't know if that has happened or not, so that's my first question. If you. have earmarked 
any kind of a date? And then my second question would be, are you anywhere near, close to selecting the 
routes that you might propose to use. The alternative routes or the several routes. So anyway, just wanted to 
know that. We've got a board meeting coming up next week, and I was going to give the rest of the board 
members an update based on what I learned from you. So, you can either e-mail me,  I think you've got my 
point of contact e-mail, it's [REDACTED]. And my cell number, if you have any questions is [REDACTED]. 
Take care.

Response: 7/11/2025

I received your voicemail, and yes, of course I remember you. Thanks for reaching out by phone with your 
two questions and continuing to be a liaison with the Santa Cruz Valley Citizen’s Council. To answer your 
first question regarding a date for the next project open house.  We have a date and a location scheduled, 
but we have not advertised it yet.  Nonetheless its pretty solid so I feel fine sharing it with you.  We did 
follow Mary’s recommendation and moved the meeting to September.  The Tubac meeting will be 
September 3, 2025 from 10:00am – 12:00pm, and it will be at the Tubac Golf Resort.  There were so many 
attendees at the last meeting, we felt like we needed to find a larger space than the community center. 
We’ll plan to follow a similar format to what we did in May with a short presentation and questions, 
though we’ll plan to start the presentation out of the gate to allow more time for questions.  I know since 
this is early September there may still be some Tubac residents that are away.  As a result, we’ll have a 
virtual meeting as well that is scheduled for September 4, 2025 from 4:00-5:00pm. And to answer your 
second question about alternative routes.  No, we don’t have alternative routes yet and won’t until 
around October.  We’ll go through a couple rounds of evaluation to eliminate potential route segments 
from consideration that are not in line with community values, or conflict with environmental resources 
and land uses.  Currently our team has been anxiously gathering data and performing an evaluation that 
we call the “Suitability Assessment”.  We’ll share the results of this assessment in early August through a 
mailer, as well as an email blast.  These results will be the main subject of discussion at the open 
houses.  While we don’t have the results yet, I expect that a number of the potential route segments that 
we previously shared will be eliminated. I’ll follow up with a phone call just to confirm you received this 
message and to ensure the message is clear.

Comment No. 218 7/13/2025

I request that my comments and questions be recorded verbatim. I am requesting that the new 138kV 
transmission line be located o the EAST side, on the monopoles that are already constructed and can 
accommodate a 2nd 138kV line.   I am  requesting that the El Paso Gas Pipeline "utility corridor" be 
eliminated as an option.   We have been residents on the west side of Tubac since 1999 and are saddened 
to see all of the destruction of the desert and the wildlife habitat that has happened since then.   We are 
asking that you eliminate the EL PASO PIPELINE UTILITY CORRIDOR!! AS A OPTION FOR THE NEW 
INSTALLATION. It would be more fiscally responsible to install them on the EAST side where there is 
existing equipment and that would possibly reduce the financial burden on the residents of Santa Cruz 
County

Response: 7/14/2025
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Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We have noted these for consideration in future 
analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting process. In addition, we will include these in 
our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission.I hope you will continue 
to stay engaged in the project and continue to provide your thoughts and comments. For the latest 
updates on the project, I invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-
project-south/.

Comment No. 201 7/14/2025

The best-case scenario for both UNS Electric and Santa Cruz County (SCC) customers/ratepayers is to 
meet future electric reliability and increased power needs by utilizing the existing 138kV power line 
easement east of the Santa Cruz River. There are several existing north/south running easements owned by 
various entities, but only the UNS eastern power line route meets the requirements of an existing monopole 
structure located on 100' wide easement route, traversing mostly undeveloped land which is primarily barren 
scrub mesquite not posing a significant wild land fire danger. The one area where the line passes through 
homesites is a relatively short area east of Pendleton Road as the line crosses over that road toward the 
Canez substation. The aforementioned houses were built after the 138kV line was constructed in the 2005 
timeframe. The Union Pacific rail line as well as I-19 are easements that would be difficult for UNS to 
procure in my opinion. The “El Paso” natural gas pipeline, although currently owned by UNS is only 40' in 
width, in close proximity to residential homes, traverses conservation easements/ranches and poses 
potential dangers of interaction between these two sources of energy if some type of accident should occur. 
This gas line easement in some recorded deeds expressly prohibits any overhead power lines. In addition, 
any required width increase of this current easement would require eminent domain involvement costing 
unknown amounts of money, not to mention the amount of time in litigation with no guarantee of success. 
The use of United States Forest Service (USFS) land, through any route on the far western side of I-19, 
would receive significant public outcry due to environmental impact, involve very significant 
engineering/construction costs, and be at a much higher level of wildfire danger, especially with only remote, 
inadequate road access for equipment. These were some of the reasons the USFS declined to support this 
potential route in an earlier line siting case. The existing 138kV power line route that runs from the Kantor 
substation in Amado to the Canez substation in Rio Rico, then to the Sonoita substation in Rio Rico and 
finally to the Valencia substation in Nogales was designed to be double circuited which would provide all the 
necessary power needed for future growth in Santa Cruz County as well as the maximum power eventually 
required to operate the South 32 mine in the Patagonia mountains. There is no need for a 138kV power line 
to cross over t-19 to a western route and then cross again to supply power for the mine at the proposed new 
line route from the Sonoita substation. The proposed Gateway substation doesn't need a separate 138kV 
power line to provide power to western Nogales; a lessor amount of power would suffice. Does UNS have a 
hidden agenda to sell power to Mexico and therefore wants a dedicated western route? The Arizona 
Corporation Commission (ACC) mandated that UNS improve the electrical power reliability for sec after 
previous power outages and that was primarily accomplished with the replacement of the 115kV H-frame 
wooden poles with the current 138 kV metal monopoles, plus improvements to substation equipment. There 
was no requirement to have a looped transmission line. A looped line may improve reliability in some cases 
versus a double circuited line, but transmission lines are protected from lightning strikes, and it Is the 
substations that have experienced issues more so than the actual power poles/lines. Would a parallel 138kV 
line on the existing 100' eastern easement qualify as a loop? It may, but is the extra expense warranted 
versus double circuiting the existing monopoles? I believe the slight increase in a line outage does not justify 
the expense of a separate line, whether that line is closely adjacent or separated by a few miles. The 46kV 
backup power line from the Canoa substation to the Kantor substation is in place to supply power to the 
northwest areas in sec while the backup generators (73 MW) at the Valencia substation plus the one at the 
Wastewater Treatment Plant in Rio Rico (10 MW) can provide for Nogales and Rio Rico, given that they are 
maintained and function properly. sec currently uses about 60 to 85 MWs of power on a given summer day 
and as stated at the May 2025 open house presentation in Tubac, the current 138 kV power line is sufficient 
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to provide power to SCC as well as the South 32 mine! In my opinion, double circuiting the existing 138kV 
power line, per its design, is the best solution for sec and certainly makes sense both cost and time wise for 
UNS; not to mention the lessor cost burden to customers and the fact that there will be no detrimental effects 
to the environment or view sheds and no public outcry.

Response: n/a

[Comment was provided as a letter that was added to the project record]

Comment No. 208 7/21/2025

Please record my comments which are in addition to those I submitted on June 4, 2025, verbatim, as part of 
the record. I have already requested that the new 138kV transmission line be located on the EAST side of I-
19, on the monopoles that are already constructed and can accommodate a 2nd 138kV line and that the El 
Paso Gas Pipeline "utility corridor" be eliminated as an option. As mentioned, constructing a new 138kV 
transmission line, presents substantial negative impacts to the West side of Tubac. These issues include 
and arc not limited to: Diminished quality of life and property value destruction The existing property owners 
on the west side of Tubac in the Cerro Pelon, Empty Saddle Estates, Palo Parado Estados and other 
subdivisions built/ purchased their homes specifically on the west side due to the unparalleled views and 
with the reasonable expectations that their views. would not be disturbed by 75-90 foot high COR-TEN steel 
monopoles in or near their back yards or directly in their view. 'Ibis is supported by the fact that, for instance, 
The Empty Saddle Estates Conditions and Restrictions state, "All exterior water, electric, telephone, gas ... 
shall be run underground." Many Tubac residents have lived their lives and prepared their Estate planning 
with the property values of Tubac in mind and with the expectation that their property values would not be 
decimated by the construction of weathering steel monopoles and power lines in or around their back yards 
or directly in their view. Since UniSource Energy Services representatives have stated that the costs 
associated with running the transmission lines underground would be prohibitive, running the new 138kV 
transmission line on existing east side utility corridor monopoles and infrastructure is viable and cost 
effective. Please keep in mind that in approximately 2005 the construction of the east side 138kV monopoles 
which replaced the old "H" 115kV poles were supposedly engineered with the possibility of adding an 
additional 138kV transmission line in the future. Utilizing the existing EAST side would not only preserve our 
cherished landscapes but also be more cost- effective, avoiding the unnecessary expenses associated with 
new construction, easement procurement, and potential property condemnation.

Response: n/a

[Comment was submitted via multiple avenues (letter and web form). All comments were recorded in the 
public record, and one emailed response (Record #260) was sent to address all comments]

Comment No. 260 7/21/2025

Please record my comments which are in addition to those I submitted on June 4, 2025, verbatim, as part of 
the record. I have already requested that the new 138kV transmission line be located on the EAST side of I-
19, on the monopoles that are already constructed and can accommodate a 2nd 138kV line and that the El 
Paso Gas Pipeline “utility corridor” be eliminated as an option. As mentioned, constructing a new 138kV 
transmission line, presents substantial negative impacts to the West side of Tubac. These issues include 
and are not limited to:Diminished quality of life and property value destructionThe existing property owners 
on the west side of Tubac in the Cerro Pelon, Empty Saddle Estates, Palo Parado Estados and other 
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subdivisions built/purchased their homes specifically on the west side due to the unparalleled views and with 
the reasonable expectations that their views would not be disturbed by 75-90 foot high COR-TEN steel 
monopoles in or near their back yards or directly in their view. This is supported by the fact that, for instance, 
The Empty Saddle Estates Conditions and Restrictions state, “All exterior water, electric, telephone, 
gas…shall be run underground.”-Many Tubac residents have lived their lives and prepared their Estate 
planning with the property values of Tubac in mind and with the expectation that their property values would 
not be decimated by the construction of weathering steel monopoles and power lines in or around their back 
yards or directly in their view.Since UniSource Energy Services representatives have stated that the costs 
associated with running the transmission lines underground would be prohibitive, running the new 138kV 
transmission line on existing east side utility corridor monopoles and infrastructure is viable and cost 
effective.Please keep in mind that in approximately 2005 the construction of the east side 138kV monopoles 
which replaced the old “H” 115kV poles were supposedly engineered with the possibility of adding an 
additional 138kV transmission line in the future.Utilizing the existing EAST side would not only preserve our 
cherished landscapes but also be more cost-effective, avoiding the unnecessary expenses associated with 
new construction, easement procurement, and potential property condemnation.Sincerely,Scott Woodhall

Response: 7/22/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We have noted these for consideration in future 
analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting process. In addition, we will include these in 
our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission.  I hope you will 
continue to stay engaged in the project and continue to provide your thoughts and comments. For the 
latest updates on the project, I invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/

Comment No. 214 7/31/2025

Please eliminate Route 4 as an option for this project for many reasons.The Atascosa Peak Drive 
subdivision is extremely close to this proposed route. Our home is only 45 feet from the line and we routinely 
work in the yard 5 feet away.EMFs are of great concern. Many of us have medical issues, such as 
pacemakers. We are required to stay away from EMFs for safety reasons. In addition, these lines make 
noise, which will impact the serenity of the area.We are also greatly concerned about the impact on home 
valuations. Studies have shown that this route would meet the conditions to decrease home values. We 
hope you will look into the alternative routes and select one that is further away from homes. If this route is 
chosen, we will be forced to move.

Response: 7/31/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns.  We have noted these for consideration as we 
decide on a preferred route, along with alternative routes to include in an application for a Certificate of 
Environmental Compatibility.  In addition, we will include your comment in our project record that will be 
submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission.I hope you will continue to stay engaged in the project 
and continue to provide your thoughts and comments.  For the latest updates on the project, I invite you 
to visit the project webpage at https://www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-north/.

Comment No. 200 8/3/2025
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We have been residents of Tubac for over 25 years and are vehemently against the proposed power line 
installation along the El Paso Pipeline. We have moved several times while living in Tubac and are now 
living on the west side of Tubac in.THE RANCH AT ALISO SPRINGS. Each move was prompted by the 
increased traffic noise from I19 and the produce trucks and now this. We are saddened by the loss of dark 
skies and the loss of wildlife sightings over these years. Now we are frightened and dismayed by the impact 
these high powered electric towers could have on our environment. It will diminish the unobstructed views 
(the few that are left) and ruin many areas where wildlife roams and lives.. Any installation of this magnitude 
will negatively impact property values. We are also greatly concerned about the installation and possible 
resultant fires. All of this is terribly disconcerting and everyone on the westside of Tubac feels the same way 
... as demonstrated at the most recent meeting.. We are imploring you to reconsider the placement of these 
power lines and to care about the residents and long-time property owners (tax payers) of Tubac and not the 
bottom line of your company and yielding to high energy consumers such as the mining operations.

Response: n/a

[Comment was submitted via multiple avenues (letter and email). All comments were recorded in the 
public record, and one emailed response (Record #218) was sent to address all comments]

Comment No. 220 8/4/2025

Objections to proposed 138 kV transmission line through Alegria Canyon Ranch and surrounding properties 
that will negatively impact my cattle leases. Also my property [REDACTED] and my family property 
[REDACTED]  I request my objection and comments be recorded verbatim. I am writing to express my 
strong objection to the proposed construction of a 138kV transmission line through Alegria Canyon Ranch 
and the surrounding properties that I hold the cattle leases for, and have been ranched by my family for 
seven generations. Our family has been ranching this land since before the Gadsden Purchase, and it was 
officially homesteaded in the 1930s. The thought of destroying this historic landscape is deeply distressing, 
and I am certain that my ancestors would be equally appalled by this proposal!   This project poses a 
significant threat to the productivity of the land, as acres of valuable grazing land would be destroyed. The 
construction and ongoing maintenance of the transmission line and service roads would severely disrupt the 
agricultural activities and grazing operations that are vital to my livelihood. The loss of grazing land would 
force me to incur substantial costs to replace it with hay, amounting to thousands of dollars. This financial 
burden, coupled with the disruption to the local agricultural community, underscores the need to reconsider 
the placement of this transmission line. I urge you to explore the alternative route already constructed on the 
East Side, that would minimize the impact on our agricultural lands and preserve the integrity of our 
community's resources.I appreciate the acknowledgment of Alegria Canyon Ranch as a "constraint" in your 
planning process. However, I am deeply concerned about the ongoing consideration of the El Paso Gas 
Pipeline as an “opportunity.” It is crucial to emphasize the importance of conserving this land, as it is not 
only a part of our heritage but also a vital component of our local economy and environment. Several other 
historic ranches will be impacted, as well as surrounding properties I hold the cattle lease to.  The Santa 
Cruz County Comprehensive Plan clearly outlines the need to protect open vistas and preserve our 
agricultural heritage. The proposed use of the El Paso Gas Pipeline as an "opportunity" directly conflicts with 
these goals, threatening to undermine the very essence of what makes our community unique and 
sustainable. I urge you to reconsider this approach and prioritize the conservation of our precious land and 
resources. I ask that the El Paso Gas Pipeline “utility corridor” be eliminated as an option for the 
transmission line.The proposed construction of a 138kV transmission line as part of the Santa Cruz 
Reliability Project on the west side of Tubac presents numerous negative impacts across various domains. 
Public health and safety are at risk due to the proximity of high-pressure gas pipelines, which could lead to 
electromagnetic interference, corrosion, and increased accident risks. The potential for wildfires and illegal 
activities is heightened by the introduction of new service roads, which also pose border security concerns. 
Economically, the project will lead to higher customer rates due to the costs associated with new 
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construction, especially when compared to utilizing existing infrastructure on the east side. This construction 
conflicts with local ordinances. The impact on existing and planned land uses is significant, disrupting 
conservation easements and protected areas like the Arizona Land and Water Trust Sopori Ranch and 
Alegria Canyon Ranch. Residential areas will face diminished property values, visual intrusion, noise 
pollution the invasive humming and crackling noise caused by the Corona discharge along the line would 
totally destroy the peace and tranquility of the land, and safety risks, leading to a loss of revenue for Santa 
Cruz County. Additionally, the environmental impact includes habitat fragmentation, loss of vegetation, and 
disturbance to wildlife.  These factors collectively underscore the need for careful consideration and 
reevaluation of the project's current trajectory on the El Paso Gas Line. My property [REDACTED] and my 
family’s property [REDACTED]  would also be impacted. The construction and presence of this transmission 
line will have significant visual impacts on our properties, which are currently valued for their scenic views 
and natural surroundings. The introduction of such infrastructure will not only alter the landscape but also 
diminish the aesthetic appeal that is a key factor in the valuation of our properties. Furthermore, the 
presence of high-voltage transmission lines is widely recognized to decrease property values. This is a 
matter of great concern for us, as it affects our financial investment and the future marketability of our 
properties, and our children’s inheritance. I urge you to consider the long-term impact on our community's 
heritage and the environment. The proposed route “opportunity” of the El Paso Gasline “utility corridor” 
threatens to erase a significant part of our history and disrupt the natural beauty that defines our region for 
everyone now, for my beautiful four young children and all the generations to come. We are the land and the 
land is us…NO WEST SIDE!

Response: 8/6/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We have noted these for consideration in future 
analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting process. In addition, we will include these in 
our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission. I hope you will 
continue to stay engaged in the project and continue to provide your thoughts and comments. For the 
latest updates on the project, I invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/

Comment No. 215 8/5/2025

I feel that the  increased power needs can be met by by utilizing the existing 138kV power line easement 
east of the Santa Cruz river.  I am very opposed to intalling new line on the west side of highway 19.

Response: 8/7/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We have noted these for consideration in future 
analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting process. In addition, we will include these in 
our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission. I hope you will 
continue to stay engaged in the project and continue to provide your thoughts and comments. For the 
latest updates on the project, I invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/

Comment No. 262 8/10/2025

I am very concerned about the safety of the proposed power lines for the Mine 32.The damaging effects 
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from this mine will be enormous and will affect the quality of life for humans and damage what little water our 
area has left. I would like some concern for these wishes to be shown by UniSource Energy Corporation.

Response: 8/11/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We have noted these for consideration in future 
analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting process. In addition, we will include these in 
our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission.  The purpose of this 
project is to improve service reliability for all customers in Santa Cruz County. This project is not for the 
mine nor is it connected to the mine’s authorization. The Hermosa Mine will be served by the Rio Rico to 
Harshaw Transmission Line – a separate project approved by the ACC in 2023. Find more details at: 
uesaz.com/rio-rico-to-harshaw. I hope you will continue to stay engaged in the project and continue to 
provide your thoughts and comments. For the latest updates on the project, I invite you to visit the 
project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/

Comment No. 263 8/11/2025

Please do not construct a new power line east of the Santa Cruz river near the Tubac Foothills community. I 
saved my money and worked very hard to pay for a piece of land where I could retire away from people and 
be with nature.  Creating a power line through or near my land would create an environment where I would 
no longer want to live in.  I have many cameras out on my property that have caught rare wildlife species 
that would also be affected by construction of a pole line. I know most of the community feels the same way 
about this as well pole line.

Response: 8/11/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We have noted these for consideration in future 
analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting process. In addition, we will include these in 
our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission.

Comment No. 217 8/18/2025

Good morning, I have a home for sale in Rio rico at [REDACTED]. It is under contract. I read an article about 
green valley and the power lines being installed on the east side of i19 where my home is located. I need to 
know where the power lines are going to be located. This may jeopardize my home closing. I also must 
advise the buyers. I saw on your website many routes proposed and they are difficult to read. Please send 
me information that may affect my property as soon as possible.

Response: 8/18/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We have noted these for consideration in future 
analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting process. In addition, we will include these in 
our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission.  The article you read 
about lines in Green Valley was in regard to the phase 1 of the Santa Cruz Reliability Project (SCR) - 
North. There are multiple routes under consideration for that project, two of which are on the east side of 
I-19. The SCR-North project ends near Amado just south of the Santa Cruz County line. That project is a 
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little farther along in the process than phase 3 of the project, Santa Cruz Reliability Project – South which 
is closer to your neck of the woods. SCR-South has still not identified any routes. On September 3rd we 
will be holding two public open house events in Tubac and Rio Rico to share the project updates. You will 
also receive an email on Wednesday and a postcard in the mail this week with more information and an 
invitation to participate in the public open house meetings.   I hope you will continue to stay engaged in 
the project and continue to provide your thoughts and comments. For the latest updates on the project, I 
invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/

Comment No. 264 8/18/2025

I am writing as a Unisource customer and long time owner of a home in Tubac Foothills Ranch.I want you to 
know that I strenously object to the proposed additional transmission poles you are exploring.My 
recommendation is that the addition of a second line be to the existing transmission poles adjacent to Tubac 
Foothills Ranch. The existing monopoles were originally designed to support a second circuit.I see no good 
reason to directly impact the health of myself, my family and animals with any other configuration. You will 
lower my property values as well as the property values of Tubac Foothills Ranch.I’ve been involved in your 
public meetings but my experience is you hold them to comply with the requirement for public input but you 
ignore our desperate pleas to not have you ruin our lives.I’m asking you to be human - to show some 
compassion and mercy for people who have worked their whole lives to have the homes that they have.How 
can you live with yourselves if you continue to disregard the health, welfare and safety of the consumers you 
sometimes claim to have in regard? Marketing paints a pretty picture but actions show the truth of your 
corporation’s intent. We are nothing to you except for the money we put in your pockets.Now is the time to 
prove you have a conscience as a business.Do the right thing. Add a second line to the already existing 
monopole. Do not add more monopoles.The consumers are watching.

Response: 8/19/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We have noted these for consideration in future 
analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting process. In addition, we will include these in 
our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission.  I hope you will 
continue to stay engaged in the project and continue to provide your thoughts and comments. For the 
latest updates on the project, I invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/

Comment No. 265 8/18/2025

I am opposed to having the planned high power voltage line placed in Tubac Foothills Ranch, a residential 
subdivision.  The safety and property values of all owners in the subdivision will be negatively impacted.

Response: 8/19/2025

I hope you will continue to stay engaged in the project and continue to provide your thoughts and 
comments. For the latest updates on the project, I invite you to visit the project webpage 
at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/
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Comment No. 213 8/19/2025

We are property owners in Tubac Foothills Ranch and wish to voice our opposition to your proposal to install 
a second transmission line through our property and community. This proposed second line would pose 
health and fire risks. The line would be unsightly and mar the natural beauty of the area. Our property values 
would take an enormous negative hit. Please reconsider this proposal. Find a different route or consider 
using the existing lines that were initially built to handle a second circuit. This makes much more sense.

Response: 8/20/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We have noted these for consideration in future 
analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting process. In addition, we will include these in 
our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission. I hope you will 
continue to stay engaged in the project and continue to provide your thoughts and comments. For the 
latest updates on the project, I invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/

Comment No. 266 8/20/2025

I am sending you my comments regarding the proposed Transmission Line Santa Cruz Reliability Project 
South.My understanding is there is a proposed new transmission line that is located on the west side of I-19. 
I have no comments to make about this location.It is also looking like there is a "refined segment" going in 
adjacent to Tubac Foothills Ranch. It is this segement that I object to.There are residential properties in this 
area that would be adversly impacted in multiple ways such as:Fire and Electrocution Hazards:Power lines 
can be compromised during storms or high winds, leading to downed lines and sparking fires or posing a 
risk of electrocution if touched.Property Value Impact:The perception of risk, whether based on fact or not, 
can affect the value of homes near power lines.Health Concerns:EMFs and Cancer:Some studies have 
shown a possible association between EMF exposure from power lines and childhood leukemia, but this link 
is not definitively proven.Other Potential Health Effects:Other health issues like migraines and fatigue have 
also been reported by some individuals living near power lines.Uncertainty:Despite extensive research, the 
health effects of EMF exposure from power lines are still debated, with some scientists maintaining that 
potential risks should not be dismissed despite the lack of conclusive evidence, according to the Health 
Physics Society.Noise:High-voltage power lines can generate a humming or buzzing sound, which some find 
disruptive.Transformer Oil Spills:In some cases, there is a small risk of transformer oil spills, which may 
contain hazardous chemicals.Without a doubt- Property values in this are would plummet, creating hardship 
on the property owners who moved there to escape urban infrastucture.I would request that you remove and 
deny all new Transmission lines proposed adjacent to Tubac Foothills Ranch.

Response: 8/28/2025

I want to apologize for the delay in my response to your comments. I do strive to respond more promptly 
and want you to know we take your comments seriously. We have noted these for consideration in future 
analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting process. In addition, we will include these in 
our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission.  I can tell you have 
done your research and have looked into many aspects of how transmission lines may affect people. 
There two points that I would like to respond to directly with regard to this project:Noise: The sound that 
can be heard from high voltage transmission lines is called the corona., this is the effect of high voltage 
electricity vaporizing any moisture in the air around the conductor. The actual volume of the corona 
depends on several conditions and is most often heard on much higher voltage transmission lines than 
what is being proposed. UniSource would anticipate very minimal sound emanating from the 138kV 
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lines.Transformer oil spills: The proposed transmission line does not include any transformers.  This type 
of equipment at transmission voltages is only located within substations where there are many design 
factors that protect against any spills. I hope you will continue to stay engaged in the project and 
continue to provide your thoughts and comments. For the latest updates on the project, I invite you to 
visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/

Comment No. 267 8/20/2025

Great news

Response: n/a

No response needed. 

Comment No. 268 8/20/2025

I received your response to my comment saying that South32 is not the catalyst for the Project. I can't help 
but see the coincidence in South32's proposal to build a processing plant to make battery-grade manganese 
in Rio Rico, exactly where you will be upgrading your electric capabilities to "increase the reliability for your 
customers".  The upgrade is clearly in anticipation of South32's proposal coming to fruition.My monthly 
budget payment is $287 and last month my bill was $360.  I am on time of use and only 15% of my usage is 
"on peak".  I can't imagine what this upgrade will cost your customers.

Response: 8/28/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We have noted these for consideration in future 
analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting process. In addition, we will include these in 
our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission.  I hope you will 
continue to stay engaged in the project and continue to provide your thoughts and comments. For the 
latest updates on the project, I invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/

Comment No. 348 8/20/2025

At what cost now,   What will the “New Fee” be named

Response: n/a

No response needed. 

Page 12 of 19Public comments July and August 2025



Comment No. 340 8/20/2025

Glade to hear/read about this. Build baby build

Response: n/a

No response needed. 

Comment No. 269 8/21/2025

I amm against this project. I live in Tubac

Response: 8/28/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We have noted these for consideration in future 
analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting process. In addition, we will include these in 
our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission. I hope you will 
continue to stay engaged in the project and continue to provide your thoughts and comments. For the 
latest updates on the project, I invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/

Comment No. 328 8/21/2025

Please read the attached letter for my more detailed word because my letter was summarized by my 
computer as follows: a detailed analysis and commentary on the proposed "Santa Cruz Reliability Project 
South" (SCR) by UniSource Energy Inc. (UNSE) in Arizona, fcusing on the electricity transmission and 
reliability in Santa Cruz County. The author, Marshall Magruder, argues that the current transmission system 
is reliable, and the SCR as proposed is unnecessary, costly, and environmentally impactful. The document 
includes a historical reliability review, critique of the SCR phases, alternative proposals, and 
recommendations for UNSE and the Arizona Corporation Commission.  Present Santa Cruz Transmission 
System Reliability The existing Santa Cruz electricity transmission system, upgraded from 115 kV to 138 
kV, is robust and reliable, with significant backup generation and transmission capabilities. The system's 
emergency power includes four natural gas turbines totaling 73 MW at the Valencia Substation, a 46 kV 
backup subtransmission line providing 22 MW (potentially 44 MW if double-circuited), and additional solar 
generation, exceeding the current peak demand of about 80 MW. This capacity is expected to meet 
demands until at least 2042 without the SCR.  Historical data from 1994 to 2003 show that transmission 
outages are minimal and mostly caused by storms, with transmission outages averaging 1.0568 hours per 
customer per year and transmission system availability at 99.9867%. Supply outages have been nearly 
eliminated since installation of a three-ring-bus breaker at the Nogales Tap, providing a redundant supply 
source. Distribution outages, while more frequent, are not addressed by the SCR.  An important reliability 
concern is the lack of a second, independent power supply source after the 138 kV upgrade disconnected 
the Nogales Tap from the Western Power Administration (WAPA) system. Reconnecting this would provide 
a redundant supply path and improve reliability.  Proposed Santa Cruz Reliability Project South (SCR) 
Overview The SCR consists of three phases aiming to build new 138 kV transmission lines connecting 
Kantor, Gateway, and Valencia substations, and linking to the regional grid via TEP's system. The stated 
purpose is to improve reliability and integrate the system into the Bulk Electric System (BES) to support the 
Nogales Interconnection Project. However, the document argues these purposes are unsupported because 
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the SCR primarily serves new "merchant" customers such as mines and transmission companies, not 
existing ratepayers, and does not significantly improve reliability for current customers.  Phase 1: Santa 
Cruz Reliability North Phase 1 plans a new 138 kV line from TEP's Canoa Ranch Substation to UNSE's 
Kantor Substation, with multiple route alternatives. Concerns include that most routes lie within TEP's 
service area, raising questions about which ratepayers will bear costs and how inter-company financial 
agreements will be managed. The existing 46 kV backup line from Canoa to Kantor, capable of doubling its 
capacity, is not considered for upgrades, which could provide cost-effective redundancy without new 138 kV 
construction. Questions are raised about the cost-benefit of using existing infrastructure and the timing and 
scope of Certificate of Environmental Compatibility (CEC) applications.  Phase 2: Nogales Tap to 
Kantor Phase 2 involves replacing single-circuit 138 kV poles with double-circuit capable poles from Kantor 
to near Nogales Tap and constructing a short 138 kV line from Gateway to Valencia substations. The phase 
supports increased load demand from mining operations, which require continuous high power exceeding 
current peak demands. The document emphasizes that existing customers should not fund infrastructure 
primarily benefiting new high-demand users and suggests that "merchant" customers should finance these 
upgrades. Reconnecting the Nogales Tap to provide a second supply source is recommended but not 
included in SCR. The dependency of Phase 2 on the Nogales Interconnection Project is noted, with 
questions about load capacities and operational flexibility .  Phase 3: Santa Cruz Reliability South Phase 
3 adds a new 138 kV line between Kantor and Gateway substations on poles capable of double circuits. The 
route avoids previously contested areas within the Coronado National Forest but is part of the broader SCR 
plan supporting the Nogales Interconnection Projec  Other Transmission Impacts and the Nogales 
Interconnection Project The Nogales Interconnection Project involves connecting the U.S. and Mexican 
grids via a new Gateway Substation with a 300 MW bi-directional DC interconnection, multiple 138 kV AC 
lines, and a 230 kV line to the Mexico border. The project has received a Presidential Permit but lacks an 
ACC-approved Ten-Year Plan, raising concerns about its viability and the appropriateness of including SCR 
phases tied to it in UNSE's CEC applications. The document highlights financial implications for UNSE 
ratepayers, who may bear costs for infrastructure primarily serving new merchant customers or cross-border 
transmission, which may not benefit local customers .  The UNSE Ten-Year Plan includes other projects 
such as the Rio Rico-Harshaw 138 kV line and capacitor bank additions, which aim to improve local 
distribution reliability but are separate from the SCR.  Alternative Proposal to the SCR An alternative to 
the SCR proposes double-circuit 138 kV lines on existing poles combined with a new 46 kV loop connecting 
Kantor, Cañez, Sonoita, Gateway, and Valencia substations. This alternative offers flexible, reliable, and 
cost-effective improvements with less environmental impact and without requiring a CEC permit. It leverages 
existing infrastructure, remote-controlled switches, and automation to enhance redundancy and load 
management, costing an estimated $7 million, significantly less than SCR.  Conclusions   1.  The SCR’s 
purpose to support the Nogales Interconnection is premature as the interconnection lacks a Ten-Year Plan, 
making SCR Phases 1 and 3 unnecessary for current ratepayers .   2.  Existing system reliability meets 
current and near-future demands, especially if the 46 kV line is upgraded to double circui   3.  Reconnecting 
the 138 kV line to the Nogales Tap would provide a vital second supply source and improve reliability   4.  
Phase 2’s infrastructure upgrades should proceed only if justified by a second circuit requirement, with costs 
appropriately allocated   5.  The alternative proposal offers a less costly, more flexible, and environmentally 
sound solution   6.  There is no present need for bulk transmission capacity through Santa Cruz County   
7.  UNSE ratepayers should not bear costs for infrastructure serving high-demand merchant 
customers  Recommendations   *   UNSE should not submit CEC applications for SCR Phases 1 and 3 
until the Nogales Interconnection is fully planned and included in Ten-Year Plans.   *   Costs for second 
transmission lines or Nogales Interconnection infrastructure should not be included in UNSE’s rate base.   
*   UNSE should seek CEC modifications for necessary pole replacements for a second circuit in Phase 2 
and the Gateway-Valencia line.   *   The 138 kV line should be reconnected to the Nogales Tap to restore 
redundant supply   *   The alternative proposal should be seriously considered and implemented as a cost-
effective solution   *   This comprehensive review highlights that the SCR as currently proposed primarily 
serves new high-demand users and cross-border projects rather than improving reliability for existing 
customers. It advocates for cost-effective, flexible alternatives and prudent planning to protect local 
ratepayers’ interests and minimize environmental impacts
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Response: 9/19/2025

Thank you for sharing your questions, comments, and concerns. We have noted these for consideration 
in future analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting process. In addition, we will 
include these in our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission. 
  
Since its acquisition of the service territory and assets from Citizens in 2003, UNSE has taken steps to 
strengthen the grid serving Santa Cruz County, including upgrades at the Valencia Generating Station, 
the addition of a 46 kV line to Kantor to serve as backup to Tubac area load, and upgrading the existing 
radial transmission line.  Unfortunately, those solutions, which have worked well over the past few 
decades, no longer meet the needs of the growing system in Santa Cruz County. Constructing the Project 
will satisfy the existing and future reliability and operational requirements. The only transmission line 
serving Santa Cruz County runs from Pima County, delivering electricity from the regional electric grid 
near Tucson  The evaluation of all potential solutions led UNSE to identify the Santa Cruz Reliability 
Project. The proposed looped transmission system will incorporate redundancy and more operational 
control into the existing transmission system, in addition to facilitating other secondary benefits such as 
increased transmission capacity, which will be necessary in the future to serve growing load, or in the 
event additional generation and/or battery storage must be added. Two lines connecting Santa Cruz 
County to the regional electric grid will provide essential reliability benefits through alternative 
transmission paths. Such redundancy will increase grid resilience by permitting flexibility in maintenance 
and service restoration in case of disruptions caused by weather, equipment failure, or other extreme 
events.    I hope you will continue to stay engaged in the project and continue to provide your thoughts 
and comments. For the latest updates on the project, I invite you to visit the project webpage at 
www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/  

Comment No. 270 8/22/2025

We own land on Garrett Way , how d0 we find out if this affects our land and what is it ? A over head or 
under ground what are we to understand? [REDACTED LOT NUMBER]

Response: 8/28/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We have noted these for consideration in future 
analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting process. In addition, we will include these in 
our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission.  The best way to see 
where the project and the refined segments are in relation to your home is by visiting the Project webpage 
and clicking on the Interactive map link. Also linked here: https://www.uesaz.com/maps/SCR-South/ and 
searching for your address in the search magnifying glass icon in the upper right corner of the screen. If 
your property does is undeveloped or does not have an address, you would need to navigate to the 
location by scrolling and zooming into your property. I hope you will continue to stay engaged in the 
project and continue to provide your thoughts and comments. For the latest updates on the project, I 
invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/

Comment No. 271 8/25/2025

We have been happy with our electric service. We have had very few outages and they have not been 
lengthy.I am very concerned about any lines, towers or poles being visible in front of Tumacacori Peak or 
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across that vista. It would be a loss to the entire Tubac and Tumacacori communities!

Response: 8/28/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We have noted these for consideration in future 
analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting process. In addition, we will include these in 
our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission.I hope you will continue 
to stay engaged in the project and continue to provide your thoughts and comments. For the latest 
updates on the project, I invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-
project-south/

Comment No. 210 8/27/2025

Resent.  My network provider Earthlink reported today, after many tries, the original below failed to be 
received at uesaz. Please acknowledge that you have satisfactory received othe below email and two 
attachments. Attached is a letter with an Attachment is for the Attention of the Santa Cruz Reliability Project 
South, PO Box 711, MS CB200, Tucson, AZ 85702   These are REVISED "Comments and Concerns about 
the Proposed Santa Cruz Reliability Project South" that supercede my previous comment letter of 20 August 
[Comment #328] that should be discarded and not responded or used. The letter's Attachment has not 
changed.  Subject: Comments and Concerns the Proposed “Santa Cruz Reliability Project South” 
(Replacement Revision to same Subject of 20 August 2025,) Attachment: Marshall Magruder Testimony of 8 
July 2005 w/errata entered (ACC docket E-01032A-99-0401) 1. Summary. These revised comments provide 
important information about the Santa Cruz service area electricity system that show all elements of the 
three-phase proposal are NOT necessary to improve reliability, require significant environmental impacts, 
and are very costly for ratepayers. In fact, “transmission” reliability is not a concern for the present 
ratepayers, as is shown below in Section I. Supply and Distribution reliability are where improvements can 
be considered more effective. The existing transmission system is very robust and reliable with more than 
adequate backup power in case of a failure, is cost effective, and serves all the present customers. New 
customer needs are NOT Santa Cruz customers obligations to fund for their expensive initial construction 
and long-term operations and maintenance expenses. This project is NOT for the existing rate paying users 
but for the singular needs of others including possible mines and unneeded Bulk Electricity Services (BES) 
traversing through this service area for wholesale electricity sales and wheeling profits. Required 
WECC/NERC TPL BES standards do not apply to a radial line with adequate emergency backup resources. 
A BES transmission project would require the UNSE transmission lines to must meet these new and costly 
BES reliability requirements. A less costly, efficient, reliable, adaptable, less environmental impacts, 
expandable and more reliable ALTERNATIVE is proposed for the Santa Cruz service area. 2. Background. 
During the period 2000 to 2008, I served as an Energy Commissioner for the Joint City of Nogales and 
Santa Cruz County Energy Commission and continued active contacts with both for over 20 years by 
reporting the status and intervening in transmission line siting cases starting at No. 111; multiple electricity, 
water and natural gas rate cases; reliability committee work leading to the Environmental Portfolio 
Standards; early Biennial Transmission Assessment (BTA) workshops; Environmental Impact Studies for 
transmission, gas pipelines and mining issues involving the National Forest, the utility ownership transfer 
from Citizens Utilities to UniSource and a purchase of Tucson Electric, all involved issues impact ratepayers. 
a. My prior Testimony, the “Attachment,” is a comprehensive study of the total Santa Cruz Electricity System 
status as of 2005. Its data and methodology are very relevant to today’s concerns. This was when a 50-year-
old wood H-frame 115 kV transmission system provided the only electricity radial link from Tucson to 
Nogales. That study data show “transmission” reliability was NOT the major cause of poor services in Sana 
Cruz area but remote power Supply, local Distribution, and Marshall Magruder SCR Comments and 
Concerns August 25, 2025 poor operational procedures were the main causes of the excessive outages in 
the 1998-2000 timeframe that brought the reliability issue directly to the attention of the Arizona 
Commissioners and its Order No. 62011, to require a “second transmission” line from Tucson to Nogales.1 

Page 16 of 19Public comments July and August 2025



Section 1 reliability data from the Attachment, show the present system meets all present needs and 
expanded to meet future needs. b. Since the 7th BTA (2012) and continuing BTAs, UNSE and Arizona 
Corporation Commission (ACC) deleted the “second transmission” line requirement.2 Although a “second 
transmission line” is not now required, this Santa Cruz Reliability Project South (SCR) in Section 2, appear 
to require the same, specifically to meet the “needs” for other than present customers, primarily for a Bulk 
transmission line and various mines in Pima and Santa Cruz County with comments without data for cost-
effective, efficient, reliable service for both the present and potential additional needs. c. The reliability 
issues and my concerns in the proposed SCR Plan address and my counters show the SCR is NOT 
necessary to improve reliability in Santa Cruz service area. Also, two other public service companies provide 
electricity services in Santa Cruz County. The SCR only impacts the UNSE Santa Cruz service area and not 
“County” reliability. d. My comments and concerns with a few questions are outlined in a Table of Contents 
to describe the present continuity of service and reliability issues in Section 1, the UNSE three-phase 
proposal and other potential changes in Sections 2 and 3, a proposed ALTERNATIVE in presented to 
replace the SCR Project in Section 4, with conclusions and recommendations in Sections 5 and 6 to provide 
reliable, lowest cost, efficient and safe electricity for all UNSE customers in the Santa Cruz service area. 
These Comments are intended to continue and improve the existing UNSE system reliability, affordability, 
safety and improvements to the proposed UNSE Project and proposed changes. Respectfully submitted, 
Marshall Magruder marshall@magruder.org

Response: 8/28/2025

I  am not sure what the send issue is that you are experiencing. I can confirm that we have received both 
of your letters and attachments and are in the middle of reviewing the most recent version.

Comment No. 272 8/29/2025

I am an owner in Tubac Foothills Ranch HOA and I strongly oppose installation of anew 138 kilovolt (kV) 
transmission line that would run through Tubac Foothills Ranch subdivision.   The existing 138kV line runs 
on the western boundary of my property, degrading my views and changing the desert landscape.  The 
possibility of another such line within 1 mile of existing line would do significant harm to my health and 
property.  Please take this submission as strong opposition to the installation of a new transmission line that 
would cross any part of Tubac Foothills Ranch subdivision.

Response: 9/2/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We have noted these for consideration in future 
analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting process. In addition, we will include these in 
our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission. I would like to direct 
you to the interactive project map on our webpage. Here you will see that the preliminary segment for a 
parallel transmission line through the Tubac Foothills Ranch subdivisions has been removed. Still under 
consideration is the addition a second circuit to the existing transmission line along the western 
boundary of your home. Under this scenario, the only change would be the addition of 3 new conductor 
wires on the existing structures.    I hope you will continue to stay engaged in the project and continue to 
provide your thoughts and comments. For the latest updates on the project, I invite you to visit the 
project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/

Comment No. 273 8/29/2025
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Can you please advise me on the proximity of the 138 kv transmission line wrt to lot [REDACTED].Is lit 
[REDACTED] within 1 mile of the proposed upgrade

Response: 9/2/2025

[Comment was submitted via multiple avenues (letter, web form, and email). All comments were 
recorded in the public record, and one emailed response (Record #216) was sent to address all 
comments]

Comment No. 274 8/29/2025

I am a property owner on the east side of the Santa Cruz River in Tubac. This property is my planned 
retirement nest egg, and my vision is to leave it as natural and low-impact as possible. I purchased this 
property for its serene landscape and solitude. I enjoy watching the multitude of animals that use this area 
undisturbed, including, but not limited to, badgers, mountain lions, and even black bears. The natural and 
cultural artifacts on this property are a testament to its untouched beauty. The current poleline is already an 
eyesore. It audibly buzzes. The further addition of another line would not only be unsightly, it would destroy 
the natural landscape around it, as well as any property value. While I am against the further development of 
ANY utility structure in this area, I understand that the project will steam ahead. Therefore, I can only hope 
that Unisource will use the existing poleline, which was specifically built to handle a second line, and avoid 
any further environmental and ecological impact.

Response: 9/2/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We have noted these for consideration in future 
analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting process. In addition, we will include these in 
our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission. I hope you will 
continue to stay engaged in the project and continue to provide your thoughts and comments. For the 
latest updates on the project, I invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/

Comment No. 216 8/30/2025

Please be advised that my ranch lot no [REDACTED] is within one mile vicinity of Unisource proposed 
mapping to construct 138kv transmission lines above ground  My lot no is [REDACTED] on tubac foothills 
ranch unit [REDACTED] parcel no [REDACTED].  I object to any above ground transmission line specifically 
fire and environmental hazards. Please remap your proposed project elsewhere. The concept understood 
but not above ground. I have mailed written notice to counsel. Please send me written updates via email and 
to my P.O. Box being [REDACTED].

Response: 9/2/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We have noted these for consideration in future 
analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting process. In addition, we will include these in 
our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission.  I wanted to confirm 
that I have received both your written comments, via email and by the online comment form. For ease of 
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response I am going to respond to just this email. I searched for the Arizona Parcel Number (APN) 
[REDACTED], however there appears to be a digit missing. There is likely a letter after “[REDACTED]” to 
complete the APN. Without the APN or an address I am unable to locate your property and let you know 
the distance in relation to the refined segments. I would like to guide you to our online interactive map 
where you are able to search for your property and see where it is in relation to the refined segments. 
Additionally, for our mailed correspondences and project notifications I will update your address to 
[REDACTED]. I hope you will continue to stay engaged in the project and continue to provide your 
thoughts and comments. For the latest updates on the project, I invite you to visit the project webpage at 
www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/

Comment No. 351 8/30/2025

I am writing to both of you to dispute the construction of the proposed 138 KV transmission line less than 
one mile from lot [REDACTED] of Tubac Foothills Ranch [REDACTED].  The transmission towers will 
impose a fire and environmental hazard to my property.  Your cooperation in remapping your proposed 
power transmission construction line is requested, including undergound transmission construction.  
 
Please acknowledge by sending written response to my attention at [REDACTED].

Response: 9/2/2025

[Comment was submitted via multiple avenues (letter, web form, and email). All comments were 
recorded in the public record, and one emailed response (Record #216) was sent to address all 
comments]
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