Santa Cruz Reliability South Project
Public comments June 2025

Comment No. 222 6/1/2025

If Unisource has determined a new high-voltage power line is needed, Unisource should use the existing
pathway and equipment (to the extent possible) that currently exists on the Eastside. Placing new lines on the
Westside will negatively impact property values on both sides of the highway, everyone's views of the
mountains, and may result in some homeowners losing their homes to eminent domain as the result of the
project. There is also a "constraint" near the Nogales substation that may negatively impact the proposed Santa
Cruz River Urban National Wildlife Refuge. Having high voltage lines on both sides of the highway could make it
easier for a wildfire to spread and harder to fight, should a wildfire occur. Passing on the cost of new high-
voltage power lines to ratepayers due to the energy demands of South32 and the Nogales produce warehouses,
in an area increasingly at risk for wildfire is unethical. This line is a merchant power line, and ratepayers should
not be burdened with paying for it. It is unfortunate that our utility company is not required to bury the lines in
residential areas for the protection of residents, and that new laws will absolve them of the liability for wildfires
caused by their equipment.

Response: 6/2/2025

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.

l acknowledge there are rumors in the community regarding the need for this project. I’ll unequivocally
respond that the new line is not needed to serve a single customer (South 32), or even a small group of
large customers (produce warehouses). The second line is proposed to improve the reliability and

resiliency of the electrical transmission system serving all UniSource customers in Santa Cruz County.

! 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at
www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 223 6/2/2025

| understand that a new transmission line will be constructed on the WEST side of I-19 despite there already
being a corridor and a transmission line on the EAST side. Please do not do this. | have family in California who
are always endangered by wildfires from above-ground transmission lines. We do not need to double our own
risk. In addition, | understand that there is a "constraint" near the Nogales substation that may negatively
impact the Santa Cruz River Urban National Wildlife Refuge. |join with all those who actively oppose this new
transmission line on the west side.

Response: 6/2/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We have noted these for consideration in future
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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. [ want to emphasize
that we are still early on in the siting process and no routes have been decided upon. Your input, along
with studies that are being conducted on various environmental and land use considerations, will drive
the siting study to determine the best route for this new line.l 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, |
invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 224 6/2/2025

Questions: What is the current demand on the existing 138kv line? Are the existing lines currently
interconnected with Mexico? If so does Unisource have plans to purchase or sell power to Mexico? What is
the possibility of building a new gas fired plant in or close to Nogales to create redundancy? In the meeting
today Chris repeated more than one that all of Santa Cruz county lost power when there was a break in the
138KV lineg, is this true? Are eastern and western Sant Cruz county supplied only by the Vail to Valencia line?

Will Unisource offer to purchase homes and businesses that may be affected by EMF from the new line? How
is the substation in Amado supplied with power, does it have a duel circuit, physically separated supply?

Response: 6/2/2025

Thank you for posing your questions. | answer them below, in the order asked.

Q. What is the current demand on the existing 138kv line?
A. Approximately 88 MW at peak during the summer.

Q. Are the existing lines currently interconnected with Mexico?
A. No

Q. Ifso does Unisource have plans to purchase or sell power to Mexico?
A.n/a

Q. What is the possibility of building a new gas fired plant in or close to Nogales to create redundancy?
A. No plans are in place at this time. While this would provide a second energy source, it would come at
a greater cost, and would still require transmission lines to move the power from place to another and
with only a single path for that energy to flow would leave the county exposed to the same vulnerability
that exists today as a result of a single transmission line.

Q. In the meeting today Chris repeated more than one that all of Santa Cruz county lost power when
there was a break in the 138kV line, is this true? Are eastern and western Sant Cruz county supplied only
by the Vail to Valencia line?

A. I'll clarify that all of Santa Cruz County served by UniSource lost power during that outage in 2023. The
eastern part of Santa Cruz County, including Patagonia and Sonoita are served by Sulphur Springs Valley
Electric Cooperative.

Q. Will Unisource offer to purchase homes and businesses that may be affected by EMF from the new

line?
A. No. UniSource would only purchase homes in businesses if needed to secure right of way. We do
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everything possible to site new facilities to avoid that need.

Q. How is the substation in Amado supplied with power, does it have a duel circuit, physically separated
supply?

A. The substation in Amado, which is UniSource’s Kantor Substation is supplied through a 138kV circuit,
as well as a back-up 46kV circuit. Should the 138kV circuit be out of service, the 46kV circuit does not
provide enough power to meet all the needs of the County.

/ hope these answers are helpful, and | hope you will continue to stay engaged in the project and
continue to provide your thoughts, comments, or questions. For the latest updates on the project, | invite
you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 184 6/3/2025

| am strongly opposed to the installation of huge, ugly, dangerous power lines on the El Paso Pipeline.l live in
Tubac and have loved and appreciated the unspoiled beauty of this area since 1999. | am very concerned about
the wildlife and the destruction of the desert and the unobstructed views in this area. | believe the power lines
and the huge towers will interrupt the wildlife terrain and destroy cactus and trees. Many of us that live here are
also very worried about the potential fire hazards surrounding installations like this. PLEASE LET US PROTECT
OUR DESERT! AND OUR HOMES! | AM ASKING THAT YOU RECONSIDER INSTALLING ANY POWER LINES OVER
THE EL PASO PIPELINE.

Response: 6/4/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 225 6/3/2025

I am NOT in support of adding these proposed power lines and am prepared to take legal action against them.
Our community is very strong and connected. Be prepared to loose this battle against us. We all know these
lines are to feed the mine. This keeps getting skirted around and lied about, but we know the agenda.You want

us, the people, to pay for the lines and then make money off the mines. Nope! Keep having your public meetings,
we'll resist and defeat you at every step of the way.

Response: 6/4/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We will include these in our project record that will
be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission. | 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, /
invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-southy.
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Comment No. 226 6/3/2025

Please remove the west side of Tubac and I-19 from your consideration of where to add the power lines you
anticipate adding from Tucson to Nogales. The west side of Tubac is high-end residential and 90 foot power
poles and overhead lines will decimate our property values. Additionally, putting the lines close to the 50+year
old El Paso high pressure gas line is a disaster waiting to happen not to mention the incredible loss to life and/or
property. The mostviable and safest area to bring your proposed power line from Tucson to Nogales is the
proposed East side of I-19. Thank you.

Response: 9/22/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We will include these in our project record that will
be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission. | 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, |
invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 207 6/4/2025

Dear UniSource,

Please record my comments, verbatim, as part of the record. As a member of the Tubac community and a
stakeholder in the preservation of our local environment and heritage, | urge you to consider the significant
negative implications of placing the new 138kV transmission line on the West side of 1-19, particularly along the
E.1 Paso Gas Pipeline "utility corridor." | request that the new 138kV transmission line be located on the EAST
side of 1-19, on the monopoles that are already constructed and can accommodate a 2nd 138kV line. In
addition, | am specifically requesting that the El Paso Gas Pipeline "utility corridor" be eliminated as an option.

Constructing a new 138kV transmission line, presents substantial negative impacts to the West side of Tubac.
These issues include and are not limited to:

¢ Safety

o Increased risk of wildfires due co potential faults in transmission lines.

o The presence of high-pressure gas pipelines pose a significant safety risk, including the potential for
electromagnetic interference, corrosion of gas pipes, and increased risk of accidents.

4 Adverse impact on customer rates

o Higher costs associated with new construction on the West side compared to utilizing existing infrastructure
on the East side.

o Higher costs of maintenance in two line locations.

4 State, county, city ordinance compliance and impact on existing and planned land uses

o Conflicts with the Santa Cruz County Comprehensive Plan, which aims to protect open vistas and agricultural
heritage.

o Disruption to conservation casements and protected areas, such as Arizona Land and Water Trust Sopori
Ranch, Alegria Canyon Ranch and Coronado National forest, including wildlife corridor.

¢ Diminished quality of life and property value destruction
o The existing home owners on the west side of Tubac built/purchased their homes specifically on the west side
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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.

o 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.

¢ Impact on Fish, Wildlife, and Plants o Land use patterns have already adapted to the existing Right of Way on
the East side.

o Clearing land for the transmission line service roads will result in the loss of native vegetation, which serves as
food and shelter for various species.

o Construction activities, including noise and increased human presence, will disturb wildlife, leading to stress
and displacement from their natural habitats. Utilizing the existing EAST side infrastructure 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, which
property owners on the west side will certainly litigate.

Response: 9/19/2025

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.

Comment No. 228 6/4/2025

My name is XXX and | live on the west side of Tubac.We moved to Tubac from XXX in 2015.1 have been very
involved in the community and ran for public office and | servedon the Tubac Fire District Board for 4 years.|
am against the building of the Santa Cruz Reliability Project South.Our electrical reliability has been
fine.The one power outage of any length was due to human error and a battery back up problem.The cost
that as neighbors that will have to absorb will be beyond most of our budgets.You are going to ruin an
absoutely stunning conservancy area.l was at your presetation in Tubac and no case was made to move
forward with this project. You did not even allow the residents of Tubac to ask questions.We had to fill out
cards, and many did not know to ask a question they had to fill out a card. You really do not care to hear about
our concerns as a community.You actually told us "it is premature to ask for a raise of hands" of those
opposed. Why? | stood up and asked any way. No one is for the project.At the Tubac Fire Board meetings we
reall wanted to hear opinions from our residents. As a town we are planning a robust opposition campaign.

Response: 6/4/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. I’'m sorry to hear that you feel you have not had the
opportunity to ask questions or voice your concerns. We’ll revisit the design of our public meetings and
adjust, as needed, to more effectively engage with the public. In the meantime, please continue to reach
out through email (santacruzreliabilitysouth@tep.com), the online comment form, or by calling us at 520-
917-6637. We would appreciate you giving us the opportunity address your questions and concerns.

In the meantime, | would encourage you to review the full contents of the project webpage to learn the
benefits of this project and why UniSource, the City of Nogales, Santa Cruz County, along with many
other organizations in the County both support the project and see it as badly needed. We will

include your comments in our project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation
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Commission.

Comment No. 227 6/4/2025

I would like to request that my comments be recorded verbatim as part of the official record in this matter. |
strongly opposed to placing the new 138KV transmission line on the West side of Tubac. Instead, the new 138kV
transmission line should be located on the EAST side, on the monopoles that are already constructed and can
accommodate a 2nd 138kV line.l have been a homeowner in Tubac for over 25 years. Our community has
consistently strived to protect the local environment and preserve its unique place in the history of Arizona and
the American west. Tubac's motto, where art and history meet, as well as its vibrant nature center, preservation
programs, hiking, birding and many more programs are examples of those values in action. The West side with
its open vistas and single family homes support these values and draw tourists to the area, a key economic
factor for the community. Placing a new transmission line on the West side, particularly along the El Paso

Gas Pipeline utility corridor has significant negative implications environmentally, and economically. On the
other hand, utilizing this existing infrastructure on the East side of Tubac would preserve the landscapes, be
cost-effective, and effective.l urge adoption of a route on the East side of Tubac.

Response: 6/4/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We will include these in our project record that will
be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission. | 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, |
invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-southy.

Comment No. 229 6/4/2025

| request my comments be recorded verbatim as part of the record.My wife and | are residents in the XXX
subdivision. | have worked as a XXX in Santa Cruz County for the past 35 years and am deeply connected to this
area.A number of years ago, Unisource/TEP constructed the transmission line along the eastern corridor

from Tucson to Nogales. The argument to support construction of that transmission line was to create a loop in
the grid to assure that the frequent power disruptions in power to residential and commercial customers the
Nogales area would be minimized. This process concluded with TEP/Unisource selecting the east corridor
alignment through the Santa Cruz River valley. | believe the facts supporting this original corridor are still valid.

My firm belief is that the same corridor (expanded in width as needed to prevent contact of the lines during
winds/storms), would be much more efficient, cost-effective and less detrimental to viewsheds. | request that
the El Paso Gas Pipeline “utility corridor” or any west side corridor be eliminated as options.

Response: 6/4/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
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reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 186 6/4/2025

The “East of I-19 Corridor” alternative proposes routing Unisource’s new high-voltage transmission line
adjacent to the Interstate 19 transportation corridor between Amado and Nogales, Arizona. This option offers a
significantly more favorable profile than routing “West of 1-19”, which would parallel the El Paso Natural Gas
(EPNG) pipeline through a remote, rugged corridor west of I-19. From the perspectives of engineering, public
safety, environmental protection, and regulatory approval, “East of [-19” emerges as a far more prudent, cost-
effective and feasible alignment.

1. Safety and Utility Separation Advantages

Unlike the “West of I-19” Alternative, which requires co-location with a high-pressure natural gas pipeline, “East
of [-19” avoids such conflicts entirely. Co-location with the EPNG pipeline presents numerous safety concerns,
including electromagnetic interference, increased corrosion risk, and potentially catastrophic arc flash events.
“East of I-19” avoids these risks by:

eFIMaintaining appropriate separation from high-risk energy infrastructure.

*EISimplifying construction and operations, without the need for interference mitigation.

*Reducing emergency response complexity, thanks to direct I-19 access.

2. Streamlined Permitting and Agency CoordinationFrom a regulatory standpoint, “East of I-19” is more likely to
be approved by agencies such as the Arizona Corporation Commission (ACC), Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT), and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS). Its location along a major state and federal
transportation corridor provides:

eRFlEstablished ROW precedents and interagency agreement.

*FIReduced ecological risk, by avoiding sensitive habitat.

*EIGreater public and stakeholder acceptabili.

3. Improved Constructability and Access“East of I-19” Alternative offers significant advantages in
constructability:

*RIExisting transportation access along I-1.

*EIGentler terrain for easier construction and maintenanc.

eEFlLower construction risk and cos

4. Visual and Cultural Resource CompatibilityRouting the transmission line along the “East of I-19” minimizes
visual intrusion into undisturbed landscapes and preserves the scenic integrity of culturally significant areas.
Tower placement in the “West of I-19” corridor would be visible from Tumacaécori National Historical Park and
the Santa Cruz Valley National Heritage Area, potentially triggering Section 106 review and would generate
immense negative public sentiment against TEP/Unisource.

5. Residential Neighborhood ImpactRouting the new transmission line along the “West of I-19” corridor, would

likely require the purchase of right-of-way access through high-priced residential neighborhoods. Purchasing

this ROW access would be extremely expensive, unnecessarily adding to the TEP/Unisource ratepayer burden.
In addition, Unisource may need to go through condemnation procedures, which would further incur the ire of

residents and TEP/Unisource customers.

Conclusion

In all key categories — safety, permitting, constructability, environmental impact, and cultural compatibility —
the “East of I-19” Alternative clearly outperforms the “West of I-19” Alternative. Co-locating along the existing
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East1-19 corridor represents the least risk, most cost-effective, and most publicly and regulatorily acceptable
alignment for the proposed transmission line.

| would also note that the 2023 Santa Cruz County outage that is often mentioned was not caused by
transmission issues. That outage was caused by the failure of TEP to ensure that their backup generation
equipment was working before they shut down the power transmission for maintenance. Almost ALL of our
power outages are caused by transformer issues, not transmission issues. The rate payers would have to pay for
this new line and we would still be stuck with the old, old, old transformers that fail quite often.

Response: 6/4/2025

Thank you for sharing your well-articulated 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.
/ 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at
www.uesaz.comy/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 230 6/4/2025

Please record my comments, verbatim, as part of the record. As a member of the Tubac community and a
stakeholder in the preservation of our local environment and heritage, | urge you to consider the significant
negative implications of placing the new 138kV transmission line on the West side of I-19, particularly along the
El Paso Gas Pipeline “utility corridor.” | request 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. In
addition, | am specifically requesting that the El Paso Gas Pipeline “utility corridor” be eliminated as an

option. Constructing a new 138kV transmission line, presents substantial negative impacts to the West side

of Tubac. These issues include and are not limited to:

e Safety

- Increased risk of wildfires due to potential faults in transmission lines.

- The presence of high-pressure gas pipelines pose a significant safety risk, including the potential for
electromagnetic interference, corrosion of gas pipes, and increased risk of accidents.

e Adverse impact on customer rates

- Higher costs associated with new construction on the West side compared to utilizing existing infrastructure
on the East side.

- Higher costs of maintenance in two line locations.

e State, county, city ordinance compliance and impact on existing and planned land uses

- Conflicts with the Santa Cruz County Comprehensive Plan, which aims to protect open vistas and agricultural
heritage.

- Disruption to conservation easements and protected areas, such as Arizona Land and Water Trust Sopori
Ranch, Alegria Canyon Ranch and Coronado National Forest, including wildlife corridor.

e Diminished quality of life and property value destruction

- The existing home owners on the west side of Tubac 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
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75-90 foot high COR-TEN steel monopoles in or near their back yards or directly in their view.

- 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.

e Impact on Fish, Wildlife, and Plants

- Land use patterns have already adapted to the existing Right of Way on the East side.

- Clearing land for the transmission line service roads will result in the loss of native vegetation, which serves as
food and shelter for various species.

- Construction activities, including noise and increased human presence, will disturb wildlife, leading to stress
and displacement from their natural habitats.

Utilizing the existing EAST side infrastructure 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, which property owners on the west side will certainly
litigate.

Response: 9/19/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 231 6/4/2025

| strongly oppose the proposed power line on the west side of I-19. As a property owner in XXX | believe the
value of my property, along with many others, would be negatively effected. This in essence becomes a
“taking”. In addition, | am concerned about safety issues having the proposed line above a high pressure
natural gas line. | am also concerned about increased risk of fire in the event that the line might come down.
We’ve seen many examples around the country of this happening. There are many places along the proposed
route that are wildlife habitat including the endangered desert tortoise. This habitat would be significantly
altered and negatively affected. | believe the proposed route crosses a number of flood plains which does not
seem prudent. Finally, the historic view corridors would be damaged. People come to Santa Cruz County to
hike, golf and to generally enjoy the beauty of the area. It seems to make more sense, both financially and
otherwise, to keep the power lines in their existing corridor.

Response: 9/22/2025

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.
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Comment No. 232 6/5/2025

| realize that this is a much needed project and | appreciate that Unisource has been forward thinking in terms of
future energy needs of Santa Cuz County and Nogales.In December | had an opportunity to see the

presentation. My only comment then still stands. The transmission line is following the path of the current line
80% of the way to the new Nogales substation. It makes no sense to cross I-19 for the final 20%. By crossing to
the west side of the freeway you are impacting a new group of residents and impacting viewsheds which is the
community concern.

Response: 6/9/2025

In December when we met, we reviewed a conceptual route that was used as a basis for estimating the
project as part of the Federal grant process. That was not, and is not, the final route of the transmission
line that UniSource is proposing. We are currently going through a detailed planning and siting process
to evaluate all possible routes, with the desired end result that we will find the best possible route. The
hope is that route will have the least impact on the environment, on existing/planned land uses, and on
things that are valued by the community. Your comments and concerns, together with many others

from the community are a key part of this process. These comments will be used to inform analysis as
part of the next phases of our planning and siting process. | 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, /
invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.comy/santa-cruz-reliability-project-southy.

Comment No. 233 6/6/2025

Please record my comments, verbatim, as part of the record. | live in Tubac community and want to

preserve our local environment and heritage, as such | urge you to consider the significant negative implications
of placing the new 138kV transmission line on the West side of I-19, particularly along the El Paso Gas Pipeline
“utility corridor.” | believe 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. In addition, | request that the
El Paso Gas Pipeline “utility corridor” be eliminated as an option. Constructing a new 138kV transmission

line, presents substantial negative impacts to the West side of Tubac. These issues include and are not limited
to:

Public Health, Welfare, and Safety

¢ Proximity to High-Pressure Gas Pipelines: The presence of high-pressure gas pipelines poses a significant
safety risk, including the potential for electromagnetic interference, corrosion of gas pipes, and increased risk of
accidents.

¢ Increased risk of wildfires due to potential faults in transmission lines.

e Potential for increased illegal activities due to new service roads and infrastructure.

Border Security Issues. The service roads, and visual “beacon" will facilitate increased illegal activities by
providing easy access routes, requiring increased security measures and resources.

Cost and Potential Impact on Customer Rates

¢ Higher costs associated with new construction on the West side compared to utilizing existing infrastructure
on the East side.

¢ Significant increase in customer rates to cover the costs of new construction and maintenance in two
locations.
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Compliance with State, County or City Ordinances

e Conflicts with the Santa Cruz County Comprehensive Plan, which aims to protect open vistas and agricultural
heritage. Impact on Existing and Planned Land Uses

e Disruption to conservation easements and protected areas, such as Arizona Land and Water Trust Sopori
Ranch and Alegria Canyon Ranch.

e Coronado National Forest, including wildlife corridor.

Proximity to Residential Areas and Diminished Property Values

e Many areas listed on the west side are located in close proximity as well as adjacent to residential areas, low-
and high-density subdivisions, and planned subdivisions.

¢ The existing home owners on the west side of Tubac 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
75-85 feet tubular weathering steel monopoles in or about their back yards or directly in their view.

e Many Tubac residents have lived their lives and prepared their Estate planning with the property values of
Tubac in mind and with the reasonable expectations that their property values would not be decimated by the
construction of 75 - 85 feet tubular weathering steel monopoles in or about their back yards or directly in their
view.

e Diminished property values will result in significant loss of revenue to Santa Cruz County.

New Construction Impacts Close to Residential Areas

e Safety Risks: Increased risk of accidents, such as electrical faults or fires, which will pose a danger to nearby
residents.

¢ Visual Impact: Transmission lines are visually intrusive, affecting the aesthetic appeal of residential
neighborhoods.

* Noise Pollution: The humming or buzzing noise from high-voltage lines is a nuisance to residents, especially in
quiet residential areas.

¢ Property Value: Proximity to transmission lines leads to a decrease in property values.

e Land Use Restrictions: Easements for transmission lines limit the use of land for residential development or
expansion.

e Construction Disruption: The new construction process will cause disruptions, including noise, dust, and
traffic congestion, affecting the quality of life for residents.

Impact on Fish, Wildlife, Plants, and Special Status Species

¢ Land use patterns have already adapted to the existing Right of Way on the East side.

e Habitat Fragmentation: The construction of a new transmission lines will lead to the fragmentation of habitats,
which will disrupt the movement and migration patterns of wildlife and isolate populations.

¢ L oss of Vegetation: Clearing land for the transmission line service roads will result in the loss of native
vegetation, which serves as food and shelter for various species.

e Disturbance to Wildlife: Construction activities, including noise and increased human presence, will disturb
wildlife, leading to stress and displacement from their natural habitats.

e Impact on Special Status Species: Species that are already threatened will face additional risks due to habitat
loss and changes in their environment caused by construction and operation activities. Some examples: Golden
Eagles, Sonoran Desert Tortoises, and Yellow Billed Cuckoos.

Utilizing the existing EAST side infrastructure will not only preserve our beloved landscapes but also be more
cost-effective, avoiding the unnecessary expenses associated with new construction, easement procurement,
and potential property condemnation, which property owners on the west side will certainly litigate.

Response: 6/9/2025
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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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 234 6/7/2025

We are owners of [LOCATION] (640 acres) on the West side of Interstate 19 near Tubac We oppose the
placement of the powerline. This would would bisect our property and markedly reduce property value.

Response: 9/22/2025

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.

Comment No. 189 6/7/2025

I request my comments be recorded verbatim as part of the record.As a member of the Tubac community and a
stakeholder in the preservation of our local environment and heritage, | urge you to consider the significant
negative implications of placing the new 138kV transmission line on the West side, particularly along the El Paso
Gas Pipeline “utility corridor.” | request that the new 138kV transmission line be located on the EAST side, on
the monopoles that are already constructed and can accommodate a 2nd 138kV line. Additionally, it is
specifically requested that the EL Paso Gas Pipeline “utility corridor” be eliminated as an option.Constructing a
new 138kV transmission line, presents substantial negative impacts to the West side of Tubac. Utilizing this
existing infrastructure 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, which property owners on the west side will certainly litigate. | urge Unisource to
completely revise the plan present. Living in Palo Paroado Estados the subdivision buried the power lines for
multiple reasons. Safety risks, visual impact, noise pollution, negative property value impact, land use
restrictions, construction disruption, and a long list of negative impacts on the habitat.

Response: 6/9/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-southy.
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Comment No. 192 6/9/2025

| request my comments be recorded verbatim.l am the President of the Cerro Pelon Homeowners Association
writing on behalf of our members. We urge you to consider the significant negative implications of placing the
new 138kV transmission line on the West side, particularly along the El Paso Gas Pipeline “utility corridor.” We
want to place emphasis on the El Paso Gas Pipeline which runs directly along Cerro Pelon. We ask that the new
138kV transmission line be located on the EAST side, on the monopoles that are already constructed and can
accommodate a 2nd 138kV line. In addition, the El Paso Gas Pipeline “utility corridor” option be
eliminated.Consideration of placement of a new 138kV transmission line on the West side of Tubac directly
conflicts with the Santa Cruz County Comprehensive Plan 2016. The County plan considers Environmental as
“Open space and the rural character in the northeast, southeast and northwest areas of the County should be
preserved” (p. 6). One of the goals for the Northwest County area, which includes Tubac, substantiates “GOAL
2: OPEN SPACE AND NATURAL TERRAIN REMAIN DOMINANT FEATURES OF THE LANDSCAPE AND VIEW SHEDS
ARE PROTECTED” (Santa Cruz County Comprehensive Plan 2016, p. 10). The County’s Comprehensive Plan
recognizes and ensures that our scenic assets are protected. Nationwide regulations to safeguard scenic vistas
are significantly increasing because this beauty improves our quality of life and community and provides
benefits to the local economy.The homeowners of Cerro Pelon built or 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 to 85 feet tubular weathering steel monopoles in or about their backyards or directly in their
view. These views are irreplaceable and will be destroyed by the large overhead utility structures and
transmission lines, affecting the aesthetic appeal of our residential neighborhood. Furthermore, many of the
homeowners have lived their lives and prepared their Estate planning with the property values of Tubac in mind
and with the reasonable expectations that their property values would not be decimated by the construction of
these extremely high steel monopoles.Utilizing the existing infrastructure on the East side of Tubac 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, which our
property owners on the west side will certainly litigate.Santa Cruz County. (2016, May). Santa Cruz County
Comprehensive Plan 2016. Retrieved from
https://www.santacruzcountyaz.gov/DocumentCenter/View/7400/Santa-Cruz-County-2016-Comprehensive-
Plan

Response: 6/11/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns on behalf of Cerro Pelon Homeowners Association.
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. | 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, | invite you to visit the
project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 235 6/9/2025

Please record my comments as submitted. The proposed plan to locate a new line on the easement for the gas
pipeline is wasteful as there is already one on the east side of the river.lt will destroy property values and the
views from the west side communities.The idea of a redundancy is seriously flawed, and | might add
suspicious.We have building our home to retire to, but your proposed plan will destroy the special quality of
living there. We, along with many of our neighbors will be forced out.We implore you to not go forward with the
west side power line!
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Response: 6/11/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns o. 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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 206 6/10/2025

There are two major areas of deficiency in the plan for resiliency as presented. The first is technical, and the
second is geographic.1. Power is distributed from one location to another using high voltage transmission
cable terminated at switching and distribution stations. No adequate case has been made showing that
duplication or investment in cable vs. switching stations favors the duplication of either.2. The suggested
route for power distribution along the gas line using high voltage poles west of 1-19 will disrupt and devalue
much of the most valuable real estate in Santa Cruz County. All of which currently supplies power to its
customers using underground distribution and whose devaluation will impact tax revenues.

Response: 9/19/2025

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.

Comment No. 194 6/11/2025

I request my comments be recorded verbatim as part of the record.As a landowner and member of the greater
Tubac community, | urge you to consider the major negative implications of routing the new 138kV transmission
line on the West side, specifically along the El Paso Gas Pipeline “utility corridor.” | request that the new 138kV
transmission line be located on the East side, on the existing monopoles that can accommodate a 2nd 138kV
line. Please, remove the El Paso Gas Pipeline “utility corridor” be eliminated as an option.Constructing a new
138kV transmission line, presents substantial negative impacts to the West side of Tubac. I’m concerned about
the conflicts with the existing Santa Cruz County Comprehensive Plan, which aims to protect open vistas and
agricultural heritage. Many of the areas listed on the west side are in very close proximity and some adjacent to
residential areas. Many residents in my subdivision of the Ranches at Aliso Springs have prepared their Estate
planning with the property values of Tubac in mind and with the reasonable expectation that their property
values would not be decimated by the construction of 75-85 foot monopoles in their back yards.Please consider
using the existing infrastructure on the East side. Not only will this preserve the landscapes but will be more
cost-effective.Thank you for your time and attention to this important matter.

Response: 6/11/2025

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. | hope you will
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continue to stay engaged in the project and continue to provide your thoughts and comments. For the
latest updates on the project, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/

Comment No. 236 6/11/2025

| request my comments be recorded verbatim as part of the record. As a member of the Tubac community

and a stakeholder in the preservation of our local environment and heritage, | urge you to consider the
significant negative implications of placing the new 138kV transmission line on the West side, particularly along
the EL Paso Gas Pipeline “utility corridor.” | request that the new 138kV transmission line be located on the
EAST side, on the monopoles that are already constructed and can accommodate a 2nd 138kV line.
Additionally, it is specifically requested that the El Paso Gas Pipeline “utility corridor” be eliminated as an
option. Constructing a new 138kV transmission line, presents substantial negative impacts to the West side

of Tubac that include although it is not limited to:Compliance with State, County or City Ordinances-

Conflicts with the Santa Cruz County Comprehensive Plan, which aims to protect open vistas and agricultural
heritage.Proximity to Residential Areas and Diminished Property Values- Many areas listed on the west side

are located in close proximity as well as adjacent to residential areas, low- and high-density subdivisions, and
planned subdivisions.- The existing home owners on the west side of Tubac 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 75-85 feet tubular weathering steel monopoles in or about their back yards or directly
in their view.- Many Tubac residents have lived their lives and prepared their Estate planning with the property
values of Tubac in mind and with the reasonable expectations that their property values would not be decimated
by the construction of 75 - 85 feet tubular weathering steel monopoles in or about their back yards or directly in
their view.- Diminished property values will result in significant loss of revenue to Santa Cruz County.New
Construction Impacts Close to Residential Areas- Safety Risks: Increased risk of accidents, such as electrical
faults or fires, which will pose a danger to nearby residents.: Visual Impact: Transmission lines are visually
intrusive, affecting the aesthetic appeal of residential neighborhoods.- Noise Pollution: The humming or

buzzing noise from high-voltage lines is a nuisance to residents, especially in quiet residential areas.- Property
Value: Proximity to transmission lines leads to a decrease in property values.- Land Use Restrictions:

Easements for transmission lines limit the use of land for residential development or expansion.:

Construction Disruption: The new construction process will cause disruptions, including noise, dust, and traffic
congestion, affecting the quality of life for residents. Utilizing this existing infrastructure 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, which
property owners on the west side will certainly litigate.Your time and attention to this matter will be greatly
appreciated!

Response: 6/12/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.
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Comment No. 188 6/11/2025

Thanks for the opportunity to share my feedback about the proposed Santa Cruz Reliability Project North. First, |
applaud your effort to provide reliable power to Santa Cruz county. That you for doing that work.That said, |
strongly disagree with your choice of where to route the 138 kilovolt (kV) transmission line. | own a home at
XXXXX, just off of Aliso Springs Road in XXXXX development. The route of the proposed transmission line will run
less than 100 meters from many of the houses in this beautiful development. I’m sure you are keenly
aware:High-voltage transmission lines impact real estate valuesBecause they often buzz. They are ugly, In this
case, they will mar an otherwise pristine landscape. | walk XXXXX every day. | know that gas line. You can argue
that it already exists, but the truth is, it’s invisible until you walk right up to it and look. By contrast, a 138 kilovolt
(kV) transmission line will be visible from miles away.Not only will it lower the value of our homes, it will destroy
the scenic views that brought so many of us to this area. Given that other powerlines, highways, and railroad
lines already run along the same geographic area, it seems wrong to despoil Tumacacori Mountain with this
unnecessary blemish on the landscape.Thank you for reconsidering your initial choice.

Response: 6/11/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We will include these in our project record that will
be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission.! want to clarify that there is no determined route
at this point in time. We are currently going through a detailed planning and siting process to evaluate all
possible routes, with the desired end result that we will find the best possible route. The route segment
along the El Paso Natural Gas line was identified as an opportunity because, as you correctly point out, it
/s an existing facility. This is one of many route segments that are being studied in further detail. Your
comments and concerns, together with many others from the community are a key part of this process.
These comments will be used to inform analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting
process.| 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at
www.uesaz.comy/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 193 6/12/2025

We request our comments be recorded verbatim as part of the record. As residents of the Tubac Community on
the west side, we urge you to place the new 138kV transmission line on the East side, because poles and right of
way already exist on the east side so it would be the lowest cost solution and would have the least impact to the
community and the environment.Placing the new transmission line along the El Paso gas pipeline would be
much more expensive and would also negatively impact the scenic beauty on the west side residential areas
and the natural beauty and enjoyment of the state forest located on the west side. We would request that EL
Paso Gas Pipeline “utility corridor” be eliminated as an option.

Response: 6/12/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/
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Comment No. 209 6/13/2025

As a member of the Tubac community we urge you to consider the significant negative implications of placing
the new 138kV transmission line on the West side, particularly along the El Paso Gas Pipeline "utility corridor."
We are requesting that the new 138kV transmission line be located on the EAST side, on the monopoles that are
already constructed and can accommodate a 2nd 138kV line.We are specifically requesting that the El Paso

Gas Pipeline "utility corridor" be eliminated as an option.Constructing a new 138kV transmission line,

presents substantial negative impacts to the West side of Tubac, including but not limited to visual impact,
diminished property values and proximity to high pressure gas lines. Utilizing the existing infrastructure would
be much more cost-effective. The East side monopoles have been accepted as part of the landscape and
adding more just doesn't make economical sense.We request our comments be recorded verbatim as part of
the record.Your time and attention to this matter will be greatly appreciated!

Response: 9/19/2025

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.

Comment No. 237 6/13/2025

I live in Tubac and ask you to reconsider placing the new 138kv transmission lines on the West side. The existing
lines on the east side are already built and can accommodate a 2nd line. Residents already have accepted the
existing poles and adding new ones would impact the land, the residents and wildlife. It is fiscally

irresponsible to construct new monopoles when the infrastructure already exists on the east side.

Response: 6/13/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We will include these in our project record that will
be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission. | want to clarify that there is no determined

route at this point in time. We are currently going through a detailed planning and siting process to
evaluate all possible routes, with the desired end result that we will find the best possible route. The
route segment along the “West” side was identified as an opportunity because of the existing natural gas
pipeline. This is one of many route segments that are being studied in further detail. Your comments

and concerns, together with many others from the community are a key part of this process. These
comments will be used to inform analysis as part of the next phases of our planning and siting process.

/ 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at
www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 202 6/14/2025

Pros for an Eastside siting
1. There is already a cleared easement
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2. Wild fires wouldn't be a problem. The foliage is mostly under 5' tall with very sparse growth. (I have walked
this area)

3. No housing developments

4. Not destroying the beauty of the desert for inhabitants in the valley. Cons for Eastside siting

1. No any. This is the best choice.

Pros for gasline siting
1. Only if it's buried

Cons for gasline siting

1. Destroys the beauty of the Santa Cruz Valley

2. Would cause a devaluing of property value

3. Power lines emit EMF's which are hazardous to human health. It's been proven and written. Also causing
cancer to live near or under. Have you considered the costs of class action suits?

Pros for West of Tumacari Mt. siting

1. Out of site for inhabitants of Santa Cruz Valley.

2. No problem being near developed habitation

3. Wildfire not a problem. Most of the foliage is less than 5' - a few more trees than on the Eastside (I walked this
area also).

Cons for West of Tumacari Mt. siting
1. Working with the Forest Service

Response: 9/19/2025

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.

Comment No. 239 6/14/2025

Please record my comments verbatim:l am writing to strongly express my opinion that the Unisource Santa

Cruz Reliability Project South be situated along the existing East side utility lines and not on the West side of I-19
corridor. Following the gas line is too dangerous -- a lethal combination of electricity and gas. Also, it negatively
affects home values on the West side of I-19. And it would negatively impact wildlife and land conservation
trusts along the West side. Please listen to the majority of residents who affirm that the East side route is vastly
superior to the West side. Thank you.

Response: 9/22/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.
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Comment No. 238 6/14/2025

| am a part year resident of Tubac, Arizona and | attended the Virtual Zoom meeting with Unisource on May 21,
2025. Please record my comments verbatim:l am extremely concerned with the safety and environmental

issues with placing a new electrical line on the West side of Tubac in proximity to the existing gas line. There are
many studies that show that this concern is not misplaced. The expense of building roads, buying land, crossing
rough terrain, and mitigating the risk of gas line deterioration seems to be disproportionate to the value of a
second line. Additionally it seems that these costs will be passed on to Unisource's customers. | am also
concerned that the new substation in the South of Santa Cruz county is being funded to sell electricity to Mexico
(while customers in Santa Cruz county pay higher bills to build new lines under the guise of providing backup
capability). It baffles me why the fallback would not be to place the new backup lines along the same corridor as
the existing lines. If there's a risk of both lines coming down due to a natural disaster, then placing them a little
bit apart can mitigate that risk.

Response: 6/17/2025

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. | want to

emphasize that we are still early on in the siting process and no routes have been decided upon. Your
input, along with studies that are being conducted on various environmental and land use
considerations, will drive the siting study to determine the best route for this new line. Let me also

make it very clear that this project is not to sell power to Mexico. The purpose of this project is to bring
greater electric reliability to all UniSource customers in Santa Cruz County. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.comy/santa-cruz-reliability-
project-south/.

Comment No. 240 6/14/2025

| am a resident of Tubac and leader of the group Destination Tubac & Tumacacori. | strongly urge your
consideration of an extra transmission line to exclude the west side of I-19 option. This will have very negative
impacts on the overall appeal of Tubac as both a place to live and a tourist destination. Ruining the views on the
west side is completely unnecessary given the ability to add a line next to the current east side line.

Response: 6/16/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.
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Comment No. 241 6/14/2025

Subject: Unisource Santa Cruz Reliability Project, Comment Letter

Please record these comments verbatim.

Due to technical difficulties, | was unable to participate during the recent UNSE telecon, | want very much to
make my concerns known by all concerned. These comments summarize.

INTRODUCTION

First, the present transmission system fully meets all the power needs for Santa Cruz County (SCC) with one
138 kV transmission line and its backup second sources using the dedicated 46kv line from Canoa substation,
just south of the I-19 rest stop (22 MW), the 4 Nogales backup turbines (73 MW) and wastewater treatment plant
(10 MW) for total of 105 MW of available backup power. This exceeds the maximum backup load needs in SCC,
at least through 2040. Double circuiting the 46 kV can increase backup power to 127 MW.

| doubt the UNSE growth forecasts are correct, for example, see Table F-1 in my 8 July 2005 Testimony with
errata, (Table F-1in ACC Docket 99-0401). The county lost population in the last census. On the hottest day,
SCC may use 85 MW or so but generally uses less than 50 MW. SCC primary and backup power needs are in
very good shape, as proved in the above testimony even with the outdated 115 kV H-frame wood poles.

Second, another important issue is that Santa Cruz ratepayers should not pay ANYTHING for any of these
proposed USNE upgrades for construction, operation and maintenance required for various 'merchant’ users
including 32 South and CopperWorld/Rosemont mines, and Hunt Energy. These individual merchant customers
exceed SCC ratepayer peak power requirements.

During Case 218, the 32 South mine transmission line approval hearing, in response to my presentation, the
ACC Chairman clearly stated that Santa Cruz County ratepayers should NEVER pay any costs for these
“merchant” mines including their development, construction, maintenance and removal costs. The increased
cost, up to $73 million, do not benefit or are not necessary for the present ratepayers, who will receive no
benefits, but only for these dedicated "merchant” users.

BACKGROUND:

SCCis atthe end of a "radial" line. UNSE does not generate or transmit "bulk" electricity to others. The present
138kV radial line is not required to meet the “interconnected” or “bulk” transmission line" Federal Energy
Reliability Commission reliability standards. Radial lines do need backup power sources to maintain continuity
of service.

UNSE now has sufficient electricity sources. A second line is not "needed." UNSE and the ACC agreed in 2017,
the 7th BTA presentation by UNSE on July 10, 2012, and in the USNE the telecon above. The UNSE 2017
Summer Adequacy presentation, a second 138 kV line would cost about $79 million and is not cost effective for
this mostly rural county with less than 20, ratepayers. A two-transmission line requirement is clearly not needed.

The existing 138 kV single-circuit transmission line poles can carry two 138 kV circuits (if upgraded in Pima
County) but are not needed now. UNSE could install a second circuit 138/230 kV line on its poles for these
additional “merchant” customers, such as the 32South and Rosemont/Copper World mines and the Hunt
Energy merchant users. Further, the existing 138kV poles and conductors can carry enough power for these two
mines (with substation equipment addition capacitors, etc.) to least 350 MW or more. If there are two circuits
and one goes down, they must be designed so the other circuit can be a backup, for either the rate payers

and/or merchant customers to reduce transmitting outages to less that 1 second per year (see above testimony).

UNSE customers do not need a second transmission line. However, new “merchant” customers, such as to
Mexico in Case 165, install a second 138 kV or even a 230 kV, circuit on the present poles.

Public comments June 2025 Page 20 of 35



ADDITIONAL ISSUE REGARDING A SECOND ELECTRICITY SOURCE

FOR SANTA CRUZ COUNTY

Another Issue is a second independent electricity supply source for SCC is needed.

In about 2004, UNSE switched from Western Area Power Admin (WAPA) transmission grid and its generation
sources. SCC was disconnected from the WAPA generation 115 kV sources and with a new 138 kV line to TEP's
South Substation. TEP now is the only power source for SCC. If the TEP Vail substation fails to supply power, the
peak power needs for many SCC customers cannot be met without the 46 kV (22 MW) Canoa TEP substation.
The UNSE backup power capabilities, with Nogales turbines and wastewater treatment generation may not be
able to meet the peak demand hour a year. The solution to this issue follows.

The change from WAPA to TEP sources happened when the TEP disconnected an expensive ($2.1 M) automatic
switch at the WAPA Nogales Tap. This switch provided SCC power from TWO different WAPA circuits (lines) and
was a "second source" for SCC. Right now, that switch is not used. If this switch transformed from WAPA 115 kV
to USNE 138 kV (easy) and reconnected to the SSC 138 kV line at the Nogales Tap, then SCC would then have
two independent electricity supply sources: TEP and WAPA, with TEP as primary and WAPA as backup, by
reconnecting to WAPA at the Nogales Tap. The switch is connected to two different WAPA transmission lines,
thus giving two power sources for this backup.

This is a major issue, as almost all the SCC power losses are from not having electricity power supplied at the
northern end of the present 138 kV line and by not having an automatic "second' source. This might "flicker" our
lights a second or two since ACC only wants outages over 5 minutes for its reliability analyses.

The present 138kV transmission line will not fail. In my testimony of 8 July 2005 (ACC Docket 99-0401 with
errata) was based the ten prior years data. The 115 kV line failures were not the critical outage causes such as
from WAPA generation supply sources, before the Nogales Tap, and reacting to supply faults before the 115 kV
transmission line. The loss of a second (backup) source or a substation or distribution failure cause most
outages, not the transmission line itself. One transmission outage occurred when a 50-year-old H-frame wood
pole failed. That won't occur with steel poles. If there is no second source, ALL SCC customers lose power, but
it can be regained using its present backup sources.

Furthermore, the decommissioning of the Citizens automated Outage Management System (OMS). This was
changed to the TEP/USNE outage system that uses customer "call center" phone-in reports to record the
number of customers complaining of lost power. Thus, UNSE reports show less customer outages (since most
outage customers do not call) and makes statistics look like fewer lost power. The Citizens OMS had an
equivalent of a cell phone at the end of each feeder line from a substation. The simple OMS phone was always
charged and when it lost incoming power, it reported, via that phone, there was no power on the feeder line,
thus source of outage was identified sooner. How many at 3 AM call-in if there is a power outage?

SANTA CRUZ RELIABILITY PROJECT

This project has three phases.

Phase | — Santa Cruz Reliability North

Phase | installs a 138 kV line from the TEP 138 kV Canoa Ranch Substation in Pima County and the UNSE Kantor
(Amado).

The existing backup system is a 46 kV backup line from the 46 kV Canoa Substation to USNE Kantor,
transformed to 138 kV transmission line. This provides 22 MW from Canoa to Kantor. This 22 MW plus
generation in Nogales meets ratepayer supply needs through 2040.

There is no NEED for Phase I.

Public comments June 2025 Page 21 of 35



Phase Il - Nogales Tap to Kantor and Gateway transmission lines.

This phase installs new 27.5 miles transmission line to replace the existing USNE 138 kV between Vail and
Kantor substation so merchant customers can receive or transmit power to and from Mexico and to support
mine projects.

The existing 138 kV transmission line circuit provides adequate electricity needs for SCC; however, the existing
poles in Pina County are not capable to support a second circuit. A second transmission line is not required for
present SCC ratepayers, but only for multiple mines and the Nogales Interconnection Project (Case 176). These
are “merchant” customers for UNSE, and, as stated above, are to be funded by these “merchant” customers
and not by SSC customers.

There is no NEED for Phase Il SCC.

Phase Il - A new 138 kV line from Kantor (Amado) to the Valencia (Nogales) substations.

UNSE and the ACC agrees, a SECOND transmission line is not needed to connect Vail (Tucson) to Nogales for
existing ratepayers. A dedicated second circuit is needed for merchants, such as mines and Nogales
Interconnection project. UNSE might want to have these merchants lease, rent or a purchase agreement from
UNSE. USNE ratepayers should not be impacted by these other projects.

SUMMARY

My points clearly show that Phases I, Il and lll, are NOT NEEDED in SCC. If larger demands for individual
customers, such dedicated as mine “merchant”, then a "merchant” second circuit can be placed on the existing
transmission poles. All costs foe merchants should be fully funded by "merchant" users and not ratepayers!

There is NO NEED for reliability or security for this 3- phase project. The first issue the Line Sitting Committee
must decide is there a NEED for the project? If there is no need, then no permit (CEC) can be granted.

However, the provision of a second source of power in Tucson is the only need necessary to improve reliability
with two independent power sources. Upgrading the manual outage management system to a comprehensive
automated outage system should greatly reduce the length of distribution outages which impact more
ratepayers than near zero transmission outages.

This project has no needs for Santa Cruz County ratepayers.

Response: 6/16/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments. We will include these in our project record that will be submitted
to the Arizona Corporation Commission. | 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, | invite you to
visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 242 6/16/2025

If the new transmission line is necessary, please place it on the West side of I-19. This will reduce visual and
property impacts, as that area is less developed and more sparsely populated. It will also reduce the amount of
money required for payments to property owners, lowering the project costs.

Response: 6/19/2025
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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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 243 6/16/2025

| request my comments be recorded verbatim.

[REDACTED LOCATION]

| am writing to express my concerns and opposition to the proposed 138kV transmission line that is being
considered to be constructed adjacent to the Vista de Torres subdivision, in Tubac following the El Paso Gas
pipeline. As a resident of this community, and registered land surveyor for over 41 years. | am deeply concerned
about the impacts this project will have on our neighborhood and its residents.

Firstly, the construction and presence of the transmission line will have a detrimental impact on property values
in the Vista de Torres subdivision.

| went to the extra expense to install underground Electricity to avoid overhead poles and wires.

Unisource/TEP has not explained what the differential cost is for overhead v underground for this project. |
request a cost differential for installing underground v above. Also the cost differential for new construction v
using existing East side infrastructure.

The visual intrusion of 75 to 90’ transmission monopoles and lines will significantly alter the landscape, making
the area less attractive to potential homebuyers. This will also lead to a decrease in property values, affecting
the financial well-being of current homeowners and my investment. Owner have purchased the lots to build
their dreams homes in one of the most beautiful and historic areas in Santa Cruz County, with strict CCR’s
including underground utilities. Those who have already built their homes did so with the reasonable
expectations that their property values would not be decimated by the construction of these towering steel
monopoles, service roads scaring the land, and power line obscuring the historic views.

Moreover, the environmental impact of constructing such a transmission line cannot be overlooked. The
installation process will require the clearing of vegetation and disruption of local wildlife habitats for service
roads. This will lead to a loss of biodiversity and negatively affect the local ecosystem, which is something our
community values and strives to protect.

The proposal to place a new 138kV transmission line on the west side of Tubac is in direct conflict with the Santa
Cruz County Comprehensive Plan of 2016. This plan emphasizes the importance of preserving open spaces and
maintaining the rural character in the county's northeast, southeast, and northwest areas (p. 6). One of the
stated goals is to ensure that "OPEN SPACE AND NATURAL TERRAIN REMAIN DOMINANT FEATURES OF THE
LANDSCAPE AND VIEW SHEDS ARE PROTECTED" (Santa Cruz County Comprehensive Plan 2016, p. 10). The
Comprehensive Plan is committed to safeguarding the county's scenic assets, recognizing their role in
enhancing quality of life, community well-being, and contributing to the local economy. Additionally, there is a
growing trend in nationwide regulations aimed at protecting scenic vistas, underscoring the value of these
natural beauties.

The proposed project presents a multitude of negative impacts. Public health and safety are jeopardized due to
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the proximity of high-pressure gas pipelines, which could result in electromagnetic interference, corrosion, and
an increased risk of accidents. The introduction of new service roads heightens the potential for wildfires and
illegal activities, while also raising border security concerns. Economically, the project will lead to higher
customer rates due to the costs associated with new construction, especially when compared to the option of
utilizing existing infrastructure on the east side. This construction is in conflict with local ordinances as listed
above and significantly impacts existing and planned land uses, disrupting conservation easements and
protected areas such as the Arizona Land and Water Trust Sopori Ranch and Alegria Canyon Ranch. Residential
areas will suffer from diminished property values, visual intrusion, and noise pollution, with the invasive
humming and crackling noise caused by the Corona discharge along the line destroying the peace and
tranquility of the land. These factors collectively highlight the necessity for careful consideration and
reevaluation of the project's current trajectory along the El Paso Gas Line.

| urge you to consider alternative routes or solutions that would minimize the impact on residential areas like
Vista de Torres. Exploring options such as underground lines or that the new 138kV transmission line be located
on the EAST side, on the monopoles that are already constructed and can accommodate a 2nd 138kV line. In
addition, | ask that the El Paso Gas Pipeline “utility corridor” option be eliminated, this would mitigate many of
the concerns mentioned above.

Thank you for taking the time to consider the perspectives and concerns of the Vista de Torres community. | am
hopeful that a solution can be found that balances the need for infrastructure development with the well-being
of our residents and the preservation of our environment.

Response: 6/19/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We will include these in our project record that will
be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission. | want to be clear that there has not been a

route determined at this point in time. We are currently going through a detailed planning and siting
process to evaluate all possible routes, with the desired end result that we will find the best possible
route. Our end objective is in line with your comment to find a solution that “balances the need for
infrastructure development with the well-being of our residents and the preservation of our
environment.” The route segment along the “West” side was identified as part of this process, because it
presents itself as an opportunity because of the existing natural gas pipeline which creates an existing
area of linear disturbance. Butthis is one of many route segments that are being studied in further detail.

You requested information on costs for an overhead vs underground line, or for an alternative on the
east side of I-19 using the existing infrastructure vs one on the west side. While | don’t have specifics,
since we’re not at the stage of our process where any engineering has been completed, /| can respond
generally. Underground transmission lines cost 15-20 times more to build than an overhead line and
disturb much more land given the nature of their construction. And to your second question regarding
costs on the east side vs west side. Based on past projects, if we were to use the existing poles and were
Jjust adding new wire (conductor), it would be approximately $300,000/mile vs building a new line would
be approximately $1,000,000/mile. Your comments and concerns, together with many others from
the community are a key part of this process. These comments will be used to inform analysis as part of
the next phases of our planning and siting process. | 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, |
invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 244 6/16/2025
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| feel strongly that the most efficient and cost effective route for the “redundant “ power line is on the east side
of the Santa Cruz River, using the existing route that the current line uses.This will cause the least disruption
to our beautiful vistas. It should also be more cost effective for obvious reasons.

Response: 6/19/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 245 6/16/2025

Please, please do not put the proposed high power lines through Tubac Foothills Ranch. We live here and do not
want that in our community. These high power lines cause detriment to health and well being, and should be
positioned far away from any residential area.

Response: 6/19/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 183 6/16/2025

The new electrical towers and lines have a direct impact on Tubac and our surrounding communities---not
acceptable. they should be placed on the east side next to existing lines.

Response: 6/19/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 182 6/16/2025
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[ urgently request that you do NOT place the line along the west side of Tubac. Existing infrastructure is already
on the east side. | do not want further disruption to our fragile ecosystem & putting Coronado National Forest in
jeopardy. It's needed for wildlife - plants & animals - & for those of us who use it for recreation & to recharge. The
west side contains potential conservation easements that should be supported by your company as good
neighbors. These are issues which will be impacted forever & ever. | also hope you won't be swayed by the
politics of the mine.

Response: 6/19/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 247 6/16/2025

We object to siting the new transmission line along the gas pipeline west of [-19. In fact, we are totally opposed
to it being located on the west side of I-19. Why? The west side is part of a very special valley that follows the
Tumacacori mountains and the Santa Cruz River. Tubac is a historical, artistic and scenic part of Arizona.
Placing the transmission line on the west side will not only visually impact numerous residents but will be a
blight on some strikingly beautiful land. Tourists and snow birds come here for recreation, relaxation, golf,
birding, to visit art galleries, restaurants, etc. as well as to enjoy the scenery. Tubac's history also is a big draw
as are the quaint historical structures. Our historic village provides a break from every day shopping malls and
draws tourists from all over the world, not only for art but its history, and it's extremely important to preserve the
historical feeling of Tubac. There are also parcels of State Trust Land through which the gas pipeline runs that
are currently subject to Mineral Exploration Permits. We also think it will be less expensive to incorporate the
new transmission line with the existing line (and add towers if needed) with the existing line on the east side of I-
19. Additionally, at one of the UES meetings you were not sure if the grant money would still be available. And,
keeping the project on the east side would surely keep costs down. We ask that our comments be recorded
verbatim.

Response: 6/19/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 246 6/16/2025

| am a Tubac resident and am strongly opposed to running a new power line on the west side of Interstate 19. |
would like to see the lines run along the current installations on the east side.
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Response: 6/19/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 191 6/17/2025

| request my comments be recorded verbatim as part of the record.l am a member of the Tubac community and
a stakeholder in the UniSource Santa Cruz Reliability Project - South. | live on the west side of Tubac in Cerro
Pelon. | am writing to urge you to consider the substantial negative implications of placing the new 138kV
transmission line on the West side, particularly along the ELl Paso Gas Pipeline “utility corridor.” Constructing a
new 138kV transmission line, presents substantial negative impacts to the West side of Tubac. The
transmission lines that are proposed are visually intrusive, affecting the scenic vistas of the area and in conflict
with the Santa Cruz County Comprehensive Plan. In addition, it presents disruption to conservation easements
and protected areas, such as Arizona Land and Water Trust Sopori Ranch and Alegria Canyon Ranch.
Furthermore, we cannot forget that the Coronado National Forest is a wildlife corridor. | request that the new
138kV transmission line be located on the EAST side, on the monopoles that are already constructed and can
accommodate a 2nd 138kV line. Utilizing this existing infrastructure 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 and litigation. Additionally, it is
specifically requested that the El Paso Gas Pipeline “utility corridor” be eliminated as an option.

Response: 6/19/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 248 6/17/2025

Living in beautiful Santa Cruz County respecting the landscape and protecting views for all citizens is as
important in my opinion as modernizing the electrical base.Maybe putting the utilities underground may be
the best and most effective solution for the future?

Response: 6/19/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We have noted these for consideration in future
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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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 187 6/17/2025

I request my comments be recorded verbatim as part of the record.l am a member of the Tubac community and
a stakeholder in the UniSource Santa Cruz Reliability Project - South. | live on the west side of Tubac in Cerro
Pelon. | am writing to urge you to consider the substantial negative implications of placing the new 138kV
transmission line on the West side, and to ELIMINATE the El Paso Gas Pipeline “utility corridor” as a possible
siting,Placement of a new 138kV transmission line along the El Paso Gas Pipeline “utility corridor” on the West
side will cut across and through residential neighborhoods as well as substantial properties with conservation
easements and other protected properties. This large swath of real estate will be substantially devalued as a
result of the visually intrusive and noise polluting high voltage lines. Any use of the El Paso Gas Pipeline “utility
corridor” will pose a significant safety risk to adjacent properties as well as properties in close proximity,
including the potential for electromagnetic interference, corrosion of gas pipes, and increased risk of accidents.
I request that the new 138kV transmission line be located on the EAST side, on the monopoles that are already
constructed and can accommodate a 2nd 138kV line. In addition to being more cost-effective, avoiding the
unnecessary expenses associated with new construction, easement procurement, and potential property
condemnation and litigation, land use patterns have already adapted to the existing monopoles and
corresponding easements and rights of way on the right side, Wildlife has also adapted to the existing
monopoles on the East side, as opposed to construction of new monopoles on the west side, which will cause a
significant disruption to the established movement and migration patterns of wildlife and isolate populations. It
is specifically noted that Cornado National Forest on the West side is an established wildlife corridor.
Construction of new monopoles on the West side as opposed to utilizing the existing monopoles on the East
side also conflicts with the Santa Cruz County Comprehensive Plan, which aims to protect open vistas and
agricultural heritage.

Response: 6/19/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-southy.

Comment No. 249 6/17/2025

| am opposed to the whole project and do not think it is helping the citizens of Santa Cruz County. Itis only being
done to help the South 32 and CopperWorld/Rosemont Mines. It will hurt our natural resources and raise our
rates. The mining companies should pay for the whole thing if this goes through. | do not see the benefit for the
residents of Santa Cruz County.
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Response: 6/19/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We will include these in our project record that will
be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission. 1’d like to make it very clear that the new line

/s not needed to serve a single customer (South 32 or CopperWorld/Rosemont), or even a small group of
large customers. The second line is proposed to improve the reliability and resiliency of the electrical
transmission system serving all UniSource customers in Santa Cruz County. | 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. 181 6/18/2025

Is a microgrid in Nogales (that is a combination of solar and batteries) being considered as an alternative to the
transmission line ?

Response: 6/19/2025

Thank you for asking your question. We will include both your question and our response in the project
record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission. A microgrid comprised of a
combination of battery and storage would provide a second source of electricity, but it would only be a
partial solution to the problem. Transmission would still be required for reliability regardless of adding
additional energy resources to the Santa Cruz system since the lower voltage distribution facilities would
not be able to handle the power injection from the battery/solar facility if the single radial transmission
line were out of service. | 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. 250 6/18/2025

To be quoted verbatim: The only acceptable placement of a new electric line in the Santa Cruz Valley is adjacent
to the current line, as low as possible in the viewscape, and as determined the last time this proposal came to
the attention of the residents of that valley.

Response: 6/19/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 251 6/20/2025

Public comments June 2025 Page 29 of 35



| request that my comments be recorded verbatim as part of the record.

I have lived in Santa Cruz County, AZ for over 23 years. In the early 2000's power outages were quite frequent,
especially in the summer. However, as you identified in recent public meetings, the major improvements to the
single 138kv line serving Santa Cruz county completed between the years 2000 to 2012 significantly improved
the line's reliability. So much improvement was made that even the ACC removed the previous mandate for a
second line!

As was clearly explained at the public open house in Tubac, the significant power outage that occurred in 2023
in this County, was the result of a "perfect storm". The 46kv line that normal supports the county was down for
regular service and the Valencia generator used only for back-up failed to start! This three-pronged system has
worked very well and aside from the outage caused by the Perfect storm, has supported Santa Cruz County well.

| submit the following conclusions on my part:

1) One major outage does not justify a sudden need for a redundant line with all its cost and environmental
issues. Outages occur all the time in major metropolitan areas and they have many redundant lines but that
doesn't solve everything.

2) The obvious and simple "fix" that would have likely prevented the 2023 outage is make sure that the Valencia
generator works!!

3) Even the Corporation Commission not longer sees the necessity of a redundant line.

4) An entirely new line across undisturbed land will create a whole new road system with air pollution and
erosion issues. Itis my understanding that even the existing road system on the main 138kv line is not well
maintained at this time.

5) Destroying the western viewshed into the Tumacacori mountains is wholly undesired for the community of
Tubac. In addition, it puts the Conservation easement application supported by the Tubac community in
jeopardy.

6) IF the new line is actually built, it should either be added to the existing poles (best outcome) or a second line
placed beside the current line to make use of the existing road system and minimize the visual impacts to our
community.

In conclusion, | do not feel that a redundant line is actually necessary as our County has not changed
significantly since the ACC determined in 2012 that our electric service is adequate.

Response: 6/21/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 252 6/20/2025
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I would like to be informed on changes occurring.

Response: 6/21/2025

Yes, we will absolutely add you to our email list and keep you informed of any updates on the project. In
the meantime, | hope you will continue to stay engaged in the project and provide any thoughts and
comments you may have. For the latest updates on the project, | invite you to visit the project webpage at
www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 180 6/23/2025

Please record my comments verbatim as part of the record. | recently became a member of the Tubac
community. As a Licensed General Contractor | could’ve build a house just about anywhere but Tubac won my
heart because of the un obstructed views, the wildlife in the area and of course the property values. All of my
reasons for moving to Tubac would be adversely affected, if not completely destroyed, if the above-mentioned
project is built along the El Paso Gas Line Corridor which traverses my property. A less expensive option for this
project would be to build it on the East side of Tubac making use of the existing infrastructure. Why in the world
would | want to pay for a project that adversely affects my quality of life and property value? Absolutely not! To
make up for any potencial deficiencies in power delivery by the utility company | installed a stand-by generator
with my own money. | expect the Canadian Mining company behind this entire project to do the same if they
need an additional and/or a more secure power delivery system.

Response: 6/23/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. We will include your email in our project record that
will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission. To be clear, the new line is not needed to
serve a single customer (South 32 or CopperWorld/Rosemont), or even a small group of large customers.
The project is proposed to improve the reliability and resiliency of the electrical transmission system
serving all UniSource customers in Santa Cruz County. | 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,
please visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/

Comment No. 253 6/23/2025

Santa Cruz Reliability Project South 138kV Transmission Line projectPlease record my comments verbatim as
part of the record.l recently became a member of the Tubac community. As a Licensed General Contractor |
could’ve build a house just about anywhere but Tubac won my heart because of the un obstructed views, the
wildlife in the area and of course the property values. All of my reasons for moving to Tubac would be adversely
affected, if not completely destroyed, if the above-mentioned project is built along the El Paso Gas Line Corridor
which traverses my property. A less expensive option for this project would be to build it on the East side of
Tubac making use of the existing infrastructure. Why in the world would | want to pay for a project that adversely
affects my quality of life and property value? Absolutely not! To make up for any potencial deficiencies in power
delivery by the utility company | installed a stand-by generator with my own money. | expect the Canadian
Mining company behind this entire project to do the same if they need an additional and/or a more secure power
delivery system.
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Response: 9/22/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-southy.

Comment No. 190 6/23/2025

As someone who purchased this property many years ago with our intention to retire here the view was
everything. [[LOCATION)] I would be against any placement of these poles within my view. Keep them West of
119 please.

Response: 6/23/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. They will be considered in our analyses and
included in the project record that will be submitted to the Arizona Corporation Commission.l 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, please visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-
project-southy.

Comment No. 255 6/23/2025

| do not agree to having overhead transmission lines on or adjacent to my property on XXX as shown on the study
planning map.

Response: 6/23/2025

Thank you for your comments. Please note that no route or routes have been determined. 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. |
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, please visit the project webpage at
www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 254 6/23/2025

We do not want this. Very near our property. This was to be the site of our retirement home when we get older.
The view was the reason for us buying this property. This will ruin the view.
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Response: 6/23/2025

Thank you for sharing your comments and concerns. Please note that no route or routes have been
determined. 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. | 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, please visit the project
webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-southy/.

Comment No. 256 6/23/2025

My opinion would be to add to the current poles if any improvements are considered....

Response: 9/22/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 196 6/24/2025

[We] are property owners in Tubac Foothills Ranch where the proposed... one of the options for UniSource to run
their lines through, and both of our parcels are on [XXX]. They are flanked by [XXX] to the south and [XXX] to the
north, and the line goes through directly down the middle of one of our parcels, and | have a question with
respect to the buffering zone, if | understood it correctly, it says 100 feet on each side of the line. And then when
you talk about condemning or acquiring the property, | would like some clarification on that. If somebody could
please return our call and answer a couple of our questions, we would greatly appreciate it.

Response: 6/24/2025

The caller received an email from Steller Property Management and understood that the blue line (study
area) would run through her property. Unisource staff clarified that the blue line was the study area
boundary and that no route or routes have been determined. The staff also explained the red and green
areas on the map indicate opportunities and constraints. The caller mentioned using the existing
transmission line corridor east of I-10 (and about a mile west of her property) would "make sense."” The
caller also inquired about the condemnation process. Unisource staff explained that condemnation is
rare and that UniSource prefers to work with property owners to negotiate a fee. Unisource staff also
explained the project timeline and encouraged the caller to continue to participate and provide
comment. Unisource staff also offered and added the caller to the email distribution list for project
updates.
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Comment No. 197 6/24/2025

Hello this is [Name] and [Name], from [address]. We read your email, and we are in favor of them just putting the
power line on the existing poles. If it can carry two, we don't understand why you would not do that, instead of
disturbing a new area. All right, thank you.

Response: 6/24/2025

No response needed.

Comment No. 257 6/24/2025

My lot #XXX in XXX is already affected by existing power lines. If you put the additional power lines across my lot,
it would be rendered worthless. It’s not fair for you to put another power line across my lot.

Response: 9/22/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 179 6/25/2025

Attached please find an MS-WORD file containing comments from Friends of the Santa Cruz River (FOSCR) on
the proposed UniSource Reliability project in Santa Cruz County.Please contact me with any questions or
suggestions. | am always willing to listen and open to discussing any concerns or related topics.Thanks for your
consideration on this matter, and for providing the electrical power to keep us illuminated at night and
comfortable, secure, and fully functional every day.

Response: 6/25/2025

Thank you for sharing your letter. 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. | 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, please visit the project
webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-reliability-project-southy.

Comment No. 258 6/28/2025

I have seen the documents regarding the two pathways being considered for a new 138KV line through the
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Tubac area. My wife and | are residents of Cerro Pelon which is on one of the proposed routes. Currently we
have no overhead utilities here and an unspoiled view of 4 mountain ranges. From a cost perspective, it is

hard to imagine it would be cheaper to run a new transmission line on the west side of 19 and simply installing
an additional line on the already existing route and infrastructure on the east side seems most sensible. | would
think you would run into much less resistance from property owners on that route as well. Please consider

the impacts to our properties and to the desert landscape and keep the line on the east side.

Response: 9/22/2025

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. | 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, | invite you to visit the project webpage at www.uesaz.com/santa-cruz-
reliability-project-south/.

Comment No. 195 6/30/2025

I would like to get a schedule of the upcoming meeting regarding the Santa Cruz Reliability Project South. If you
could please call me, | would appreciate it

Response: 77172025

The caller inquired about the next outreach meeting, and Unisource staff let her know it was tentatively
planned for September. The caller also inquired about maps on the project webpage - she was
attempting to print them to take them to the Post Office (she intended to setup a table at the Post Office
to inform residents about the project). Unisource staff pointed her to the boards and interactive map on
the project webpage.
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