© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

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

LS CASE NO. 197 VOLUME | V 02/ 10/ 2022 608

BEFORE THE ARl ZONA PONER PLANT AND
TRANSM SSI ON LI NE SI TI NG COW TTEE

IN THE MATTER OF THE

APPLI CATI ON OF SALT RI VER
PROJECT AGRI CULTURAL

| MPROVEMENT AND POVER

DI STRI CT, I N CONFORMANCE W TH
THE REQUI REMENTS OF ARI ZONA
REVI SED STATUTES, SECTI ONS
40- 360, et. seq., FOR A

CERTI FI CATE OF ENVI RONMENTAL
COVPATI BI LI TY AUTHORI ZI NG THE
EXPANSI ON OF THE COOLI DGE
GENERATI NG STATI ON, ALL W THI
THE G TY OF COOLI DGE, PI NAL
COUNTY, ARI ZONA.

DOCKET NO.
L- 00000B-21-0393- 00197

LS CASE NO 197

vvv;vvvvvvvvvvv

At : Casa Grande, Arizona
Dat e: February 10, 2022
Fil ed: February 22, 2022

REPORTER S TRANSCRI PT OF PROCEEDI NGS

VOLUME |V
(Pages 608 t hrough 837)

COASH & COASH, | NC.
Court Reporting, Video & Vi deoconferencing
1802 N. 7th Street, Phoeni x, AZ 85006
602- 258- 1440 St af f @oashandcoash. com

By: Kathryn A Bl ackwel der, RPR
Certified Reporter
Certificate No. 50666

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



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

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

LS CASE NO. 197 VOLUME | V 02/ 10/ 2022 609

| NDEX TO PROCEEDI NGS
| TEM PAGE

Publ i ¢ Comment Sessi on 615

I NDEX TO EXAM NATI ONS
W TNESSES PAGE

CHRI STI NA HALLOWS (vi a vi deoconference), ANNE Rl CKARD,
KRI STI N WATT, KENDA POLLI O, DEVIN PETRY

Conti nued Direct Exam nation by M. Acken 619
Cross- Exam nation by M. Rich 622
Cross- Exam nation by M. Stafford 673
Cr oss- Exam nation by M. Post 681
Cr oss- Exam nation by M. Ust 704
Redi rect Exam nation by M. Acken 706

SARA ELI ZABETH GRI NESKI, vi a vi deoconf erence

Di rect Exam nation by Ms. Post 736
Cross- Exam nation by M. Acken 756
Redi rect Exam nation by M. Post 771

TI MOTHY W LLI AM COLLI NS, via videoconference

D rect Exam nation by Ms. Post 773
Cr oss- Exam nati on by M. Acken 791
Cross- Exam nation by M. R ch 808
Redi rect Exam nation by M. Post 810

Bl LL MCCLELLAN - RECALLED
Furt her Redirect Exam nation by M. Acken 831

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



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

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

LS CASE NO. 197 VOLUME

| NDEX TO EXHI
NO. DESCRI PTI ON
SRP-5 Air Permt Application
SC- 2 2021-12-10 SRP Response t
Commi ssi oner Kennedy Lett
dat ed November 19, 2021
RR-13 Resune of Tinothy Collins

RR-14 Liu, J., et al. D spariti

|V 02/ 10/ 2022

BITS

610

| DENTI FI ED ADM TTED

0]
er

es I n

air pollution exposure in the
United States by race-ethnicity

and i ncone, 1990-2010.
Envi ronnental Health Pers
129 (12), 127005. (2021).

RR-15 Tessum C W, et al. PM.
pol | uters di sproporti onat

pecti ves,

5
ely

and systemcally affect people

of color in the United St
Sci ences Advances, 7(18),
eabf 4491. (2021).

at es.

RR-16 Jbaily, A, et al. Ar pollution
exposure disparities across US
popul ati on and i ncone groups.

Nat ure, 601(7892),228-233. (2022).

RR-17 Tessum C W, et al. Inequity
i n consunpti on of goods and
services adds to racial -ethnic

disparities in air pollut

i on

exposure. Proceedi ngs of the
Nat i onal Acadeny of Sciences,
116(13), 6001-6006. (2019).

RR-18 Resune of Sara i neski
RR-19 Cee, G C and D.C Payne

Sturges. Environnental Health

D sparities: A Framework
I ntegrati ng Psychosoci al
Envi ronnent al Concepts.
Envi ronnental Health
Perspectives. 112(17):
1645- 1653. (2004).

COASH & COASH, | NC.
wWWV. coashandcoash. com

and

681
668

790
781

781

781

781

755
755

602- 258- 1440

Phoeni x,

AZ



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

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

RR- 20

LS CASE NO. 197 VOLUME | V 02/ 10/ 2022 611

| NDEX TO EXHI BI TS ( Cont . )
DESCRI PTI ON | DENTI FI ED ADM TTED

Morell o Frosch, et al. 755 - -
Under st andi ng the Cumul ati ve

| npacts of Inequalities in

Envi ronnental Health: Inplications

for Policy. Health Affairs.

30(5): 879-887. (2011) Https://

pubned. ncbi . nl m ni h. gov/ 21555471

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



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

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

LS CASE NO. 197 VOLUME | V 02/ 10/ 2022 612

BE | T REMEMBERED t hat t he above-entitled and
nunbered natter cane on regularly to be heard before
the Arizona Power Plant and Transm ssion Line Siting
Conmmi ttee at Radi sson Hotel Casa Grande, 777 North
Pi nal Avenue, Casa G ande, Arizona, commencing at 9:02

a.m on the 10th of February, 2022.

BEFORE: PAUL A KATZ, Chairman

ZACHARY BRANUM Arizona Corporation Conmm ssion

(vi a vi deoconf erence)

LEONARD DRAGO, Departnent of Environnmental Quality
JOHN RIGE NS, Arizona Departnent of WAater Resources
JAMES PALMER, Agriculture Interests

MARY HAMMAY, | ncorporated Cties and Towns

Rl CK GRI NNELL, Counti es

KARL GENTLES, Ceneral Public (via videoconference)
MARGARET "TOBY" LITTLE, PE, General Public

(vi a vi deoconf er ence)

APPEARANCES:
For the Applicant:

JENNI NGS, STROUSS & SALMON, P.L.C

M. Al bert Acken

One East Washington Street, Suite 1900
Phoeni x, Ari zona 85004

and

SALT Rl VER PRQIECT

Ms. Karilee S. Ramal ey
Seni or Principal Attorney
Post O fice Box 52025
Legal Services PAB381
Phoeni x, Arizona 85072
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APPEARANCES:  ( Cont . )

For

For

For
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the Sierra C ub:

ROSE LAW GROUP, P. C.

M. Court Rich

M. Eric H Il (via videoconference)
7144 East Stetson Drive, Suite 300
Scottsdal e, Arizona 85251

West ern Resour ce Advocat es:

WESTERN RESOURCE ADVOCATES

M. Adam Stafford

1429 North 1st Street, Suite 100
Phoeni x, Ari zona 85004

t he Randol ph Resi dents:

Ms. Di anne Post
1826 East Wl letta Street
Phoeni x, Ari zona 85006

and

Ms. Autumm T. Johnson, pro hac vice
autum@ i errastrat egy. com
(vi a vi deoconf erence)

the Arizona Corporation Conm ssion Staff:

M. Stephen J. Enedi

Ms. Kathryn Ust

Staff Attorneys, Legal D vision
1200 West Washi ngton Street
Phoeni x, Arizona 85007
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CHWN. KATZ: It's ny understanding that we
have Kevi n Cavanaugh, a Pinal County Supervisor, that
shoul d be available virtually this norning. He just
wants to nake a public statenent. He was ill on Monday
and Tuesday, and we coul dn't accommpdate himw th the
tour yesterday.

"1l ask our tech fol ks, do we have
M. Cavanaugh -- or, Supervisor Cavanaugh now?

MR RICH Right behind you.

CHW. KATZ: Onh, you're here in person?

Ckay. | thought we were going to do you virtually.
How do we -- we don't need to get -- should

we just turn -- what m crophone do you want the

gentl eman to use? She'll show you.

M5. POLLIO This one? Mchele, do you want
me to grab it?

CHWN. KATZ: W're giving you sone exercise
t hi s norni ng.

MR. CAVANAUGH Ckay. That's good. | need

Are we good?
CHWN. KATZ: Sure. And just neke sure you --

even t hough we've net, identify yourself for the court

record -- not the court record, but for the Commttee
record.
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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MR. CAVANAUGH  Thank you. M nane is Kevin
Cavanaugh. |'m Pinal County Supervisor for District 1.
| represent the -- a large area, including the
uni ncor porated town of Randol ph. Randolph is a
historically significant area where famlies have, for
generati ons, established roots.

Randol ph is a historically black community
wher e sharecroppers cane for econonm c opportunity since
the 1920s. Randolph is a community unto itself. It
once had a nmarket, a post office, stores, and a nunber
of churches.

Randol ph has not been annexed by the Gty of
Cool i dge, which is nearby, and | have not heard from
Randol ph that there's a desire to be annexed. This
| eaves Randol ph with one | ocal representative, nyself,
a county supervisor, two state representatives, and a
state senator to represent their best interests, and
" mhere to do that.

The peopl e of Randol ph are concerned t hat
little by little, piece by piece, the place their
famlies have called home for generations is being
di m ni shed by encroaching i ndustry, pollution, blight,
| eading to | ower property values and fewer and fewer
resi dents.

I recognize the historical inportance of

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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Randol ph and initiated a plan to install fire hydrants
so fires can be fought, rather than watching buil di ngs
burn to the ground, |ike the church about a year ago.
And by installing fire hydrants, once these are
installed, I'"'mgoing to ask a volunteer fire departnent
to assist in training and equi pping the fol ks of
Randol ph to fight their own fires. Using Comunity
Devel opnent Bl ock Grants, we're going to install curbs
and si dewal ks so that Randol ph -- the property val ues
and the water runoff has a place to go and make it nore
like a small city.

But the residents have expressed to ne a
concern over air quality, and |I've asked our air
quality departnent to set up instrunents to neasure air
quality on the ground fromvari ous sources. There's an
emul si ons plant, steel manufacturing, recycling, and
t he SRP Power Pl ant nearby, and each business is held
to em ssion standards, but the residents of Randol ph
are concerned that the conbi ned em ssions and pol | ut ant
out put from nearby sources present a health hazard.

And addi ng 16 turbine generation units, in their view,
w || exacerbate the perceived probl ens.

Qur air quality departnent briefed ne on how
em ssions fromthe turbine generators are neasured, and
that each stack falls within -- well within acceptable

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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prescri bed |l evels. As Arizona noves to solar and w nd,
it is necessary to have the on-demand power generati on
as provided by the proposed turbines, but we nust
assure the citizens that the air they breathe is safe.
And so that is ny primary concern, that we -- that the
Cor porati on Comm ssion, SRP, the County, the State nake
sure that em ssions and the pollutants that are

rel eased near Randol ph do not propose a health

hazard -- present a health hazard to the citizens of
Randol ph.

So that's all | have to say. Thank you.

CHWN. KATZ: Thank you very much for taking
the tine to join us, and we will definitely consider
your concerns.

MR, CAVANAUGH: Thank you.

CHW. KATZ: Thank you.

I think we're nowin a situation -- | didn't
know if there was any followup with that last thing --
question | threwat M. Mclellan. |If not, | guess
we're going to proceed with the cross-exam nati on of
the third panel, one of whom as yesterday,

Ms. Hallows, is by virtual, and the other four are
present here.

Do we have any of our Comm ttee Menbers
appearing virtually? | can't tell fromthat screen,

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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but -- I don't know if Toby Little is present. | don't
know if Rick Ginnell is present.

MEMBER BRANUM  Good norni ng, Chairman.
Menber Branumis here. Thank you.

CHW. KATZ: Thank you. | now see --

MEMBER LI TTLE: Good norni ng, Chairman and
all. Toby Little is also here.

CHWN. KATZ: And |I'm seeing the back of a
chair that | think is Rck Ginnell's spot. So | think
we'll just get started, and |'msure he will join us.

Karl Gentles is not avail able today. He nay
appear later virtually.

But we can begin with the cross-examn nati on.

Yes, sir.

MR, ACKEN. M. Chairman, | had one cl eanup
itemfor this panel before we nove to cross.

CHW. KATZ: That's fine. And then we'll
have cross going forward, hopefully, wthout
i nterruption.

MR. ACKEN: Thank you, M. Chairnman.

CHRI STI NA HALLOWN5, ANNE RI CKARD, KRI STI N WATT, KENDA
POLLI O AND DEVI N PETRY,
call ed as wtnesses on behalf of the applicant, having
been previously affirmed en masse by the Chairman to

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
wwWwW. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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speak the truth and nothing but the truth, were further

exam ned and testified as foll ows:

CONTI NUED DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR ACKEN:

Q Ms. Watt, yesterday you were asked about -- a
question regarding the air quality permtting status of
the existing facility and the expansion, as to whet her
it was a maj or or mnor source. Do you recall that
questi on?

A (M5. WATT) Yes, | do.

Q And do you have any clarifications to your
answer ?

A (Ms. WATT) Yes, I'd like to clarify, please.
Excuse ne. So | was asked yesterday whether the
exi sting Coolidge Generating Station was a m nor source
or a major source and whet her the expansion was a m nor
source or a nmj Oor source.

My response was that the existing Coolidge
Cenerating Station is a mnor source and the expansi on
project is a mnor source. It is true that the
exi sting Coolidge Generating Station is a m nor source

under the Prevention of Significant Deterioration

program but by that -- and by that | nean to say that
the criteria pollutant em ssions that | nentioned
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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yesterday are bel ow the maj or source threshol ds, 250
tons per year for the existing Coolidge Generating
St ati on.

However, because the area is now in
nonattai nment for particulate matter |less than 10
mcrons, the area is -- or, the existing Coolidge
CGenerating Station becones a ngjor source for
particulate matter only, for PMLO only, under the
Nonat t ai nnent New Sour ce Revi ew.

So in this permt application, SRP is
proposing to, first, limt the particulate matter
em ssions fromthe existing units at Coolidge
Cenerating Station to below 70 tons per year so that
the existing generating station stays a m nor source.
Wth the expansion, we're also proposing to limt the
em ssions fromthe expansi on project to bel ow maj or
source thresholds so that the project is also a m nor
sour ce.

When those two projects are conbi ned, the
existing -- the Coolidge Generating Station wll becone
a maj or source, and then any future nodifications or
projects that are done at that facility will be subject
to major source permtting and the significant
nodi fication thresholds for that facility.

MR. ACKEN: Thank you, Ms. Watt. No further

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
wwWwW. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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questi ons.

CHWN. KATZ: Thank you.

MEMBER RI G4d NS: M. Chair.

CHW. KATZ: Yes, M. Riggins.

MEMBER RI GG NS: Qui ck question for Ms. Watt.

So I know we've di scussed the PMLO. Does
that permt also take into any consi deration for PM.5?

M5. WATT: It does. [It's assuned that
PMLO -- the emissions fromPM.5 are the sane as PMLO,
yes.

MEMBER RIGA NS: Ckay. So as far as the --
| i ke the National Anmbient Standard Air Quality in the
graphs that we saw yesterday for the baseline for the
area, that all takes into consideration PM.5 as well?

M5. WATT: No. I'msorry. | should clarify
that. So the area is only in nonattainnent for
particulate matter |less than 10 m crons with that
specific standard. There's a separate Nati onal Anbi ent
Alr Quality Standard for PM2.5, and the area is in
attai nnent with that standard. And the em ssions from
this project, based on the nodeling assessnent, do not

cause or contribute to a violation of the PM.5

st andar d.
MEMBER RIGE NS: And nitrous oxide and carbon
em ssions, is that considered 2.5 or is that -- |I'm not
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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an air quality expert either, so | hope |I'm not
speaki ng out of school. But |I just -- for the record,
is that also considered 2.5 or is that PMLO?
M5. WATT: Nitrogen oxi des have -- nitrogen
di oxi de has its own National Ambient Air Quality
Standard. N trogen oxides do -- nitrogen oxi des and
vol atil e organi ¢ conpounds conbine in the atnosphere to
formozone, is that where you're -- I"'mnot sure if --
MEMBER RIGA NS: | believe so, yeah, and I
may have actually used the wong cheni cal conpound.
But yes, that answers. Thank you.
CHWN. KATZ: W can begin cross-exam nati on.
Is M. Rich going to be the first one out of the chute?
MR RICH | think so, M. Chairnan. Ckay.

Wienever you' re ready.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON

BY VR R CH

Q Good norning. Good norning, everyone on the
panel. Let nme -- I'll try to go through you one at a
time and we'll try to be precise with who to ask the
questions to, but let ne knowif you feel |like you are
certainly the wong person.

So let me start wwth Ms. Hallows. Can you

just refresh ny recoll ection on what day you announced

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
wwWwW. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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to the public that this project was noving forward?

A (Ms. HALLOWNS) The first nmailer that we
mai | ed out was on August 31st. The website was |live on
August 24th, which was also the date of the SRP Power
Commi tt ee.

Q That's interesting. So you started the
website and announced it to the public before your
Board had approved the project, is that correct?

A (M5. HALLOWAS) The Power Conmmittee was on the
24th and then the full Board, | believe, was on
Sept enber 13t h.

Q Is that normal, for SRP to announce a project
before the Board approves it?

A (M5. HALLOAS) It was approved through the
Conmmi ttee and then announced at that point.

Q And the Conmittee nmakes a recomrendation to
the Board, isn't that correct?

A. (MS. HALLOAB) Yes.

Q Ckay. Is -- to your know edge, is the
proposal that's before the Commttee as part of the
application the sane project that was announced on the
website on August 24t h?

A (MS. HALLOAB) Yes.

Q Have t here been any changes to the proposal
si nce August 24t h?

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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A (Ms. HALLOAS) | am unawar e of any changes.

Q Ckay. And what -- you described a |lot of the
public outreach you did. Wat would you say is the
poi nt of doing the public outreach?

A (M5. HALLOWS) The point of doing the public
outreach is to nake sure that the public is aware of
the project and knows how to participate in the
process.

Q Ckay. And you received |lots of comments,
correct?

A (M5. HALLOAS) We received comments, yes.

Q Ckay. And is it fair to say that sone of
those comments asked SRP to do certain things or do
things differently?

A (MS. HALLOAB) Yes.

Q Ckay. And how nmany of those comments did SRP
i mpl enent? How many of themdid you take and then do
sonet hi ng about ?

A (Ms. HALLOWNS) Well, nothing has happened
wWwth the project yet. W're still going through the
hearing. So let ne just refresh everybody's nenory
t hat --

Q And that's -- sorry to cut you off. Is the
answer -- did you take any of the conmments and did you
i npl enent or make changes to the application as a

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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result of any of the comments that you received?

A (M5. HALLOAS) Oh, | don't believe so.

Q Ckay. Did you notify the residents or the
famlies of the residents at the hone for disabled
adul ts about the project?

A (M5. HALLOWNS) Yes, | was in contact with the
superintendent there. | think you' re tal king about the
Ari zona Trai ni ng?

Q | am yes.

A (MS. HALLOAB) Yes. Yes.

Q Did you contact the residents or their

famlies or their guardi ans?

A (Ms. HALLOWAS) | did not.

Q Were you in charge of neeting with public
officials, |ike Supervisor Cavanaugh who was just here?

A (M5. HALLOAS) | was not.

Q Ckay. Wll, and | guess just to be clear,

were you in any of the neetings wth those public
officials?

A (Ms. HALLOAS) | was not.

Q Do you know if SRP nmet with, for exanple,
Super vi sor Cavanaugh?

A (M5. HALLOAS) | do know, yes. Pinal County
| eadershi p, as well as Cooli dge.

Q Do you know if, when neeting with those

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

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

LS CASE NO. 197 VOLUME | V 02/ 10/ 2022 626

el ected officials and | eaders, whether or not SRP
informed themthat it did not do an RFP for this
proj ect ?

A (M5. HALLOAS) | don't know that.

Q Do you know whet her or not SRP inforned those
community | eaders that its consultant, E3, had found
that it could achi eve the sane goals with 731 negawatts
of battery storage instead of this project?

MR. ACKEN: Objection, that m sstates the
t esti nony.

MR RICH  That does not restate -- msstate
t he testinony.

MR. ACKEN: It does not neet the sane goal s,

and that is not what Panel 2 testified to.

CHW. KATZ: Well, I"'mgoing to allow the
question to be asked. | f the witness can answer it,
that's fine. |If she doesn't understand it or can't
answer it, she'll let us know.

M5. HALLOWS: Just to be sure, can you repeat
your question, M. Rich?
BY MR R CH
Q Sure. Do you know whet her or not SRP, when
nmeeting with public officials, informed themthat SRP' s
consultant had told the conpany that it could achieve
the sane goal s through battery storage instead of the
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Cool i dge Expansi on Project?

A (M5. HALLOAS) | do not know.

Q Ckay. Let ne go to Ms. Rickard, peek over
the screen at you. You talked a |ot about the giving,
and that's inpressive. You nentioned 300 entities. |
think -- and | told the group behind nme that | wanted
to pull up Nunmber 158, the slide, and ask you questions
around t hat .

Ckay. And before -- 1've got what | think is
Page -- or, Slide 158 from SRP Exhibit 2. Soneone
correct me if I"'mwong. |Is that what you see on the
screen?

A. (MS. RICKARD) Yes.

Q Ckay. And there's a pie chart on this
screen. |Is this all of the noney that SRP gives to, |
guess, the public generally, or can you explain a
little bit nmore what this pie chart neans?

A (M5. RICKARD) This represents our giving to
accredited nonprofits, 501(c)(3) organi zati ons.

Q Ckay. And is there other giving that SRP
does that is not represented or not shown on this pie
chart?

A (M5. RICKARD) Can you quantify "giving,"
your definition of "giving"?

Q Well, | guess it would be not for use for the
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corporate business of SRP as far as paying your
enpl oyees, paying for energy, building equipnent, those
types of things. Are there other nonSRP entities,
unrel ated to power generation, that SRP gives noney to?

A (M5. RICKARD) There would be -- yes, there
woul d be. | wouldn't have all the detail on that.

Q Ckay. And what is the total dollar anount in
this pie chart on Slide 158? How nuch does that
represent in the last fiscal year?

A (MS. RICKARD) That would be approxi mately
4.1 mllion.

Q Ckay. So $4.1 mllion is given by -- from
SRP to 501(c)(3) nonprofits?

A. (MS. RICKARD) Yes.

Q And that doesn't include any other form of
not-for-profit entity?

A (M5. RICKARD) Correct.

Q Ckay. Do you know what the annual operating
budget of SRP is?

A (M5. RRCKARD) | do not.

Q | know in your testinobny you said that SRP
likes to be transparent in their giving, is that
correct?

A. (MS. RICKARD) Yes.

Q Is there a list of these entities on SRP s
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website?

A. (MS. RICKARD) Yes.

Q And the dollar anpunts given to each?

A (M5. RICKARD) | don't believe the doll ar
amounts are |listed; the organizations are.

Q Ckay. What about the other entities that --
| know you didn't have the specifics, but do you know
if there's a list of those entities on SRP's website?

A (M5. RICKARD) No.

Q You don't know or there is not one?

A (M5. RRCKARD) | don't think there is, no.

Q Ckay. Do you know why there wouldn't be a
list of entities that SRP gives npbney to?

A. (M5. RICKARD) No, | don't.

Q And what type of organization is SRP? |It's
not a for-profit conpany, correct?

A (M5. RICKARD) Correct.

Q What type of entity is it?

A (M. RRCKARD) A not-for-profit.

Q Is it a governnental entity?

A (M5. RICKARD) | don't have the specific
definition of how we quantify our description.

Q Is it a political subdivision of the State of
Ari zona?

MR. ACKEN:. M. Chairman, he's really asking
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a |l egal question that's probably best addressed by
Ms. Ranaley as to the | egal status of SRP.

CHW. KATZ: That's fine.

Ms. Rickard, do you even know t he exact
posture of SRP with respect to whether it's a

gover nment or quasi-governnent entity or a private

entity?
M5. RICKARD: | woul d not.
BY MR R CH
Q Do you know where the noney that you give out

to the public cones fronf

A. (MS. RICKARD) Yes.

Q Where does it come fronf

A (M. RRCKARD) It's from our custoner base.

Q Ckay. So it's not sharehol der profit or
anything like that that you're distributing, correct?

A (M5. RICKARD) Correct.

Q So much |i ke a governnent distributes taxes
that it collects, that's the noney -- simlar to the
noney that you're distributing, correct?

A (M5. RICKARD) Correct.

Q Do you know i f anyone from SRP asked any
entity to which SRP gives noney to wite a letter of
support in this matter?

A (M5. RICKARD) Not that |I'm aware of.
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Q You don't know or you don't --

A (M5. RRCKARD) | don't know.

Q Ckay. Do you know if SRP gives nobney to the
Apache Junction area Chanmber of Commerce?

A (M5. RICKARD) | don't know that -- that
woul d probably come from our chanber or gover nnent
rel ati ons departnent, not necessarily m ne.

Q So they wote a letter of support in this
docket. Do you know -- you don't know if SRP gives
t hem noney?

A (M5. RICKARD) | don't know.

Q What about t he Chandl er Chanber of Conmerce,
do you know if SRP gives them noney?

A (M. RRCKARD) | wouldn't have that detail,
no.

Q O Val |l ey Partnership?

A (M5. RICKARD) Also, don't know.

Q What about the Coolidge Chanber of Conmerce,
do you know whet her or not SRP supports and gi ves nbney
to the Coolidge Chanber of Conmerce?

A (M5. RICKARD) No.

Q And sorry. Just for the clarity, you don't
know or --

A (M. RRCKARD) | don't know. Sorry.

Q And, finally, the Arizona Chanber of Commerce
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and I ndustry, do you know whet her or not SRP gives
noney to that organi zati on?

A (M5. RICKARD) | don't know.

Q Duri ng your testinony, you tal ked about
giving -- or, sonehow supporting Randol ph so that they
get, "the funds they are entitled to."™ Do you renenber
sayi ng that?

A. (M5. RICKARD) | do.

Q And what -- how nuch -- how many funds or
what anount of funds are they entitled to?

A (M5. RICKARD) So we know -- because as an
uni ncorporated area, they are represented by Pinal
County organi zations, nonprofits. | specifically was
mentioning the Pinal County United Way, to which we do
provide funds. They are entitled to those as well.

Q So on what basis are they entitled to those
funds?

A (M5. RICKARD) Pinal County serves that area,
the residents in that area, as well as others.

Q Ckay. So when you said that Randol ph is --
that you want to nmake sure that they get the funds
they're entitled to, is there a specific dollar anount
t hat you' re considering?

A (M. RRCKARD) | don't have a specific dollar
anount. We just want to make sure that we can hel p be
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that bridge to assist in that.

Q And what are the -- I'msorry. | just want
to be clear. So you don't have a proposed budget or a
spendi ng anobunt that you're -- that you're earnarking
for or -- that you're earmarki ng for Randol ph?

A (M5. RICKARD) W do have a specific line
itemfor all of Pinal County nonprofits that we
support. Randol ph is included in that.

Q Ckay. And you, | think, alluded to sone sort
of list of potential projects or things that you're
doing. Wat is on that list?

A (M5. RICKARD) There are several on the |ist.
What we initially had provided were assisting wth
Randol ph getting the designation of a historic
nei ghbor hood. We tal ked about screening. W offered a

schedul e of tree trimand all eyway cl eanups and cl eanup

days. That was our initial |ist.
Q Do you have a financial value that's
associated with those -- acconplishing or helping wth

t hose specific tasks?

A (M5. RICKARD) We don't have a financi al
dol | ar associated with the nei ghborhood at this point.
We do have estimates in for sone of the itens |
menti oned yesterday, which is the cl eanup days and the
tree trinmmng, yes.
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Q What are your estimates of those costs?

A (M5. RICKARD) They were -- | would have to
| ook at nmy notes again, but they were in the
nei ghbor hood of about 10,000 a year.

Q Ckay. And this -- do you know how nmuch SRP

is investing in this project?

A (M. RRCKARD) | don't have the nunber on
that, but | heard in the testinony I think it was cl ose
to a billion dollars.

Q Close to a billion, with a B, correct?

A (M5. RICKARD) | believe that's what | heard,

yes.

Q And do you happen to know what percent of a
billion $10,000 is?

A (M5. RICKARD) No.

Q It's .001 percent. Does that sound about
right?

A. (MS. RICKARD) Yes.

Q How | ong has SRP owned the current Coolidge
CGenerating Station?

A (M5. RICKARD) Since 2019.

Q And since that tinme, how nuch noney have you
directed towards the Town of Randol ph?

A (M5. RICKARD) W have not yet specifically
t o Randol ph. Again, we have been supporting the area
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of Pinal County since 2013.

Q Let's go to M. Petry. And, actually, let ne
just ask. | know -- and this is just nme doing ny
| awyer thing here, but you ve got a conputer in front
of you. Have you been communicating with anyone el se
during your testinobny or getting any nessages?

A. (MR PETRY) No, sir.

Q And | guess | should have asked the first
W t ness who's off screen.

Ms. Hall ows, have you, during your testinony,
recei ved any text nessages, e-nmils, or nessages from
anyone related to this testinony?

A. (MS. HALLOAB) No.
Q Ckay. Thanks. Sorry. Just doing ny job.

So, M. Petry, in your professional opinion,
is this gas-burning power plant in this |ocation
consi stent with the adjacent residential neighborhood
and the hone for disabled adults?

A (MR PETRY) In ny professional opinion, the
siting of the project at this location, in an area
pl anned for industrial developnent, is conpatible with
t he existing setting.

Q Considering the -- taking into account the
nei ghbor hood across the street and the hone for
di sabl ed adul ts?
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MR. ACKEN: (Qbjection, m sstates testinony.
The nei ghborhood is not across the street and the --
what is it -- the Arizona Training Center is not
adjacent. | think it would be good to clarify what the
actual record shows.

CHWN. KATZ: Maybe rephrase the question.

MR RICH  Sure.
BY VR R CH

Q So in your professional opinion, is this
pl ant conpatible with an i medi ately nearby residenti al
nei ghbor hood and a just-down-the-street hone for
di sabl ed adul ts?

A (MR PETRY) Yes. And the Arizona Training
Programis located a little less than a half a mle
away. As we've testified previously, the community of
Randol ph is nearby, on the other side of an existing
rail road and hi gh-voltage transm ssion facilities.
And, yes, | do believe the project is conpatible at
this | ocation.

Q I n your opinion, are all gas-burning power
pl ants environnentally conpatible with nearby
residential comunities?

A (MR PETRY) Not necessarily. There are
multiple factors that cone into consideration. And
W t hout know ng a specific |location that you m ght be
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referring to, | can't say yes. | can say that at this
| ocation, the project would be conpatible with the
exi sting setting.

Q Is it your testinony that it's the existence
of the railroad and the high transm ssion lines in
between the site that nakes it conpati bl e?

A (MR PETRY) That's an aspect of it, but not
entirely. It is the existing industrial infrastructure
that lends itself to this being a great site. Because
of that existing transm ssion infrastructure, existing
pi peline infrastructure, and the existing Coolidge
Cenerating Station imedi ately adjacent to the project
| ocation, those are the factors that nake this a
conpati bl e | ocati on.

Q So if a residential neighborhood and a near by
honme for disabled adults doesn't do it, what could be
in those location that would nake this plant
i nconpati ble with the nearby uses?

A (MR PETRY) | can't really specul ate on what
m ght or m ght not nmake sonething conpatible or
i nconpati ble at a given |ocation through a hypot heti cal
situation. Wat | can say is, for this project, we
| ooked at the site, we | ooked at the existing
infrastructure and | and uses, as well as the planned
| and uses, and have determ ned that this site is
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conpati bl e.

Q So you have no opi nion on what uses woul d be
i nconpati ble with a gas-burning power plant?

A (MR PETRY) W thout specifics, no, | can't
gi ve any, again, specific input or opinion on what
m ght or m ght not be conpatible, because every
situation is different. And we don't want to nake
broad characteri zations of what m ght or m ght not be
conpati ble. W | ook at each site individually to
determ ne, through nmultiple factors, what m ght or
m ght not be conpati bl e.

Q How many power plants have you evaluated in
your career?

A (MR PETRY) This would be the first
gas-fired power plant that | have evaluated in ny
career; although, ny conpany, SWA, has worked on many
power plants and partici pated in nmany power plant
siting efforts across the country.

Q Do you know if they've ever provided
testinony that the plant they were review ng was
i nconpati ble with surroundi ng | and uses?

A (MR PETRY) | don't know.

Q The -- | didn't have the benefit of going on
the tour yesterday, but | think | heard that the power
pl ant was not running during the tour, is that correct?
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A (MR PETRY) | believe that is correct.

Q Do you know if anyone from SRP conmuni cat ed
wth the plant to nmake sure that it woul dn't be running
during the tour?

A (MR PETRY) No, | don't know.

Q That coul d have happened?

A (MR PETRY) Highly doubtful, but |I can't

answer that question wth certainty.

Q Have you been out there when the plant was
runni ng?

A (MR PETRY) | believe so, yes.

Q Are you certain or are you just --

A (MR PETRY) No, I'mnot certain that it was
runni ng when |I've been in proximty toit. |'ve been
out there a handful of tines and driven around the
proj ect area, stopped near the plant, and |I'm not
certain whether or not it was running during those
tines.

Q So you can't be certain that the concl usions
you reached are based on your experiences of the plant
runni ng when you were there maki ng your observations,
correct?

A (MR PETRY) These are not ny concl usi ons.
These are the conclusions of nyself and ny coll eagues
who have done studies. Those include studies of the
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mul ti ple environnental resources that were included in
the CEC application. And it was through those resource
professionals as part of ny teamthat we cane up with

t hese concl usi ons.

Q And these turbines, they're jet engines,
essentially, correct?

A (MR PETRY) That's ny understandi ng, yes.

Q And yesterday your conclusion was that there
woul d be no noise inpact fromthese jet engines wthin
Randol ph, is that correct?

A (MR PETRY) No. M conclusion was that the
noi se inpact within the project area and project
vicinity would be within a range that is consi dered
barely perceptible, between approximately .5 to 2.6
deci bels. And particularly within the community of
Randol ph, it's slightly less than that 2.6, again, at a
range that would be consi dered barely percepti bl e.

Q So when you add up the jet engines that are
part of this plant and the existing plant, you get 28
jet engines, right?

A (MR PETRY) | believe there would be 28
generators total; 12 fromthe existing plant and 16
fromthe expansi on project.

Q And your testinony is that if all 28 of these
jet engines are running across the railroad tracks from
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Randol ph, that they wll be barely perceptible to the
peopl e of Randol ph?

A (MR PETRY) It would be the noi se increase
that woul d be barely perceptible to the conmmunity of
Randol ph as a function of the added generators, the 16
addi ti onal generators proposed as part of this project.

It's inportant to note that the existing
environnent at and around the project facility, we take
account of the existing noise environnent there. And
so when we tal k about the inpacts, we tal k about the
i ncrease in noise associated with the project based on
the existing environnent. And that increase is that
range | described, that .5 to 2.6 deci bels.

Q Does that increase -- when you tal k about the
background noi se, are you including the railroad noise?

A (MR PETRY) Railroad noise, farm ng noises,

t he hi ghways, sone of the other existing industrial
facilities in proximty to the project, and the
community of Randol ph as well, yes.

Q And you would agree with me that there's not

a train going by constantly, correct?

A (MR PETRY) | would agree, yes.
Q So | want to nake sure | understand the
conclusion you reached. 1Is it that it would only be

2 decibels or 2.6 decibels on top of a passing train,
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or was the train not part of that anal ysis?

A (MR PETRY) The train was part of the
anal ysis. As part of our noise analysis, we had
mul tiple short-termand |ong-termnonitoring | ocations,
noi se nonitoring | ocations, at and around the project.
The long-termnonitoring |ocations were in place for 48
hours and did capture train noise. As part of that
noi se anal ysis, we understand the existing noi se
envi ronnent. That captures trains and other uses in
proximty to the project there, yes.

Q So if there -- what would be the inpact -- if
there was not a train passing and these 28 jet engines
are firing, what is the noise inpact in Randol ph?

A (MR PETRY) | don't know that | could
quantify that because we, again, base our anal ysis on
t he exi sting environnment, not a hypotheti cal
envi ronnent where trains are not present.

Trains are present at this |ocation and they
do make noi se. Those of us staying at this hotel the
| ast couple of nights have heard themas well. So we
can't necessarily quantify, you know, what the
envi ronnent would be without trains present. Wat we
can do is understand the existing noise environnment and
nodel what the project would | ook Ii ke based on its
conponents and what it would sound |i ke based on its
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conponents, and that's what we've presented in this CEC
appl i cation.

Q So would you agree with ne that the majority
of the tinme there are not trains passi ng Randol ph,
correct?

A (MR PETRY) Certainly.

Q And during those tines, if these 28 jet
engi nes are running, your -- you don't know what the
i npact on Randol ph woul d be, correct?

A (MR PETRY) WII you please restate the
question, M. Rich? [|I'mnot sure | understood it.

Q So first we established that the mgjority of
the tine there are not trains running, correct?

A (MR PETRY) Correct.

Q And you do not know what the inpact of these
28 jet engines wll be froma noi se standpoint on
Randol ph during those tinmes when there are not trains
passi ng, correct?

A (MR PETRY) W do know what the inpact of
the project -- the proposed Coolidge Expansion Project
woul d be based on its conponents specifically. W did
nodel what those inpacts would be to noise with regard
to the existing environment, which does include trains
intermttently passing through the area. Again, we
can't specify exactly what that would | ook |Ii ke w thout
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trains added into that nodeling, because they're
absolutely a part of the existing noise environnment in
that area. W do know specifically what the project
itself would -- the levels of sound that the project
itself would produce, and those are included in the CEC
appl i cation.

Q Coul dn't you have nodel ed t he anbi ent noi se
when a train wasn't passing to determ ne what that
background woul d be without the train there?

A (MR PETRY) Yes. And that's part of the
short-term noi se nonitoring's purpose, is to understand
on a small er scale what sone of the existing noise
environnent | ooks |like. And that's part of the
nodel i ng that we do.

And t he point of having both | ong-term and
short-termnoi se nonitors is to understand, over the
| onger periods of tinme, what the -- you know, the noise
envi ronnent m ght | ook |ike, but also during short
peri ods of tinme, periods when trains nay or nay not be
passi ng through. And that enters into the nodeling
that is done as part of the noise analysis.

Q Ckay. So how nmany decibels will be
perceptible in Randol ph if all 28 of the jet engines
are firing and there's no train passing?

A (MR PETRY) I'mnot sure that | can answer
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that question directly. | think you' re asking what
would the -- | think you're asking what would the sound
fromthe existing plant and the Cool i dge Expansi on

Proj ect, at what deci bel level would that be within
Randol ph?

Q Yes, when a train is not passing.

A (MR PETRY) Wen a train is not passing. So
that's difficult to determ ne because of the existence
of the Coolidge Generating Station and because that is
part, currently, of the existing noise environnent.
Wien we nodel -- or, excuse ne. \When we nonitor for
noi se in these locations, we're not able to separate
out what the different noi se-generating sources m ght
be. W nodel and understand that there are sone
activities going by. Sonetines you can see perhaps
sone farm ng i npl enents that go by and make sone noi se,
and you can understand that that noi se associated with
that farmng i nplenent or other industrial activities
in the area contributed to the noi se.

But as far as making a detail ed assessnent of
how nuch noise is specifically com ng fromthe existing
Cool i dge CGenerating Station, how nuch noise is com ng
from say, Western Enul sions or sone of the other
facilities in the region, we can't separate or
di stingui sh between what each of those noi se sources
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are.

What we can do, through our nobdeling, is
det erm ne how much noi se the project wll add, and that
is that .5 to 2.6 decibel addition that we've di scussed
previ ously.

Q That's only when trains are passing. So how
much w Il the Coolidge Expansion Project add to the
noise in the area when a train is not passing?

A (MR PETRY) See, | don't agree with that
statenent. | don't believe that that's only when
trains are not passing. That's part of the nodeling
that we do is to determ ne the average noise in the
area. And that is, again, why we have both short- and
| ong-termnonitoring |ocations, to understand, on a
smal l er scale and on a longer-term scal e, what the
noi se environnent m ght | ook Iike.

And, again, that's denonstrated in our CEC
application and -- excuse ne -- that noise increase,
again, is that range of barely percepti bl e associ at ed
wth the project.

Q Ckay. So your testinony is that 16 jet
engi nes that are part of the Coolidge Expansion
Project, if those turn on 400 feet away-ish or whatever
that is, a thousand feet from Randol ph, the inmpact when
atrainis not passing wll be barely percepti bl e?
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That's your testinony?

A. (MR PETRY) Yes.

Q Ckay. We went through the visual -- you
tal ked about visual inpacts, correct?

A (MR PETRY) Yes.

Q None of the photos you showed were from
nighttime, correct?

A (MR PETRY) Yes, that is correct.

Q Have you been out there at nighttine?

A (MR PETRY) No, | have not.

Q Maybe we can get the Randol ph nei ghbors,
Exhi bit Nunber 2, on the screen and go to their | ast
photo. Sorry to surprise you. |If we scroll to the
| ast photo. Ckay. Can you identify what's on the
screen there?

A (MR PETRY) Yes, | can. Excuse ne. This is
a photo of the existing Coolidge Generating Station
taken from | believe, near the entrance of the site to
the north of the Coolidge Generating Station. |t seens
to be | ooking sort of in a southern/southwestern
di rection.

Q Ckay. And you'll agree with nme that there
are a lot of lights on the Coolidge Generating Station?

A (MR PETRY) There are lights on the Cooli dge
Cenerating Station, yes.
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Q And wll lights be simlarly configured on
t he new Cool i dge Expansi on Project?

A (MR PETRY) Safety lighting will also be
present on the Coolidge Expansi on Project, yes.

Q If you haven't been out there at night, you
may not know t he answer, but do you know whet her or not
those lights are visible fromm |l es away?

MEMBER BRANUM M. Chai rman.

CHWN. KATZ: Yes.

MEMBER BRANUM  This is Menber Branum | was
going to wait and hold ny question, but | don't want to
forget it now that we're kind of shifting fromthe
noi se i ssue.

So | was listening to the questioning from
M. R ch and M. Petry's responses, so | guess I'm
curious, because | kind of asked this question
yest erday eveni ng about the noise inpact. So if --
what is the actual total decibel |evel of the
surroundi ng area?

So | think what | heard is that you' ve
quantified the inpact of the expansion project to be,
at nost, an additional 2.6 decibels. | guess what |I'm
trying to understand is, you know, in the mddle of the
night if the peaker were running full blast, what's
t hat sound |ike?
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So not just the additional 2.6, but what is
that sound level with a train, wthout a train? Have
you done that anal ysis? Do you know what people can
expect to hear in the mddle of the night as they try
to sleep? | think that's what I"'mtrying to
under stand. Thank you.

MR. PETRY: Certainly, Menber Branum | can
direct you to the CEC application, Exhibit I, Page 16.
There's Table 12 included on that page, and that
provides the estimated sound | evels for the project.

It includes the predicted sound |l evels fromthe
project, as well as the neasured background noi se, and
the potential noise increase associated wth the

pr oj ect .

Specifically, we can identify sone of the
nonitoring |locations within the Randol ph comunity and
identify exactly what the nmeasured background noi se at
that | ocation would be and what the correspondi ng
potential noise increase associated with the project
woul d be.

If we ook within the comunity of Randol ph
currently, we can see that the existing background
noi se, existing neasured background noi se at 134 West
Randol ph Road is approximately 55.2 decibels and is
consistent in other nmonitoring |ocations within the
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conmmuni ty of Randol ph.

We can also ook to see that the predicted
noi se levels fromthe project at those | ocations are
| ess than the existing neasured background noi se. Wen
we add those noi ses proposed or expected fromthe
project with those noises that are currently part of
the existing environnent, we can | ook to the colum on
the far right and see what that potential noise
i ncrease woul d be.

Does that answer your question, Menber
Br anuntf?

(Audi o di sturbance.)

CHWN. KATZ: You're cutting in and out. W
didn't get that.

VEMBER BRANUM Ch, sorry.

CHWN. KATZ: M. Branum we didn't get your
last cooment. It was cutting in and out.

MEMBER BRANUM Ckay. I'll try to repeat.

CHW. KATZ: You're fine now Go ahead.

MEMBER BRANUM  Ckay. Thank you. So | don't
have Exhibit | pulled up here on ny screen. So if the
answer is there, | apologize. But does this track
t hroughout, you know, the 24-hour period? 1Is this the
background noi se that's been neasured, you know, at
| unchtime, after work, in the mddle of the night? If
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you could just el aborate on that, that would be great.
Thank you.

MR. PETRY: Certainly. And in order to
account for the potential noise inpacts, what you can
do is |l ook at the 24-hour period, and that's what these
account for. In particular, if we |ook at the col ums
that represent LDN, that represents the sound |evels
both at day and night, wth an additional 10 deci bels
wei ghted for those sounds occurring at night. So it
really accounts for the higher sensitivities associated
W th noise receptors during the nighttine hours.

And that's where, again, if you | ook at Tabl e
12 on Page 16 in Exhibit I, you can see, again, the
measur ed background noise within the project vicinity,
and al so specifically within the community of Randol ph,
is at approxinmately 55, a little over 55 decibels
currently, and in sonme | ocations outside of Randol ph at
about 60 decibels. Those locations are particularly
near the southeastern portion of the project study area
where we had sone nonitoring | ocations.

And t hen | ooki ng over at the furthest columm
to the right within Table 12, that's where we see that
potential noise increase. And if we | ook at the LDN
under that potential noise increase, that's where we
again see that range of .5 to the 2.6 decibels
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i ncrease. And that decibel increase does represent
t hat additional weighting, 10-deci bel weighting, for
sounds that are experienced during nighttinme hours.

Does that answer your question, Menber

Br anuntf?

MEMBER BRANUM  Yes, sir. Thank you. And
just to -- | guess one final clarification. So ny
under st andi ng woul d be, based on, | think, what you had

told nme yesterday, that with this additional increase
fromthe 55, this would be simlar to a conversation,
right? Human conversation, | think you said, is at 60
deci bel s?

MR. PETRY: Yes, that is correct.

MEMBER BRANUM  Thank you.

MEMBER LI TTLE: M. Chairman.

CHWN. KATZ: Yes, M. Little.

MEMBER LI TTLE: Since Zach -- or, Menber
Br anum br ought these questions to the forefront, 1'11
ask m ne al so.

So am | correct in assum ng that these
nunbers are averages? So there are tines when it wll
be | ouder, there are tines when it will be softer, but
these are -- you know, so when things start up, you
hear it, when they shut down, they hear it, and these
are averages, is that correct?
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MR. PETRY: That is correct. Yes.

MEMBER LI TTLE: Thank you.

MR. PETRY: You're wel cone.

CHW. KATZ: M. Rich, you may conti nue.

MR RICH Well, I was going to nbve on to
the visual. Can we pull up that exhibit we were just
t al ki ng about ?

CHWN. KATZ: The nighttine photograph?

MR RICH  Yes.

BY MR R CH

Q Randol ph Exhibit 2. So on the screen, again,
is the | ast page of Randol ph Exhibit 2. |It's that
nighttime view, correct?

A (MR PETRY) Yes. |It's a view fromnorth of
the project site.

Q And you testified that you have not been out
there at night, correct?

A. (MR PETRY) Yes.

Q Ckay. And so when you gave your opinion that
there were no negative -- or, that this was conpatible
wth visual inpacts, it was not based on your
observations at night, correct?

A (MR PETRY) Correct. It was based on our
observati ons and vi sual resource assessnent conpl eted
during the dayti ne.

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



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

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

LS CASE NO. 197 VOLUME | V 02/ 10/ 2022 654

VWhat | would say with regard to night
lighting that's at the facility, the Coolidge Expansion
Proj ect as proposed would be conpliant with the City of
Cool i dge night lighting dark sky requirenents, which
i ncl udes met hods for shielding and filtration of the
i ghting systens.

Q And | think | asked you, and |I'm not sure
that you answered, if you were aware of whether or not
the current plant is visible at night frommles away?

A (MR PETRY) | don't know if the current
plant is visible frommles away.

Q When you were asked about -- or, you provided
your opinion on historic inpacts, can you sunmari ze
your opinion there?

A (MR PETRY) Yes. M opinion and the opinion
of the archaeol ogi st -- archaeol ogi cal professionals
that are part of nmy teamis that the project itself --
the project site is at a |ocation where, through our
cultural resources survey, we identified no cultural
resources or archaeol ogi cal resources on the site.

As far as our survey of previously surveyed
and previously identified cultural or archaeol ogi cal
sites within one nmle of the project, there were --
excuse ne -- there were a few |l ocations where there
were historic sites identified, in particular, the
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Uni on Pacific Railroad, an affiliated distribution

I ine, and sone of the roadways within the project study
area as well that are considered eligible for
registration on the Arizona or National Register of

H storic Pl aces.

And we determ ned, through that anal ysis,
that the project would not directly affect any
archaeol ogi cal or historic resources, and any indirect
ef fect associated with the project to those
Regi ster-eligible properties would be m nor and woul d
not prevent them from gai ning that registration or

listing on a National or Arizona Register of Historic

Pl aces.
Q Ckay. Sorry. That was -- | should have been
nore specific. | appreciate you restating all of that.

| guess | wanted to focus on Randol ph. You were asked
about -- I'msorry. You were here when Supervi sor
Cavanaugh provided his public comment just a few
nmonents ago, correct?

A. (MR PETRY) Yes.

Q And he referred to Randol ph, as others have,
as historic, correct?

A (MR PETRY) Yes.

Q And so, but it's your position that the
Cool i dge Expansion Project will not have an inpact on
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this historic |ocation?

A (MR PETRY) It is ny testinony and ny
pr of essi onal opinion that the Coolidge Expansion
Project would not prevent the conmmunity of Randol ph
frombeing identified or listed as an historic
district, an historic town site, and again, would just
not prevent, you know, any eligibility for listing or
anyt hi ng that woul d, again, prevent that ability to be
determ ned eligible for listing as an historic district
or town site.

Q Wiy does that matter? This will have an
i mpact on Randol ph, correct?

A (MR PETRY) As we have descri bed through
prior testinony, there will be sone inpacts to
Randol ph, sone m nor noi se inpacts, sone visual
i npacts. And as part of those indirect inpacts, it's
important to note that those are the types of inpacts
that can potentially affect an historic property's
eligibility for a listing on the Register of Historic
Places. And it is our assessnent that those inpacts
that we've previously described are at a | evel that
woul d not prevent Randol ph from being identified or
eligible for listing on the National or Arizona
Regi ster of Hi storic Pl aces.

Q You would agree wwth ne that the standard
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under Arizona | aw does not include whether or not you
will inpact the ability of a |ocation to becone
regi stered as historic, correct?

A (MR PETRY) WII you please restate the
question, M. Rich?

Q Let ne refer to the -- you're famliar wth
ARS 360. 06, correct?

A. (MR PETRY) Yes.

Q Sorry. 40-360.06. And I'll read fromthat
briefly. Subsection (A says, "The Conmittee may
approve or deny an application and may i npose
reasonabl e conditions on the issuance of a Certificate
of Environnental Conpatibility, and in so doing shall
consider the followng factors as a basis for its
action.”

And the portion that references historic
says, "Existing scenic areas, historic sites, and
structures or archeological sites at or in the vicinity
of the proposed site."”

Are you famliar with that provision?

A (MR PETRY) Yes, sir.

Q In fact, you offer testinony that you believe
that this project as a whole conplies wth that
statute, correct?

A (MR PETRY) Correct.
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Q And to the extent that it references historic
sites, it doesn't say anything about inpacting whet her
or not a historic site can achieve registration as a
historic site, correct?

A (MR PETRY) Not specifically.

Q Ckay. So that's not necessarily relevant to
t he anal ysi s under 40-360.06, correct?

MR. ACKEN: Qbjection to the extent he's
asking himto nmake a | egal conclusion as to rel evance.

CHW. KATZ: That's correct.

MR RICH M. Chairman, he renders an
opinion on this statute and what does and does not
conply with it, so I'"'masking himto explain his
under st andi ng.

CHW. KATZ: I'll allow himto explain his
under st andi ng.

MR. PETRY: So ny understanding is that,
while not explicitly listed, it is an inportant
consi derati on, because sone of the inpacts that could
be received or expected to be received froman historic
-- or, to an historic property would be a prevention
of , you know, a given property from being identified
and added to the National or Arizona Register of
Hi storic Properties. Because when properties are added
to the register, those registers, there are additional
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protections that can be provided to themas well.

And Randol ph, in particular, | think it's
important for us to note that there is a rich history
there. |It's an inportant part of Arizona's history,
and our determnation is that the project woul d not
i npact Randol ph's ability to be recogni zed as an
historic town site, district, et cetera.

And that, to ne, is an inportant factor,
because it's been described to us that there is a
strong interest wwthin the community of Randol ph to be
recogni zed as such. There's a, as | nentioned and
ot hers have nentioned, a strong history there, an
i mportant part of Arizona's history. And if the
project or a project were to prevent a community, an
hi storic area from bei ng desi gnated or recogni zed as
such, to ne that would be an inpact.

And that's an inportant thing to note is that
our assessnent indicates that the project woul d not
prevent that from happening and would not directly or
in any nmeani ngful way indirectly inpact the historic
status or the potential historic status of the
communi ty of Randol ph.

Q But it would result in 28 jet engi nes being
| ocated within a thousand feet of that historic
conmunity?
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MR. ACKEN:. (njection, msstates the
evidence. There are already 12 turbines |ocated. As
wel | as distance, let's make sure we are precise on our
di st ance.

CHW. KATZ: The distance, from ny
understanding, is nore than 2,000 feet away.

Go ahead wth your next question.

BY VR R CH

Q Do you know how cl ose the cl osest jet engine
turbine is to the -- to Randol ph?

A (MR PETRY) | would have to refer back to

prior testinony, but it is approximtely, you know,
over, | think as Chairnman Katz indicated, 2,000 feet
from Randol ph. The turbines thensel ves are | ocated on
the eastern portion of the project site, much further
away fromthe community of Randol ph.

Q Wul d you agree, back on the visual objective
portion of this, that it's possible for a project to
have greater visual inpacts at night than it does
during the day?

A (MR PETRY) There is sonetines potential for
that, yes.

Q And that woul d be because of the presence of
lights, for exanple?

A (MR PETRY) Potentially, yes. There's
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typically mtigation that can be applied, and as is
required in the city of Coolidge, to | essen those
i mpacts, in particular, the dark sky night |ighting
requi rements. And as | nentioned previously, Coolidge
does have requirenents for shielding and filtration
associated with lighting to m nim ze those inpacts at
ni ght.

Q And those -- there are lights that wll be

| ocated at the top of the -- what do we call the
towers? Just the towers? | don't know.
A (MR PETRY) | refer to themas the towers.

Q Ckay. And there wll be lights at the top of
t hose?

A (MR PETRY) There is a plan for lights at
the top of those.

Q And how tall is that fromthe ground?

A (MR PETRY) | believe those towers are
approxi mately 85 feet.

Q All right. Let ne ask -- M. Watt, |'ve got
sone questions for you. So what is the -- well, let ne
ask you this way. You provided sone additional
testinony on this this nmorning. So is SRP asking for
the ability to have em ssions at the naxi num anount it
coul d under the | aw?

A (BY M5. WATT) |I'mnot sure | understand your

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



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

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

LS CASE NO. 197 VOLUME | V 02/ 10/ 2022 662

question. Could you restate, please?

Q So you've submtted an air em ssions permt
to Pinal County, correct?

A (BY M5. WATT) We submtted a permt revision
application to Pinal County.

Q Ckay. And that's the permt that allows you
to emt whatever this plant emts when it burns gas,
correct?

A (BY M5. WATT) It's an application to request
specific emssion limts for this project.

Q Ckay. And that's the application for the
permt that will guide how nmuch -- how great the
em ssions can be fromthis project, correct?

A (BY M5. WATT) Correct.

Q Ckay. And on that application, have you
asked Pinal County to allow you to -- to allow SRP to
emt fromthe Coolidge Expansion Project the maxi num
anount under | aw that you could request on that
appl i cati on?

A. (BY M5. WATT) No.

Q No? What is the maxi num anmount you coul d
have requested on that application?

A (BY M5. WATT) In this permt application,
SRP is requesting to restrict its em ssions to bel ow
maj or source threshol ds, which, again, are 250 tons for
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all criteria pollutants except for particulate matter,
which that threshold is 70 tons. SRP is requesting to
l[imt our em ssions fromthis Coolidge Expansion
Project to those | evels.

Q Ckay. | want to nake sure | nail this down.
So your testinony was, because we're in a nonattai nnent
area, there are limts on how nuch em ssions you can --
you can request to be allowed to emt in your
application, correct?

A (BY Ms. WATT) For certain sources, Yyes.

Q Well, for this source and the sources that
wll be emtted fromthe Coolidge Expansi on Project,
there are limts in what you can ask for, correct?

A (BY M5. WATT) W are requesting specific
emssion limts for this project.

Q That's not ny question

A (BY M5. WATT) I'msorry. | don't understand
your question. If you could please ask again.
Q So under law, could you request any anount

that you want in this location, or are there limts in
| aw, based on the nonattai nment designation, that would
limt how rmuch you could get?

MR. ACKEN: So since M. Rich acknow edges in
his question that he's asking a question of law, | wll
be happy to answer. The answer i s no.
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CHWN. KATZ: Wll, again, | think what we're
trying to establish is whether or not they have
requested to maxi m ze the anount of pollutants they
coul d rel ease under state or federal or local |aw

MR RICH | think that's a much better way
of asking it than I did.

Is that the answer? I|I'msorry. Wat is the
answer to that question?

M5. WATT: Il"'msorry. Can you restate your
question, or M. Katz?

MR. RICH  Your Honor, M. Chairnman.

CHWN. KATZ: | think what was being asked is
whet her or not the application is requesting the right
to pollute, so to speak, as high as m ght be all owed
under federal, state, or l|ocal |aw

M5. WATT: No, this permt application is not

aski ng that.

BY VR RI CH
Q What is the difference between what you're
aski ng and what -- that anount that you could have

asked for, what is the difference between those two?
A (BY M5. WATT) | can't answer that questi on.
CHWN. KATZ: Let ne just ask you a questi on,
t hough. VWhatever limt you have requested as the
maxi mum i s SRP expecting to be running on a full-tine
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basi s at the nmaxi num anount al |l owed?

MS. WATT: No.

CHWN. KATZ: You may proceed, M. Rich.
BY MR R CH

Q So yesterday -- what I'mtrying to get at

is -- you had suggested that 70 tons was the limt that
you coul d seek or that could be sought in the area
because of the nonattai nnent category of Pinal County.
Can you explain what that 70 tons is and whet her or not
it's sone sort of limt?

CHWN. KATZ: Just for clarification, are we
tal ki ng about particul ates?

MR RICH | guess |I'd ask Ms. Watt to
explain what that 70-ton |imt that she referred to --
what it applied to.

M5. WATT: Yes. The major source threshold
for particulate matter in Pinal County, because of the

PMLO nonattai nnent area, is 70 tons per year.

BY VR R CH

Q Ckay. And so you said because of the ngjor
source nonattainnment -- |I'mnot using the right
lingo -- what does that nean? That limt, what is that
limt?

A (BY M5. WATT) SRP is requesting a
70-ton-per-year federally enforceable PMLO eni ssion
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limt inits air permt application for this project.

Q Ckay. And given the nonattai nnent situation
at the site, could you have requested 75 tons, or is 70
tons the limt?

A (BY M5. WATT) SRP -- | don't believe we
coul d have requested an em ssion limt higher than 70
tons per year.

Q Ckay. So SRP requested, to your know edge,
t he highest emssion |limt that it could have under
| aw?

A (BY M5. WATT) | wouldn't characterize it
that way. | would characterize that SRP i s proposing
to restrict its em ssions to bel ow nmajor source
thresholds. And in this case, for particulate natter
|l ess than 10 microns, it's 70 tons per year.

Q So you're proposing to restrict your
em ssions to | evels above which it woul d have been
illegal to emt, is that your testinony?

A (BY M5. WATT) No, not ill egal.

Q Ckay. But you could not have gotten

perm ssion to enit at higher than 70 tons -- sorry, we
can -- is that correct?

A (BY M5. WATT) | don't believe that's
correct.

Q Ckay. Well, we just took a big step back and
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that's confusing. So I"'msorry. Could you -- let ne
just try to clarify this for the record and then |
won't try to unclarify it.

I think you just testified that had you nade
an application for 75 tons, you don't believe that
coul d be approved because 70 tons is the limt,
correct?

A (BY M5. WATT) 70 tons is the nmjor source
threshold for this -- for permtting threshol ds under
Pi nal County regulations. | don't -- | can't speak to
any potential permtting possibilities that we could
have achi eved or could have requested for this permt
appl i cation.

Q Ckay. Are you -- does your --

CHW. KATzZ: M. Pal ner.

MEMBER PALMER: Can | ask a question to
clarify it in my own mnd? Are you saying that the 70
tons allows you to request a mnor source threshold,
and above that you would be requesting a major source
threshold? |I'mtrying to understand.

M5. WATT: Sorry for the confusion. So this
permt -- this project will emt em ssions above m nor
permtting threshol ds but bel ow naj or source permtting
t hreshol ds.

MEMBER PALMER: Thank you.
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MS. WATT: Wiich keeps it a m nor source.
BY VR R CH

Q And is it correct that given the
nonattai nment designation in this area, you could not
seek a nmj or source permt today, correct?

A (BY M5. WATT) No, | don't believe that's
correct. If this project were to exceed, we would have
to go through PSD permtting, which would require
potentially obtaining offsets to offset the PMLO
em ssions fromthe project.

Q Are you famliar with what's called a Health
| npact Assessnent ?

A. (BY M5. WATT) No.

Q So SRP did not performa Health | npact
Assessnent with regard to its em ssions at this site?

A (BY M5. WATT) SRP performed -- or, conducted
an anbient air quality analysis. Are you referring to
a hazardous air pollutant anal ysis?

Q No, |'mjust asking about whether or not SRP
perforned a Health | npact Anal ysis.

A (BY M5. WATT) No, not that |I'm aware of.

Q "Il read this to you. And if you need ne to
pull up the exhibit, we can do that. But there was a
letter that SRP wote in response to the questions from
Conm ssi oner Kennedy that's cone up before. W have it
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in Sierra Cub Exhibit Nunmber 2 on Page 12. SRP stated
that the air quality permt has emssion |limts that
preclude the CEP from operating at high capacity
factors. And, again, we can pull it up, but does that
sound famliar? Are you famliar with that quotation?

A. (BY M5. WATT) Yes.

Q Whien SRP told Conmm ssi oner Kennedy that there
are limts on operating at high capacity factors, what
did it -- what capacity factors does SRP believe are

hi gh capacity factors?

A (BY M5. WATT) | can't respond or can't speak
to what SRP believes are high capacity factors. | can
tell you that, again, the exanple illustrated in the

air permt application presents one operating scenario
in which the units operate a thousand hours per year,
start up twi ce per day, and that translates to
approxi mately an 11 percent capacity factor.
At those -- in that particular exanple, the

units would -- in that particular exanple, the
em ssions from carbon nonoxi de would be to the imt,
to the level, to the major source threshold for carbon
nonoxi de, so that limts -- effectively limts the
operation of those units for that reason. | can't
answer to specific capacity factor.

Q Ckay. So to your know edge, SRP, when it
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told Comm ssi oner Kennedy that the air quality permt
would limt operations at, quote, "high capacity
factors,” it wasn't -- there was not a specific
capacity factor that SRP had in mnd associated with
t hat statenent?

A (BY M5. WATT) That's correct. To ny
under st andi ng, yes.

Q In the exanmple you just spoke of fromthe air
quality permt, you tal ked about operations two tines
per day, is that correct?

A (BY M5. WATT) It referenced -- the exanple

illustrates startup -- the units starting up tw ce per
day.

Q And for how long do they run in each of those
exampl es?

A (BY M5. WATT) The exanple illustrated --
i ndi cates a thousand hours for a year, not at a tinme,
obvi ousl y.

Q Sure. So twce a day. Do you know how | ong
t he assunption was for each day for each of those
oper ati ons?

A (BY M5. WATT) | don't.

Q ' mnot good enough at math to figure it out.
So do you know if it was evenly divided or it was
presuned to run at different tines?
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A. (BY M5. WATT) | don't.

Q You were asked about the air quality in Pinal
County relative to perhaps Maricopa County yesterday.
Do you recall that?

A (BY Ms. WATT) Yes.

Q Are you aware whet her or not Pinal County has

sone of the worst air quality in the United States?

A (BY M5. WATT) |I'mnot sure | understand your
question. Wat do you -- can you describe "worst"?
Q Well, are you aware of whether or not air

quality sensors in Pinal County have recorded some of
the highest -- the highest readings for particul ate
matter in the entire country?

A (BY M5. WATT) No, I'mnot aware of that.

Q Gve ne just a mnute, M. Chairman, and nake
sure |'m organi zed.

M. Petry, | think I've got one nore topic to
cover with you real briefly. You provided testinony
wWwth regard to water usage at the site, correct?

A. (MR PETRY) Yes, | did.

Q Let ne nmake sure | understand. The water
that SRP will be relying on will cone fromthe ground
under the site, correct?

A (MR PETRY) SRP will be relying on stored
surface wat er under ground.
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Q Yes. Ckay. And so that's the sane -- that's
the sane water that nearby farmers or nearby hones
would rely on for their water, correct?

A (MR PETRY) Potentially. Excuse ne. Again,
it's stored surface water. It's Central Arizona
Project stored surface water that SRP wll be using at
this location that is stored underground. And from
t hat sense, | guess, those nearby that have wells,
including farners and residents, et cetera, would be
getting their water from underground as well.

Q And are you -- | assune you're aware that
Pi nal County has water issues, |I'l|l just say generally,
is that your understandi ng?

A (MR PETRY) | am aware, yes.

Q And are you aware that ADWR has st opped
issuing certificates of assured water supply for new
devel opnent in the Pinal County in the Pinal ANMA?

A (MR PETRY) | am aware, yes.

And if | can add to that, | think what the
proj ect can do through the use of those |ong-term
storage credits is actually help the situation wthin
the Pinal AMA. Through the use of those long-term
storage credits, a portion of that water that is stored
must be left behind. Approximately 5 percent of that
wat er nust be left behind in the aquifer. In addition,
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at this location, the project would reduce water use at
that site. Historically, the agricultural uses on this
site over those approximately 100 acres, they were
allotted approxinmately 4 acre feet per acre at this
| ocation, resulting in approximately 400 acre feet of
use at the project |location. The project, as proposed,
woul d reduce that use on site and, again, would be
usi ng that stored surface water.
Q And SRP currently owns the site, correct?
A (MR PETRY) Yes.
Q And no one is forcing themto farmit and use
t hat water today, correct?
A (MR PETRY) | don't believe anybody is
forcing themto farmthe site.
MR RICH  Just another m nute.
Ckay. | have no further questions. Thank
you.
CHW. KATZ: M. Stafford. And we'll
probably go about another 15 m nutes before we take our
first norning recess, but feel free to go forward.

VR. STAFFORD: Thank you, Chairnan.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY MR STAFFORD:
Q | believe nmy questions are probably best
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directed to Ms. Watt. Could you please direct your
attention to Page 107 of the application, SRP-17?

MR ACKEN. M. Stafford, can you provide the
actual page nunber? Because | think you're referring
to like a PDF version. And so there is no Page 107 of
the application to which |I'm aware.

MR, STAFFORD: Ch, well, yes. Exhibit --
Page 107 of Exhibit SRP-1.

MR. ACKEN: No. There are actual separate
page nunmbers. So the PDF version will have 107, but
you won't be able to find 107 | ooking at the
application. But maybe at the bottom of the page
you're | ooking at does it have a page nunber?

MR, STAFFORD: It's Table 1, Page 1 of 7.
Hang on.

MR, ACKEN:. Yeah, maybe you can provide an
appendi x nunber.

MR, STAFFORD: It is Appendi x B, emn ssions
cal cul ati ons.

M. WATT: Ckay.

MR STAFFCRD: It's Page 5 of 7, excuse ne,

Tabl e 5.
M5. WATT: | have that table.
MR. STAFFORD: Ckay. Thank you.
CHW. KATZ: |Is there any way we can proj ect
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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it, or is it not in the systenf

MR. ACKEN:. That's not the right page. It
does | ook li ke we can project the application. Let ne
give the tech teamthe right page.

And you are referring, M. Stafford, to the
CEC application, not the air quality application?

MR. STAFFORD: | believe this may be attached
to the air permt application. |It's Page 107 of 386
for SRP-1.

M5. WATT: Yeah, it's part of the CEC

MR, STAFFCRD:. | believe that is it up on the
screen there.

CHWN. KATZ: Ckay.
BY MR STAFFORD:

Q Now, this table tells us that each of the
units of the expansion project is expected to em t
34,187 tons of carbon di oxi de per year, correct?

A (Ms. WATT) Yes, that's what's shown in this
t abl e.

Q And that's, again, based on running a
t housand hours per year and including two startups and
shut downs per day, correct?

A (M5. WATT) Yes, that's correct.

Q Ckay. Then if you could scroll down two nore
pages to Page 109 of 386 of SRP-1.
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A. (M5. WATT) Table 7?

Q Yes, Table 7. Thank you. And this tells us
that all 16 CTs are expected to emt 546,990 tons of
car bon di oxi de per year, correct?

A (MS. WATT) Yes.

Q Agai n, based -- and that's, again, based on
each unit running a thousand hours per year with two
startups and shutdowns per day, correct?

A (M5. WATT) Yes, that's correct.

Q Ckay. So if each unit were to run, say,
2,000 hours a year and each had four startups and
shut downs per day, then the anpbunt of carbon dioxide
em ssions would roughly double, wouldn't it?

A (Ms. WATT) Could you repeat your question,
pl ease?

Q Ckay. |If each unit, each of the 16 CTs, ran
2,000 hours a year and had four startups and shutdowns
per day, then the anount of carbon di oxi de en ssions
woul d roughly double fromthe 546, 000 on Table 7,
correct?

A (M5. WATT) Yes, that's correct. Wat's al so
correct is that the emssion limts in the permt
application would not allow the units to start four
times per day and run 2,000 hours per year.

Q Ckay. So the emssion limts wll prohibit
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that from happening, you're telling ne?

A (Ms. WATT) Yes, that's correct.

Q If I could please direct your attention to
Page 73 of Exhibit SRP-1. | believe this is the air
permt application. |1'm]looking at Table 4.6.

A (M. WATT) Ckay. Oh, | guess they don't see

Q Now, this table shows us the thresholds for a
maj or source, correct?

A (M5. WATT) Yes, that's correct.

Q And then the colum -- that's the colum to
the right, correct, the threshol ds?

A (Ms. WATT) Yes, that's correct.

Q And then the mddle colum, that's the
potential for the CEP' s em ssions, correct?

A (M5. WATT) It's the restricted potential to
emt for these units, yes.

Q All right. So you'll notice that the PMLO,
NOx, volatile organi c conpounds, and carbon nonoxi de
are all very close to the threshold, aren't they?

A (M5. WATT) Yes, they are.

Q If the plant exceeds the threshold after the
permt is issued, what happens? Can the County revoke
the air permt?

A (Ms. WATT) What woul d happen, excuse ne, if
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the plant were to exceed these emission limts, it
woul d have to cease operation, for starters. |It's not
allowed to emt past these emssion limts. W would
t hen be subject to potential enforcenent action by the
regul atory agency if the project were to exceed these
emssion limts. SRP would not operate these units
beyond the em ssion [imts outlined in the permt.

Q Ckay. And the enforcenent agency is Pinal
County, right?

A (M5. WATT) Yes, that's correct.

Q Ckay. So | understand, SRP will be
nmoni toring these em ssions and wll voluntarily stop
running the plant if it were to -- if running it were
to exceed then?

A (M. WATT) Yes, absolutely.

Q If, say -- just pretend for a second that
didn't happen, and SRP operated the plant above these
thresholds. You said they'd have to stop operating the
pl ant and be subject to enforcenent. Wat are the
limts of that enforcenent?

A (M5. WATT) It would depend on what the
vi ol ati on was.

Q The violation is they exceeded the em ssion
limt. You nean by how nuch they exceeded it?

A (Ms. WATT) It could be how much, how | ong,
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various factors.
Q Ckay. But does the -- does the county have
the ability to revoke the air permt?
A Not that |I'm aware of.

MR. STAFFORD: Thank you. Nothing further.

MEMBER LI TTLE: M. Chai r man.

CHWN. KATZ: Yes.

MEMBER LI TTLE: Along those lines, and I'm
not sure who or if you can answer this question, but
t hose operating restrictions seempretty severe to ne.
And | know that SRP told us that they did | ook at other
| ocations in the state for installing these generators,
this generation, and I'm wondering if there were other
| ocations in the state that woul d have offered | ess
severe operating restrictions.

CHW. KATZ: And this is Menber Little, is
t hat correct?

MEMBER LI TTLE: Yes.

MS. WATT: Menber Little, if | could clarify
what you nmean when you're referring to "l ess severe."”
| ' m not sure |I'm understandi ng your question.

MEMBER LI TTLE: A thousand -- 11 percent
capacity factor is pretty |ow

MS. WATT: So is your question asking, if we
could locate this project in another area, if we would
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be able to obtain a higher capacity factor or operate
w th higher --

MEMBER LI TTLE: Right. H gher capacity
factor, nore starts and stops.

M5. WATT: Not within Pinal County and not
w thin Maricopa County. There's potentially --

MEMBER LI TTLE: Potentially other places in
the state?

M5. WATT: Potentially other places in the
state; however, the only thing -- the only -- if we
were to request these major source em ssion threshold
restrictions for any other portion -- or, any other
area within the state, the only thing that woul d change
woul d be the particulate matter emssion limt in which
we could emt these -- emit with these units, and that
woul d be 250 tons per year versus 70.

MEMBER LI TTLE: Ckay. Thank you.

CHWN. KATZ: Any tine you' re ready, M. Post.

M5. POST: | will direct ny questions also
one at a tine to try to cut down on confusion.

CHWN. KATZ: Hold on just a second.

MR ACKEN: |I'msorry, Ms. Post. | need to

clarify the record. There was a bunch of discussion

about the air quality permt. It actually -- ny
under standi ng, what |I"'mhearing now, is it's not been
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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i ncluded as an exhibit by SRP. W are happy to mark it
as an exhibit. SRP-5 would be the air permt
application, but we need to nake sure that record is
tight. |It's apparently not an attachnment to SRP-1.

CHW. KATZ: And before Ms. Post begins, it
m ght be appropriate to take a recess, rather than
cutting you off in five mnutes or so. So |I'm show ng
alnost 25 mnutes to 11: 00, and let's be back here by
10: 50, ready to go. W do stand in recess.

(Of the record from10:32 a.m to
10:49 a.m)

CHWN. KATZ: W can go back on the record and

begin with Ms. Post's cross-exam nations.

M5. POST: | would like to begin wth
Christina Hallows. |Is she going to be up on the
screen?

CHW. KATZ: W can pull her up. | believe

she's present. There she is.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY Ms. POST:

Q Yesterday you testified about an open house
nmeeti ng and that nost of the comments were in favor and
you tal ked about seven letters fromofficials and they
were shown on the screen. Do you renenber that?
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A (Ms. HALLOAS) |I'msorry. Comments from an
open house is what you're asking ne about?

Q Yes. And you tal ked about that -- you said
t hat nost of the comments were in favor, and then we
| ooked at sone letters that were on the screen from
different officials yesterday. Do you renmenber that?

A (Ms. HALLOAS) No. | think that's two
separate itens. The letters of support that | showed
in nmy presentation were just letters of support that we
recei ved t hroughout the process. Comments at the open
house, | don't believe that | said that they were in
favor of the project.

Q Ckay. But those letters are included in SRP
Exhi bit Nunmber 3, is that correct?

A (MS. HALLOAB) Yes.

Q Ckay. So | want to tal k about the coments
at that open house. And we have them up on the screen
now and 1'd |li ke to have you read them There's not
very nmany and they're pretty quick. So could you read
the first coment there?

A (M5. HALLOA5) Al | see on that one is
"truce. "

Q Do you see the rest of it?

A (Ms. HALLOAS) No, | don't see the rest of
it.
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Q Ckay. Can you scroll down or neke it
smal | er?

A (M5. HALLOAS) GCetting better.

Q Nope. There you go.

A (M5. HALLOAS) Yes, | can see that one now.
It says, "Truce. Please plant trees in the
historically significant Town of Randol ph."

Q Ckay. And the next letter -- or, the next
comment at the open house?

A (M5. HALLOWAS) "Health concerns.”

Q Wio is that coment fronf

A (Ms. HALLOWS) Constance Jacobson, | believe.

Q Jackson.

A (Ms. HALLOWS) Jackson. Sorry.

Q Can you read where she's fronf

A (MS. HALLOAB)  NAACP.

Q What city?

A (Ms. HALLOAS) Mari copa.

Q Ckay. The next letter. Wi is this letter
fronf

A (M5. HALLOWS) Di on Rushing.

Q And where does he |ive?

A (M5. HALLOAS) He is a resident of Randol ph,
| believe.

Q Can you read what he wote?
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A (Ms. HALLOAS) Sure. "Way is SRP coming to
Randol ph when they don't even serve the residents of
Randol ph? Nunber 2, what are the benefits of having a
pl ant in Randol ph for the residents of Randol ph?"

Q And the next letter, who is that fron?

A (Ms. HALLOWS) This is fromFelice Larsen.

Q Do you know where she's fronf

A (Ms. HALLOAS) | believe she lives in
Randol ph also. | think she submtted a few comments.

Q Can you read what she wote?

A (M5. HALLOAS) Sure, | will give it atry.
This handwiting | had difficulty with, I will admt.
"This project wll add to the problem of gl obal
warm ng. This project neans SRP is a participant in
perpetuating industrial racism This project is part
of encroaching industrial devel opnent to the
hi storically significant town of Randol ph, Arizona.
Thi s proj ect goes agai nst executive orders of the
President of the United States in conbating structural
racism SRP can no | onger" sonething "plausible
deni al . "

Q daim

A (M5. HALLOAS) Oh, claim GCkay. "The new
facility is absolutely hideous and archaic."

Q And the next comrent, who is it fronf
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A (Ms. HALLOWNS) Al so Felice Larsen.

Q And can you read that?

A (M5. HALLOWS) Sure. "If SRP follows through
wth planting trees in Randol ph, SRP could state they
are conbating structural racismas per Biden's
executive order to dismantle industrial racism
March 2021." Thank you. "Randolph is a historically
significant African Anerican town system cally harned
for decades." Whoops. Thank you.

"There is a book published about the |ives of
the residents of Randol ph, a once required read at
Cornell University. This book can be found at the
Sm thsonian Institute and various universities. There
are individuals nentioned in the book living in
Randol ph today. Randol ph is an exanple of industri al
raci sm?"

Q And the next letter.

A (M5. HALLOWNS) This is from Dave Nul ton.
Looks |li ke he's a resident in Coolidge.

Sorry. Were you about to say sonet hi ng?

Q No. Go ahead.

A (M5. HALLOAS) Ckay. Hi s comment says, "One,
fully support the expansion of the Coolidge Generating
Station. Two, the site plan appears to be appropriate
for industrial purposes. Three, no concerns regarding
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envi ronnental issues. Four, public safety issues,
fire/ policelsecurity, have been addressed. And five,
reserve for additional coments.
Q And the last letter, who is it fron?
(Ms. HALLOWS) This is from Ron Jordan.

A

Q And where does he |ive?

A (Ms. HALLOAS) I n Randol ph.
Q

Could you read the letter, please?

A (M5. HALLOWAS) Sure. "lI'mthe owner of acres
of land.”" |I'mnot sure if that's a nunber right there
before it.

Q I think it's seven.

A (Ms. HALLOWNS) Oh, okay. "Seven acres of
| and across fromthe railroad track fromyour plant.
Al ready we're exposed to light pollution from Sti nger
and current plant you own across the track. W're
exposed to air quality problens fromthe asphalt plant
north of your plant, constant noise fromthe Stinger
pl ant on the north side of Randol ph, nothing but
traffic woes on H ghway 87, drastic need for left |ane
turns, potholes from heavy truck traffic" -- can we go
up a little bit -- "heavy truck traffic. Kl eck Road
destroyed by heavy truck traffic, et cetera. The
10-year plan for tax distribution doesn't help the
community of Randol ph at all. The County of Pinal has

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



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

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

LS CASE NO. 197 VOLUME | V 02/ 10/ 2022 687

not done very much in the way of infrastructure, of
fire hydrants, street inprovenents, WFi, H ghway 87
i nprovement through Randol ph, et cetera, yet the county
is to receive mllions, everyone but the people that is
affected. |'m opposed to this project."”

Sorry, I'"'mhaving -- | have screens in ny
way .

Q Wll, that's the last letter. So of these
letters, only one was in favor, is that correct?

A (MS. HALLOAB) Yes.

Q And that one didn't live in Randol ph?

A (M5. HALLOAS) He just noted that he lives in
Coolidge. |I'mnot sure.

Q The rest all said they lived in Randol ph --
except for Maricopa, they lived in Randol ph or they
were residents or owned property there, is that
correct?

A (Ms. HALLOWAS) Correct.

Q Now, the letters fromofficials, were any of
themwiting in their individual capacity or in their

official capacity?

A (M5. HALLOAS) | believe their official
capaci ty.
Q And did any of themlive in Coolidge -- in
Randol ph?
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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A (Ms. HALLOWAS) | don't know.

Q Ckay. Now, | want to look at -- or, turn to
SRP Exhi bit Nunber 4, which is the spreadsheet of
contacts that were made in your public outreach
canpai gn.

MR. ACKEN: And just to clarify, that is a

suppl enent. For the record, that is a supplement of
comments after the CEC was filed. There's a full set

in the CEC itsel f.

BY Ms. POST:
Q Do you have that in front of you?
A. (MS. HALLOAB) No.
Q Ckay. It's up on the screen here.
A (Ms. HALLOAS) Yes, |'ve got it.

Q Ckay. Now you have it. Al right. The
spreadsheet here shows the first call being nmade on
Decenber 14, is that correct?

A (M5. HALLOANS) No. My first calls were in
August. Again, to what M. Acken said, this was a
supplenent to the full list that started at the
begi nni ng of outreach.

Q Ckay. O this list --

A (MS. HALLOAB) Ckay.

Q -- how many were outgoing e-nail s?

A (Ms. HALLONS) Well, we would need to count
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here. Let's see. So far | see one, two, three, four,
five, six, seven on that page, if | counted correctly.
All right. Hold on. Stop right there. Eight, nine.
Ckay. Scroll up. 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18,
19. | think I'"mat 19.

Q | get 19 as well, so we agree.

A (M5. HALLOWNS) G eat.

Q And how many of those e-mails were responded
to?

A (M5. HALLOAS) Mpst of these -- can we go
down to the beginning of this one? Sorry.

Sorry. Maybe | wasn't clear. That's okay.
Can we go all the way down to the bottom yes, so | can
see that page so | can refresh ny nenory.
So these outgoing e-nails were to share the

hearing details, so these were not replied to.

Q Actually, two were replied to on
Decenber 18th and January 10th. Can you find those?

A (Ms. HALLOWS) Decenber 18th. Stop right
there. Decenber 18th there was a text -- are you
aski ng about the text nessage on Decenber 18th?

Q No. | believe it was an e-mail from Felice
Lar sen.

A (M5. HALLOWAS) Maybe perhaps the 17th. |
know that Felice and | had a few e-nmails back and
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forth, you're right.

Q Right. And Felice is the sane Felice that
expressed her opposition to the plant previously?

A (M5. HALLOWS) Correct.

Q Ckay. How many of these were outgoi ng
t el ephone nessages?

A (Ms. HALLOWNS) Al right. Can we go down to
the bottonf? CQutgoing phone calls. One, two, three,
four, five. Scroll up, please. Stop. Six, seven,
ei ght, nine, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15. Scrol |l wup. Up.
16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29.
Shall we go with 29?

Q | got 27, but that's all right. W're close
enough.

A (MS. HALLOAB) Ckay.

Q And how many of these calls were returned?

A (Ms. HALLOWS) Can we go back down?

Do you want to know how nmany were returned or
wer e successful ?

Q Where they call ed you back. Maybe |I could
just tell you. 1've again got two from Felice Larsen.
And you said you had several conversations wth her?

A (M5. HALLOAS) No, we never were able to
connect over the phone, unfortunately, but we had a few
e-nmai | exchanges.
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Q Ckay. And Felice remai ns opposed to the
proj ect ?

A (MS. HALLOAB) Yes.

Q And one was a text from Jeff Jordan asking
you to pl ease stop contacting hinf

A. (MS. HALLOAB) Yes.

Q One was from Mary Turner when you announced
the tour in January. And Mary said if she went on the
tour, would that nean she supported the plant, and you
assured her it did not nean that, correct?

A (M5. HALLOWS) Correct.

Q And then the | ast one was from Robert Hel | man
aski ng about whether any property had to be condemned,
correct?

A (MS. HALLOAB) Yes.

Q None of these calls supported the plant, did

A (Ms. HALLOWAS) Correct.

Q And at | east three of these people, Felice,
Jeff, and Mary, were from Randol ph?

A (M5. HALLOWS) Correct.

Q Now, you've already testified that the
deci sion to nove forward with the expansi on was
announced i n August of 2021, correct?

A (Ms. HALLOWS) Correct.
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Q And that the Board approved it in Septenber?
A (Ms. HALLOWS) Correct.

Q The public neeting in Randol ph was in

A (M5. HALLOWS) Correct.

Q So you testified you were letting them know
about the project and about how to participate in the
public process, is that correct?

A (M5. HALLOWS) Correct.

Q So you weren't asking them about their
opi ni on on whet her the plant should be built, but you
were just notifying themthat the decision had been
made?

A (M5. HALLOAS) And |istened and had heal t hy
di scussions at that community event as well. In fact,
that was where a | ot of the discussion was around sone
of the needs of Randol ph.

Q Ckay. But the plant itself had al ready been
approved by the Board?

A. (MS. HALLOAB) Yes.

Q What city do you live in?

A Scot t sdal e.

Q Now, you testified, different ones of you
yesterday, regarding these "offers,” and |I'm putting
that in quotes, made to the Randol ph residents, street
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cleaning, tree trimmng, et cetera. Wen were these
offers nade -- first made? Wen were these offers
first made?

A (M5. HALLOWS) These started as di scussions
in the very beginning of finding out what the needs
were, and then when they were first offered probably
woul d have been right before this hearing.

Q Before this hearing?

A (MS. HALLOAB) Yes.

Q Ckay. You offered to -- "you," being SRP,
offered also to assist with applying for the historic
desi gnation. Do you know when that suggestion or offer
was made?

A (Ms. HALLOWNS) That was nade right before
this hearing as well.

Q Ckay. Now I'mgoing to nove to Anne Rickard
w th sone questions.

I n your presentation you went through Exhibit
Number 2 with your Power Poi nts about the community
partnership charter; is that correct?

A (MS. RICKARD) Yes.

Q In that, on Page 155 of the slide show, of
t he 240-page slide show, the first point is to provide
crucial funding to vital comunity organizations. And
you testified about that, correct?
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A (M5. RICKARD) Correct.

Q But you also testified that you have not
provi ded any fundi ng to Randol ph or the residents or
t he community of Randol ph. That's correct, right?

A (MS. RICKARD) Not specifically directly to
Randol ph residents, but what is true is the funding --
part of the funding that we do provide is through Pinal
County organi zati ons. Randol ph residents are eligible
for those funds.

Q Correct. So they're eligible for funds that
anybody in Pinal County is eligible for?

A. (M5. RICKARD) Yes. Yes.

Q So you have no witten engagenent plan with
Pi nal County -- w th Randol ph?

A (M5. RICKARD) Can you clarify? Witten by
whom t o whont?

Q You nentioned you were very transparent and
that you had quarterly reports that were reported on --
you know, given to the Board or whonever it is that
supervi ses you about your plans. But you do not have
such a witten plan for Randol ph at this nonent, is
t hat correct?

A (M5. RICKARD) W do not have a fornmal
witten plan.

Q What city do you live in?
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A (M5. RICKARD) Scottsdal e.
Q Ckay. Now l'd like to nove to M. Petry.
Ckay. First thing | want to tal k about is
t he noise issue. Now, you directed us this nmorning to
the Exhibit | and Page 16, is that correct?

A. (MR PETRY) Yes.

Q And you had us |ook at that chart. Wll, I'd
i ke to back up. And hopefully the tech crew can put
up, fromthat sane Exhibit |, Page 2, 1-2. Do we have
t hat com ng up, or do you have it in front of you and
you could read fromit?

A (MR PETRY) | do have it in front of ne.

Q Ckay. So on 1-2, the second paragraph from
the bottomthat starts with "Predicted
construction-generated noise levels,” could you read
t hat ?

A (MR PETRY) Certainly. "Predicted
constructi on-generated noi se | evels at nearby noi se
sensitive areas were cal cul ated using the Federal
H ghway Adm ni stration's roadway construction noi se
nodel . "

Wuld you like ne to read --

Q The rest of the paragraph, please.

A (MR PETRY) "Estimates of noise fromthe
construction of the project are based on a roster of
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t he maxi rum anount of construction equi pnent used on a
given day. Estimated noise |levels fromconstruction
activities at the closest residential receptor fromthe
center of the construction site were estimated to be
approxi mately 56.8 dBA Leq and 61.8 dBA Ldn.
Constructi on noi se inpacts are further discussed in the
attached noi se report, Exhibit I-1."

Q Now, you testified yesterday nore than once
that 60 was the conversational level, is that correct?

A (MR PETRY) Yes.

Q All right. Now, | would also like you to
read fromPage |1-3, the third paragraph that starts
wth "The analysis shows that."

A (MR PETRY) "The analysis shows that the
sound | evels emtted by the proposed project will be
| ess than the 55 dBA Ldn at all eval uated noi se
receptors with exception of the cl osest sensitive
receptor. The projected Ldn value at the cl osest
sensitive receptor, residences south of the project, is
estimated to be 59.7 dBA when no background noise is
i ncl uded and 63.1 dBA when background noi se i s added,
whi ch i s above the recomended 24- hour average day and

ni ght EPA recommended val ue of 59 dBA Ldn."

Q So you have been testifying that the i ncrease
is small, but this actually says that at certain tines,
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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W th the construction and operation, that in the

resi dences south of the plant it will be above the
24- hour average day and ni ght EPA recomended | evel s,
correct?

A (MR PETRY) Yes, and that refers to the
resi dences, those agriculturally affiliated residences
that we saw on the route tour |ocated to the south and
slightly east of the project area.

Q And how many ot her houses are south of the
proj ect on Kl eck Road?

A (MR PETRY) Directly south of the project?

Q Correct.

A. (MR PETRY) None.

Q Sout hwest of the project on Kl eck Road?

A (MR PETRY) Well, | know of at |east two
that we've heard fromduring the course of this
hearing, and I think they're -- w thout |ooking at a
map specifically, | think there are maybe five to six
further west of the railroad tracks and transm ssion
infrastructure on the north side of Kleck Road.

Q And this applies to both construction noise
and operation noise, correct?

A (MR PETRY) Can you clarify what you're
referring to by "this"?

Q When t he anbi ent background noi se and t he
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additional noise is added, it applies to both during
construction and during operation?

A (MR PETRY) So are you asking -- | want to
make sure | answer the question accurately here. Are
you asking if we nodel ed constructi on noi se on top of

t he operation noise?

Q No, |'m not asking you what you nodel ed at
all. 1'masking you about what's witten here on this
page.

A (MR PETRY) GCkay. |I'msorry. Mght you ask

t hat question one nore tinme for ne?

Q That the cl osest sensitive receptor is
estimated to be 59.7 when no background noise is
i ncl uded and 63.1 when background noi se is included, so
that's above the EPA average. And that's during both

construction tine and operational tine, is that

correct?
A (MR PETRY) Yes, | believe that is correct.
Il think it's also worth noting, iIf we nay
step back --
Q Excuse ne. | don't have a question in front
of you.

CHW. KATZ: And you'll get a chance, if your
counsel chooses to, to have redirect.
But go ahead, Ms. Post.
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BY M5, POST:

Q Now, when you tal k about that these changes
are barely perceptible, the increase in noise is barely
percepti ble, as one of the Comm ttee Menbers asked,

t hese are all averages, correct?

A (MR PETRY) That is correct, yes.

Q And "barely" neans sone people wll still be
able to perceive it, is that correct?

A (MR PETRY) That is correct, yes.

Q You also testified -- a couple of tines
yesterday you said there will be no pernmanent noise
increase. But there will be a noise increase during

construction and during sone forns of operation, would
that be correct?

A (MR PETRY) There will be no pernmanent
construction noi se increase, but there will be a
per manent operational increase in noise that relates to
that .5 to 2.6 decibel increase that's noted as barely
percepti bl e.

Q And there's no permanent constructi on noi se
because construction is not permanent, right?

A (MR PETRY) Correct.

Q But during the tinme of the construction
which iIs approximtely --

Three years or two years?
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A (MR PETRY) Three.

Q -- three years, there wll be increased
noi se?

A (MR PETRY) Yes.

Q What city do you live in?

A Phoeni x.

Q You testified yesterday about sending 11
letters to the different tribes. Do you recall that?

A (MR PETRY) Yes. SRP sent 11 letters to the
tribal contacts with two -- with 11 tri bes that have
identified affiliation --

Q I just asked you if you renenbered it.

A. (MR PETRY) Yes, | do.

Q Thank you.

A (MR PETRY) You're wel cone.

Q You said that you got responses from Hopi,
Pascua Yaqui, and Wi te Muntain Apache, is that
correct?

A. (MR PETRY) Yes.

Q You did not get any responses from any of the
ot hers?

A (MR PETRY) Not to ny know edge.

Q And the two cl osest tribes are Ak-Chin and
Gla R ver, wuuld that be correct?

A (MR PETRY) | believe so. | would have to
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check to answer that wth certainty.

Q You al so testified about the historica
desi gnati on, and you have testified about that again
this norning. So we asked about that in a data
request, and the answer that we got gave a |list of
resources that SRP | ooked at. | would like to read
those resources and ask you if these are things you
| ooked at, okay?

A (MR PETRY) kay.

Q Cel ebrating Black H story Month; Race,
Diversity, and Ethnicity in Randol ph; Cty of Coolidge
2014 Pl an 2025; Cotton Jobs CGone, Black Mgrants' Town
Limps On; Not Al Okies are Wiite; Community Profil e,
Pi nal County, Arizona; Pinal County Conprehensive Pl an;
A First Look at Denographic Changes in Arizona; and A
Dying Institution. Are these things that you | ooked
at ?

A (MR PETRY) | don't believe | | ooked at all
of those things or that ny team | ooked at all of those
things as part of our historical and archaeol ogi cal
resources review for the project. W did | ook at sone
of those things, sonme of those publications or
articles, but | don't believe all of those were part of
SWCA' s anal ysis of cultural and archaeol ogi cal
resour ces.
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Q But when you | ooked at those things, none of
t hat gave you a clue that Randol ph m ght be a historic
city or have cultural significance that needed to be
pr ot ect ed?

A (MR PETRY) Oh, that's false. W know that
Randol ph is an identified historic comunity, an
African American historic community with an i nportant
presence, an inportant part of Arizona' s history, which
is -- as is typical for cultural resources reviews for
projects like this, we will survey the project area for
archaeol ogi cal or historic resources. But then we'l]l
do a secondary search that extends out further to
identify any previously identified cultural or historic
resour ces.

And the comunity of Randol ph itself has not
been the subject of such survey, and as such has not
been identified as an historic site, district, town:
Site, et cetera. But we do know the history of
Randol ph, absol utely.

Q One second. Now | want to nove to Kenda
Pollio. Wen we ask --

Excuse ne. Wait. | have one nore question
for you, M. Petry. Do you have in front of you
Appendi x C to the original application, the CEC
appl i cati on, Appendi x C?
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A. (MR PETRY) Exhibit C?

Q Yeah, and it's Appendix -- no, not Exhibit C
It's Exhibit 1, SRP Exhibit 1, Appendix Cto the
appl i cati on.

A (MR PETRY) |I'mnot sure |I'mclear on what
you're referring to. | do have Exhibit 1 and what's
identified as Exhibit Cwthin that application, Areas
of Bi ol ogi cal Walth.

Q Correct. Can you | ook at C 157?

A (MR PETRY) Certainly.

MR. ACKEN: And for the record, that is
Exhibit Cto SRP Exhibit 1.
BY M5, POST:

Q Are you at Page 157

A (MR PETRY) | am

Q And the third and fourth sentences down from
the top tal k about increased |Iight pollution would
I npact bat activity patterns, is that correct?

A (MR PETRY) Yes, that is correct. | think
the i npact woul d be potential drawi ng of bats to the
area because of insects that woul d be present around
i ghting.

Q All right. So now |l'mgoing to nove to you,
Ms. Pollio. D dyoulisten to the list of articles
that | just read saying that SRP had referenced these
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in order to |l ook at the historic designation of
Randol ph?

A (MS. POLLIO Yes.

Q And did you | ook at these or soneone on your
t eant?

A (MS. POLLIO Yes.

Q And what city do you live in?

A (Ms. POLLIO Encinitas.

Q Cal i fornia?

A California, yes.

M5. POST: | have no further questions.

CHWN. KATZ: Ckay. Does the Conm ssion have
any questions, Ms. Ust. 1Is it Ust or Ust? Let ne
pronounce it correctly.

MB. UST: Ust.

CHWN. KATZ: Ust. Any questions?

MS. UST: Just a couple. | believe these are

for Ms. Watt.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY Ms. UST:

Q First off, when does SRP expect the Pina
County Air Quality Control District to issue the
operating permt for CEP?

A (Ms. WATT) At this tinme, we ancipitate that
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the draft permt would be issued for public comment
sonetine in the March or early April time frane.

Q Ckay. And if the operating permt is not
approved, how will this affect the project tineline?

A (M5. WATT) If the project -- if the permt
i's not approved by Pinal County?

Q Yes.

A (Ms. WATT) Meaning if Pinal County does not
issue the permt, is what you're asking?

Q Correct.

A (Ms. WATT) This project -- excuse ne. |If
Pi nal County did not issue this permt, the project
woul d not be allowed to be constructed or operated.

Q And | guess one final question. |If the
permt were not issued, is there an appeal s process or
any ot her nechanismthat SRP woul d take, or would it
have to apply for a new permt?

A (Ms. WATT) [|I'mnot entirely sure. \Wat |
can say is if this permt were issued and appeal ed,
then SRP would -- or, | guess it would -- if the permt
were issued by the Pinal County Air Quality Control
District and then appealed, it would work its way
t hrough the appeals process in that -- under regul atory
guidelines for air permtting appeals.

MS. UST: Ckay. No further questions.
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CHWN. KATZ: Thank you.
Any redirect?
MR. ACKEN: Thank you, M. Chairman. Just a

f ew.

REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR ACKEN:

Q Ms. Pollio, you were asked your current
resi dence. Have you previously lived in Arizona?

A (MS. POLLIO Yes.

Q And where did you live in Arizona?

A (Ms. POLLIO | lived in Tenpe, Arizona,
close to Rural and Guadal upe.

Q And is that in close proximty to any
exi sting power plants?

A (M5. POLLIO Yes. It's about a mle from
Kyrene Cenerating Station.

Q And do you know whet her the Kyrene CGenerating
Station was expanded by SRP?

A (Ms. PCLLIO Yes, it was.

Q M. Petry, | want to go back to that |ine of
questions you got there at the end. Ms. Post -- |
think you had nore to say. M. Post didn't want you to
address it with the Commttee, but | would |Iike you to.
And this relates to Exhibit I, | believe, N2 or N3,
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that cl osest receptor |location. Do you recall that
line of inquiry?

A (MR PETRY) | do, yes.

Q What did you want to share with the
Conmmi ttee?

A (MR PETRY) What | wanted to share is that
the existing conditions at that |ocation are already
above that 55 A-wei ghted deci bel anount that was
descri bed previously. And, again, the project itself
woul d add to the noise environnent within that range of
.5 to 2.6 decibels, barely perceptible. And at that
| ocation in particular, that's where that 2.6 deci bel
i ncrease woul d be experienced. But | thought it
important to note that that |ocation is al ready above
t hat 55-deci bel anount.

Q And that cl osest receptor location, | believe
you testified that it was the agricultural, farm ng
property that's to the south, southeast of the project,
Is that correct?

A (MR PETRY) That is correct. And | could
remind the Conmttee, when we were on the site tour, we
had one of our stops slightly north of that | ocation,
and we | ooked south onto that | ocation, and you coul d
see sone of the residences there -- the residences
there, as well as a |lot of the farm ng i npl enents and
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affiliated farm ng structures that are part of that
resi denti al devel opnent as wel .

Q And what is the distance fromthat house to
t he new turbines associated with this project,
appr oxi matel y?

A (MR PETRY) | believe the distance fromthat
house to the new turbines is about a tenth of a mle.

Q And do you recall what the distance fromthe
houses on Kl eck Road within the conmunity of Randol ph
wll be to the new turbines?

A (MR PETRY) Fromthe new turbines, | don't
remenber that distance specifically. | do know that,
again, the turbines are |ocated on the far eastern side
of the project area and are nuch closer to those
agriculturally affiliated residents | described than
they are to the community of Randol ph.

Q So woul d you say that the residents al ong
Kl eck Road are equivalent to the cl osest receptor for
noi se i npact anal ysi s?

A (MR PETRY) The residences along Vail Road
woul d be the cl osest sensitive receptor, yes.

Q But ny question, |I'msorry, was on the Kl eck
Road residents, are they the cl osest receptor?

A (MR PETRY) No. No, they aren't.

Q Thank you.
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Ms. Watt, | want to follow up with you on the
question regardi ng whether the 70-ton-per-year PMLO
l[imt is the maximumlimt that SRP could have for this
project. Could you address that question again,
pl ease?

A (M. WATT) Yes. So SRP is requesting to
restrict em ssions to below that 70-ton threshold in
this permtting action. |If SRP were seeking to emt
beyond that 70-ton threshold, we would be required to
go -- undergo nonattai nnent new source review
permtting, just a permtting program and seek a
hi gher limt.

Q So you're not precluded -- you would not be
precl uded from seeking higher permt emssion limts
for PMLO?

A (M5. WATT) That's correct.

Q You were asked a question about permtt
revocation and the result of nonconpliance. Do you
recall that question?

A. (M5. WATT) Yes, | do.

Q Do you have any clarifications to that
response?

A (M5. WATT) Yes. So if this -- if SRP were
to continue to exceed permt |limts -- these limts,
it's possible that the Pinal County Air Quality Control
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District would revoke the permt; however, SRP woul d
cease operation in this instance if emssion limts
were to be exceeded.

Q And to your know edge, has SRP ever vi ol at ed
a permt so nuch and to the extent that a permtting
authority revoked the permt?

A (Ms. WATT) No, not in -- not in SRP' s
hi story, no.

Q Ms. Little raised a question regarding the
capacity factor and concern about the limtation on the
em ssion given the emssion limts. Can you discuss
that again? | think there's sone m sunder st andi ng
about what that one exanple is, and I'd |like you to see
if you can take another sw ng at expl aining that
exanple in the context of what SRP is requesting.

A (M5. WATT) Sure. So in its permt
application, and to illustrate the units' potential to
emt, the -- one exanple is given, and the exanple we
tal ked about nunerous tinmes, where the units start
tw ce per day, operate approximtely a thousand hours,
whi ch transl ates to about an 11 percent capacity
factor. But that's just one of nmany potenti al
operating scenarios in which these units coul d operate.

And so SRP i s requesting these em ssion
limts to allow these units to -- for SRP to use these
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units to neet its reliability needs, all while

mai ntai ni ng operational flexibility. So, for exanple,
if there were a | esser nunber of starts, it would all ow
for nore potential operating hours and a hi gher
capacity factor, but all while renai ning belowthe

em ssion limts prescribed in the air permt.

Q And | understand you're in permtting, not
operations, but do you have a sense from SRP' s
operational fol ks whether the em ssion limts that you
are pursuing in this permt application will be
sufficient to give SRP the operational flexibility it
needs to neet the needs and objectives of this project?

A (Ms. WATT) Yes, that's true.

Q Ms. Rickard, there was a question, | believe
it was directed to M. Petry, asking whether SRP
intentionally turned off the plants yesterday for the
plant tour. And he was not famliar, couldn't answer
t hat question. Can you address that?

A (M5. RICKARD) Yes. The answer is: No, we
did not.

Q Any idea why the plants weren't operating?

A (M5. RICKARD) It was a beautiful February
day. There was no need.

Q And it's your understanding -- again, you're
not in operations, but you' ve heard fromthe prior
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panelists that it's your understanding that's to be
expect ed?

A (MS. RICKARD) To be expected.

Q You were asked about -- from Ms. Post about a
witten engagenent plan. Wuldn't that be sonething
t hat you woul d consi der devel oping as part of the
conmmunity working group in consultation wth the
Randol ph community?

A (M5. RICKARD) Exactly. Precisely it is.
That is the purpose of a community worki ng group.

We did hear fromresidents through our
conversations that nyself and Ms. Hall ows and ot hers
have had. That is our prelimnary start to these
conversations and solutions for the comunity. W
woul d not want to be prescriptive in determ ning, here
is the witten plan. That is exactly the opposite of
how SRP operates. W're here to |listen, to engage,
constantly and organically grow what the support | ooks
like. This is a long-termrelationship we intend and
are commtted to have with the residents of Randol ph.

Q Thank you. And one final question for you
Ms. R ckard. There were questions directed to
M. Petry concerning the lighting at the facility. Do
you recall those questions?

A. (M5. RICKARD) | do.
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Q And M. Petry testified that the lighting
conplies wth Coolidge's dark sky ordi nance. Do you
recall that?

A (MS. RICKARD) Yes.

Q Not wi t hst andi ng conpliance with that dark sky
ordinance, is SRPwlling to neet with the comunity as
part of that community working group and eval uate
additional neasures to mtigate effects fromthe |ights
associated with the facility consistent with safety
consi derati ons?

A (M5. RICKARD) We absolutely are. To repeat,
yes, we would nmaintain safety and foll ow any
regul ati ons regardi ng that, but we absol utely have
flexibility to work with the residents of Randol ph,
agai n, through the community working group, for that
mtigation.

MR. ACKEN: Thank you. No further questions
for this panel.

CHWN. KATZ: Before we go on, | just had
one -- oh, go ahead, Ms. Hamnay. Yes, Menber Hamnay.

MEMBER HAMMAY: Ms. Rickard, you said that
Randol ph was on a nonprofit list, did | hear that
correctly, a list of nonprofits?

MS. RI CKARD: Pinal County United Way and
ot her organi zations are on that |ist, of which Randol ph
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residents are eligible to receive.

MEMBER HAMMY: Ckay. So since they don't
have any | egal structure, they're not an incorporated
anyt hi ng, how woul d they receive funds?

M5. RICKARD: So that's where SRP plans to
cone in and hel p bridge that gap of advising and
letting them know, here are funds that are avail abl e,
whet her it's through United Way fundi ng, through
Cool i dge schools, there's several out there, that we
want to help be that bridge and through that community
wor ki ng group identify what they may not necessarily be
awar e of.

MEMBER HAMMY: Ckay. And one ot her quick
question for M. Petry. What kind of assurances or
advant ages cone with being considered a significantly
hi stori cal designation?

MR. PETRY: So with sone of those historic
desi gnati ons you can get protections on what can and
can't be done within the comunity. It may protect
sonme of the identified historical architecture, sone of
the historic buildings that are identified through
survey, and can |limt what sorts of redevel opnent or
devel opnent can be done on those properties.

MEMBER HAMMY: Wbul d you see that woul d be
an advantage for thent
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MR. PETRY: | think that's depending on the
perspective of the individuals wthin the community of
Randol ph. From ny perspective, | think that woul d be
advant ageous to the preservati on of Randol ph's history,
absolutely. | can't speak for each community menber
there, nor can | speak for the conmmunity as a whol e.
But fromny perspective, | think that woul d be
advant ageous to the community, absolutely.

MEMBER HAMMY: |s there any known
| eadershi p? Like |I think we've tal ked about a guy who
consi ders hinself the mayor of Randol ph. Have we been
in contact wwth the perceived | eadershi p of Randol ph?

M5. RICKARD: W have. M. Hallows can al so
speak to that rel ationship.

M5. HALLOWS:  Yes, | can junp in. And that
was really one of the obstacles that we had when we
started our outreach, and we did get a list of people
who were assuned to be the | eadership. The gentl eman
that you're referencing who is the unofficial mayor, I
did attenpt to reach out to him but then through ot her
di scussions | earned that he was maybe dealing with a
private famly matter. So | never actually got to nake
contact with him unfortunately.

MEMBER HAMMY: All right. Thank you.

CHWN. KATZ: Any ot her questions?
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MEMBER LI TTLE: M. Chai r man.

CHW. KATZ: |Is that Menber Little?

MEMBER LI TTLE: Yes, it is.

CHW. KATZ: Go ahead, and then --

MEMBER LI TTLE: | have several questions that
are kind of consistent with sone that have been asked
already. But it's ny understanding that, for various
reasons, SRP does not have any kind of a firmor
bi ndi ng comm tnent to Randol ph. | have heard all of
t he good things that SRP is tal ki ng about doing in
wor ki ng with the Randol ph residents, but is there
anything in place that commts SRP to do that?

MS. HALLOWS: If | can just junp in. Again,
t hat was anot her obstacle, is trying to nake sure that
the things that we are commtting to do were things
that the comunity as a whol e wanted and needed. And
so by putting together the working group, it was a nore
formal way to get a pulse on the comunity and nake
sure that we weren't doing things that were not w dely
wanted, | guess | should say. So you're right, we had
to lay the groundwork and build those rel ati onshi ps
right now, but you're right, there isn't anything
formal at this nonent. You're right.

MEMBER LI TTLE: So the working group that you
refer to, is that in place? Are there nenbers
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currently?

M5. HALLOWS: No. | would assune nmany of the
menbers of the community that | have gotten the
pl easure to have relationships with over these |l ast six
nont hs woul d probably be interested. | definitely
think that they would be great nenbers. But no, there
are no solidified nenmbers of the group yet.

MS. RICKARD: But to speak to, if |I could
al so add, speak to SRP's history and proven success in
havi ng a wor ki ng group established, we have proven that
we know it works. W intend to follow that process
here too.

MEMBER LI TTLE: Thank you. And I'mgoing to
ask, we have seen the witten docunentation for the

formal coments that have been nade by residents of

Randol ph. ' m wondering -- you know, quite often
people will have opinions, but won't take the time to
send an e-mail or wite a commtnment -- or, an opinion.

During the gathering that you had, the
conmmunity gathering that you had, would those of you
who were present at that gathering tell ne whether or
not you heard sone -- any comments about peopl e sayi ng,
oh, yeah, when that generator plant starts up, | can
really hear it, or when it runs at night it bothers ne?
Anyt hi ng having to do with the noise levels with
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respect to the existing plant that you just heard in
ver bal comment ?

M5. RICKARD: | personally did not hear
that -- those types of comments. M conversations were
directly related to ideas of how we can help this
conmuni ty.

M5. HALLOAS: And | also did not hear
concerns about noise in those conversations.

CHW. KATZ: And that was Ms. Hall ows?

MS. HALLOWE: Yes. Sorry.

CHW. KATZ: Thank you.

MEMBER LI TTLE: And what about the |ights at
night, sim/lar question?

M5. RICKARD: | did not.

M5. HALLOWS: The first tinme | heard about a
| ight concern was in one of the witten comments that I
read to you today.

MEMBER LI TTLE: Thank you. That's all |

have.
Thank you, M. Chairnman.
MEMBER GENTLES: M. Chairman, this is Menber
Gent | es.
CHWN. KATZ: Yes, sir. |I'll let you go, and
then next will be John Riggins. But go ahead,
M. Gentl es.
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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MEMBER CGENTLES: Oh, ny apol ogi es.

CHWN. KATZ: No, go ahead. Go ahead. It's
fine.

MEMBER GENTLES: | just had a couple of brief
questions. In ternms of the unofficial |eadership in
the community, you said that you're having a difficult
time identifying them Have you had an opportunity to
speak with the Pima County NAACP who was there and gave
public testinony on the first night? They had at | east
two representatives there. Has SRP reached out and
spoken to them about the Randol ph community?

M5. HALLOAS: | have not.

M5. RICKARD: | have not.

MEMBER CGENTLES: GCkay. So in the public
outreach you're | ooking -- because there are no formal
structures, you have not really identified who would be
part of these working groups at this point other than
potentially the nenbers of the community? | think
that's what | heard you say.

MS. RICKARD: That's certainly where we're
starting. W are open to --

MEMBER GENTLES: Ckay. Ckay. Fantasti c.
Yeah. So in cases like this, when there aren't any
formal structures, there are organi zations that -- you
know, and | don't need to tell you guys this, you know
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this -- the advocacy groups that are there to support
and hel p, and that would be a natural starting point to
start form ng these groups. And, quite frankly, as you
really intensify your outreach relationships with
Randol ph to really understand what they need,

organi zations |li ke the Pima County NAACP and ot hers
woul d be nore than wlling to sit down and hel p you
identify those.

So that's all | had, M. Chairman.

M5. RI CKARD: Thank you. W're absolutely
open and plan to do that.

CHWN. KATZ: Thank you, Ms. Rickard.

And M. R ggins.

MEMBER RIGA NS: Thank you, M. Chairman.

M. Petry, yesterday during the tour when we
were on the -- and | don't renenber exactly what stop
it was, but it was on the eastern portion of the
exi sting generating station, and |I'd asked a questi on
about the groundwater wells that were | ocated just to
the north of where we were standing. Are those wells
going to be utilized for the recovery of the long-term
storage credits for the Central Arizona Project water?

MR. PETRY: Yes, those wells are wells that
are permtted for recovery of the long-term stored
wat er .
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MEMBER RIGA NS: So the stored water is going
to be recovered?

MR, PETRY: Yes.

MEMBER RI G4d NS: On site?

MR, PETRY: Yes.

MEMBER RIGA NS: Ckay. And then | had
anot her question for Ms. WAtt. M. Stafford had
briefly asked about a Health I npact Analysis, if any

such anal ysis was conducted, and | believe the answer

was no. My question is: |Is there any sort of simlar
-- I"'msorry -- any sort of simlar conprehensive
heal th i npact analysis, | guess, on par with what the

Aneri can Lung Associ ation had stated and conducted? |Is
there anything of that nature that is -- that is
simlar to what M. Stafford had been aski ng about ?

M5. WATT: | would just point to the anbi ent
air quality assessnent or the nodeling that was done in
support of this permtting project. That is what is
conducted through the permtting process. And the EPA
sets the National Anbient Air Quality Standards that
this assessnent is conpared agai nst, and those
standards are set to be protective of public health and
wel fare and t he environnment.

MEMBER RIGA NS: Ckay. Thank you.

CHWN. KATZ: Any other Conmmttee Menber?
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(No response.)

CHW. KATZ: There's one nmatter, then, that
|'"d like to run by all of you to figure out exactly
what we want to do with this. | just need to pull
t hi ngs back up.

Yesterday -- |I'mjust | ooking at ny phone
because | have an e-nmail. And we had a -- Tod Brewer,
t he paral egal who nakes all of this possible for us,
received a call froma D ane Brown, the executive
director of Arizona Public Interest Research G oup
Educati on Fund, and she was | ooking at the procedural
order and says we could have public coment begi nni ng
9: 00 every norning.

And | had Tod tell her that the only way that
we woul d have additional public coment, other than
Monday 5:30 session, was if we had way too many people
to cover in a reasonable anount of tine on that
occasion, and then we would invite further comments of
t hose peopl e who had responded on Monday.

And we did have only -- everybody that wanted
to present that was either online or in person
presented, include the representative fromthe Phoeni x
Cty Council. And we did have a call -- or, Tod had
contact from either Kevin Cavanaugh, the Pinal County
Supervi sor, or soneone on his staff indicating that he
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wanted to speak, but he ended up being too ill to do

t hat yesterday, but appeared here in person this

nor ni ng.

And because of that, Ms. Brown wote to Tod,
and 1'll read to you what she said. | have to find it
again. Just give ne a second. I'mjust trying to

| ocate the right communication from Tod.

Ckay. She says, "Tod, | realize that you are
t he go-between on this one and | appreci ate your hel p.
| did hear that Supervisor Cavanaugh was allowed to
provi de public comment this norning. | fail to
under st and why public conmment would be all owed for one
i ndi vi dual and not others. Mninmally, it seens another
opportunity would be allowed for those of us that have
al so asked to speak. Please" -- | can't read the next
word -- "if this will be arranged for either tonorrow
or Monday at 9:00 a.m"”

And | have m xed feelings, because she nade
no indication in witing or in person to speak on
Monday or Tuesday, and the first contact was yesterday.
We could all ow her to speak, but what | don't want to
do is open up the door to 10, 15, 20, 30, or 40 people

to every day request because they've heard now t hat

Ms. Brown has been allowed to testify -- not testify,
but to present a comment. | want to be fair, but I
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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don't know how it is she got interested in this whole
proj ect and why she didn't do what everyone el se --

| i ke about 60 ot her people who were online and a nunber
of like 30 or 40 who were here.

And ny nunbers nmay be inexact, but | just
wanted the input fromthe Commttee first in terns of
whet her you think we should allow her to present
sonething tonorrow norning. | don't think it wll open
up the fl oodgates, but ny general viewis that people
ought to appear when we set the tine. And if there's
an overflow, we'll then schedule nore tinme, either
nmor ni ng or afternoon, on other days.

M. Riggins, did you have a coment ?

MEMBER RIGA NS: Thank you, M. Chairman. |
was just going to say, | think in the past, nbre on an
informal basis, at the start of each day's proceedi ngs
we' ve all owed, if anybody had showed up in person, to
provide a comment. | think that's -- it was nbre on
just an informal basis, not really overflow fromthe
first day's public coment.

MEMBER HAMMY: Yeah, |'m of the opinion
anybody who wants to speak should be able to speak.

MEMBER RIGE NS: | second that.

CHWN. KATZ: Any other comments?

MEMBER LI TTLE: This is Ms. Little. Il amin
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agreenent with that. | don't think that we should

al | ow peopl e who have al ready spoken to speak again,
but anybody who hasn't spoken, particularly in a case
such as this where it is a difficult case, | think
peopl e shoul d be allowed to speak.

CHWN. KATZ: Any comments from counsel ?

MR. ACKEN:. M. Chairman, | do think that
it's consistent wwth the past practice of the Commttee
as set forth here today.

I would note that Ms. Brown is very famliar
with this project and the process and has al ready
submtted witten comments, and so -- and several folks
have done that. So |I would just ask that it not be
duplicative of the witten conments that she already
submtted in the docket.

CHW. KATZ: Any comment from any of our
ot her attorneys? Go ahead, Ms. Post.

M5. POST: | would sinply say that this is an
issue that wll affect all of Arizonians for the next
30 or 40 years, and | think they should be allowed to
voi ce their opinion, even though it m ght take sone
time today. But it is 30, 40 years, so | think we
should listen to them

MEMBER GRI NNELL: M. Chairnman.

CHW. KATZ: Yes, M. Ginnell.
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MEMBER GRI NNELL: You know, |'ve been
listening to this discussion versus watching it. It's
sort of listening to the radio versus watching TV,
whet her sports or whatever. And havi ng one person cone
back -- but are we setting a precedent to begin to open
the fl oodgates for people, at the last mnute, to
deci de they want to submt another verbal coment in
addition to a witten comment outside of the tine set
asi de? That's nunber one.

But | want to get a little clarity on this
fromSRP, if | may. | realize that there's sone
cultural i1issues that were being brought up forward, but
IS your process in dealing with neighbors, whether
they're economcally stressed or not, any different in
t he process that you take in trying to conmunicate wth
nei ghbor s?

MR ACKEN. | think I would --

CHW. KATZ: Go ahead.

MR. ACKEN: -- Menber Ginnell, nmaybe direct
that to Ms. Rickard. M. R ckard -- | wll note that,
as we nentioned earlier and you heard the testinony of
Ms. Pollio, we did provide supplenental testinmony in
this case. So to that extent it's different. But I
thi nk your question is asking is -- is a different
question, and | think Ms. Rickard is the right person
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to answer it.

M5. RICKARD: | think you're asking would our
approach be different depending on the economc
background of the neighborhood. Did | understand that
correctly?

MEMBER GRI NNELL: Well, in this particular
case, we're dealing with a cultural sensitivity of the
nei ghbor hood, but they're also economcally stressed.
But is your process of addressing nei ghbors, regardl ess
of finances or cultural status, any different when
reachi ng out?

MS. RI CKARD: So our approach is to be
consi stent in how we engage wth neighbors, and that is
either in our service territory or in areas where we
have a presence such as this. W are consistent. It
remai ns the sane.

MEMBER GRI NNELL: Thank you.

And to the lady that just brought up the
i ssue, forgive ne, | don't have your placard in front
of me, you brought up the issue -- howis this going to
af fect decisions for the next 30 or 40 years? Can you
el aborate a little bit on that? I'ma little bit
confused why you nade that statenent.

CHWN. KATZ: That was a comment by Attorney
Di ane Post. Maybe she can comment.
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MEMBER GRI NNELL: Ms. Post, |'msorry, |
forgot your nane. Forgive ne.

M5. POST: Because of the inpact on clinate
change and the differences that it will make in the
heal th standards, in the health of the i medi ate
community, these are factors that wll last for a | ong
time, not just be over in a short tine. So that's why
| ' msaying, this decision wll have ramfications for
their health and lives for the rest of their lives and
their children's lives and their grandchildren's |ives,
and it will have ramfications for all of Arizona in
the issue of climte change.

MEMBER GRI NNELL: Ckay. Thank you.

CHWN. KATZ: Thank you.

Anyway, back to the subject matter we were
dealing with, which is to allow this coment. And |I am
all in favor of being open, but -- and | probably wll
end up allowng her to appear. | just do not |ike the
fact that she's been well aware of this, communi cated
wth the Commttee in witing, and should have been
aware of comments on the tine franme that were outlined
in the procedural order, but she figured that she could
conme in at any tine.

So | don't want to start setting a precedent
where we end up getting 15, 20, or 30, or even 5 or 10
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people comng in at the last mnute that coul d have
appeared initially. But anyway, | wll --

Go ahead, M. Rich.

MR RICH M. Chairman, just a brief comment
on that. And ny recent history with this Commttee has
been not as intense as ny past history with the
Conmmttee in the early 2000s, in 2010 to '15, in that
range, and it was, | think, sort of in line wth what
Conmmi ttee Menber Riggins reflected. It was standard
practice that every norning, if soneone showed up, they
were allowed to give public comment, but there would be
a focused public comment event or nore than one event
if it was a particularly controversi al case.

And so | think -- | don't know Ms. Brown's
experience with the Conm ttee personally, but she may
have just assuned that that's -- it would continue to
be the way that it had been. So I endorse all ow ng
anyone who cones up to be able to speak.

CHWN. KATZ: Wll, et ne just -- before we
keep going around in circles, is there anybody t hat

opposes allowing her to cone in at 9:00 tonorrow

nor ni ng?
MEMBER GRI NNELL: M. Chai r man.
CHW. KATZ: Yes, sir.
MEMBER GRI NNELL: If we do this, and then
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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sonebody el se cones in and wants to do this on Monday,

t hen Tuesday and Wednesday, is that going to open the
fl oodgates or are we going to say this is the | ast
chance? | don't want to drag this out, and especially
si nce people have already commented in witing and then
cone right back and want to talk about it. | nean, we
could be here for a nonth if we go on this process.

CHWN. KATZ: Well, | mght get her on the
phone in the norning, or online, and basically ask her
questions as to, she was well aware of the process, has
submtted witten coments, why didn't she appear on
Monday or advise us that she had sone kind of conflict
and request additional tine. |[|'ll probably ask her
t hat .

But I"'minclined to allowit, and | hope it
doesn't open the floodgates. And if it ends up opening
the floodgates in this proceeding, | think we m ght
tailor the procedural order a little bit to indicate
that we will only allow additional coments if there's
sone reason why they weren't able to appear at the
initial time frane or we were unable to acconmobdat e

t hem because of the volunme of people that had asked to

testify.
MEMBER HAMMY: M. Chai rman.
CHWN. KATZ: Yes.
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MEMBER HAMMY: | think if it opens the
fl oodgates, that's a good thing, because that brings
nore people, they're getting nore involved. And it's
been ny experience, serving in a municipal capacity for
a nunber of years, that these projects do open and nake
nor e peopl e awar e.

Now, if they've already submtted witten and
t hey' ve al ready spoken, I'mnot sure | would allowit,
but certainly I'"'mnot afraid of the floodgates opening
up. And | think if that causes us to take nore tine,
then that's what happens. And I'mall in favor of
| etti ng new people conme forward and speak their piece.

CHW. KATZ: That's fine. W'IIl resolve what
we do in the future at another date. | wll allow Tod
to let her know that she needs to be on the Zoom i nk
by 9:00 tonmorrow norning, and she will then be all owed
to comment either at 9:00 or shortly thereafter.

Do we want to keep going with Ms. Post's
w tness for 15 or 20 mnutes or do we want to take a
break until about 1:00 or 1:15?

M5. POST: |'ve concl uded.

CHWN. KATZ: | indicated -- do you have
anything further that you're going to present,

M. Acken?
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BY MR ACKEN:

Q The ti m ng may have passed, but | had one
followup on Ms. Little's -- Menber Little's question.
She had asked about whether there had been sonet hing
formal submitted to the community of Randol ph, and I
don't think we answered it. So |I'm going to ask
Ms. Rickard and Ms. Hallows to address whether a fornma
proposal had been nmade to the Randol ph community.

A (M5. RICKARD) So ny understanding is that
there was a witten condition. It's certainly not, as
| mentioned before, the solution -- the end-all
solution. But there were several itens listed that we
woul d be ready to conduct now, and I'll repeat them
again. Assist the community w th obtaining the
desi gnation of a historic neighborhood, installing
vi sual screening neasures between the community and the
Cool i dge Expansi on Product, providing the periodic tree
trimm ng service for common areas and al | eyways,
identifying a schedul e of cleanup days, and arrangi ng
and payi ng for dunpster dropoff and pickup -- again,
these are all what we heard directly fromresidents --
and ordering and installing "no dunping” signs to pl ace
in enpty lots.

Q And why haven't you noved forward with that?

A (M5. RICKARD) M/ understanding is these were
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deened unacceptabl e at this point.

Q And Ms. Hall ows, do you know whet her you were
di scouraged or prohibited from speaking further with
Randol ph i nt ervenors?

A (M5. HALLOAS) Yes. | was asked by one
specifically to not reach out any |longer, and then it
was t he understanding to not reach out to the
i ntervenors during this process.

Q And that was at the request of counsel for
Randol ph, correct?

A (M5. HALLOAS) | believe so, yes.

MR. ACKEN. Gkay. Thank you.

MEMBER LI TTLE: May | ask -- this is Menber
Little.

CHWN. KATZ: Yes.

MEMBER LI TTLE: You say that those conditions
wer e consi dered to be unacceptabl e. Unacceptabl e by
whont?

MS. RICKARD: | believe | egal representation
of the residents.

MEMBER LI TTLE: Thank you.

CHWN. KATZ: And, again, we'll get into
di scussions later. But when we do review the CEC, and
| ' m not projecting whether it will be granted or
deni ed, but for those of you who aren't famliar wth
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the process, we usually go through the terns before we
vote on whether or not a CEC wll be issued. |If one
were to be issued, we want to get the terns and
conditions laid out and approved just in the event it
should pass. And if it doesn't, it doesn't. So we may
want to consider sone of those conditions that you just
di scussed as sonething to include in the CEC. |'m not
saying we will. | have to hear fromthe attorneys for
all parties before we would consi der doing any of that.

So you did talk to ne, Ms. Post, in advance
of this hearing indicating that you had sone w t nesses
available if we finished before lunch, but | don't know
if it makes sense to start now W'l maybe break now,
it's noon, pick back up at about 1:00 or a few m nutes
past. Anything further we need to di scuss before then?

(No response.)

CHWN. KATZ: | thank everybody for your
pati ence and your consideration, and we wll resune at
1: 00.

(Of the record from12:00 to 1: 08 p.m)

CHW. KATZ: | think we're ready to call our
next witness. And |I'd ask Ms. Post to perhaps
i ntroduce us to the wonan that will be joining us
shortly.

M5. POST: Yes. CQur first wtness in our

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



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

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

LS CASE NO. 197 VOLUME | V 02/ 10/ 2022 735

direct case for Randol ph residents is Sara Elizabeth
Gineski, she's a professor at the University of U ah,
and she will explain what she's going to tal k about
regardi ng her environnmental and sustainability studies
program

And | would like first to ask to admt her
exhi bits, which are 18, 19, and 20.

MR. ACKEN: Consistent with nmy objection when
M. Rich sought to admt exhibits before they were
actually discussed, | think it's prenmature to admt
exhibits until the -- and | think the process that
Chairman Katz said is that we're going to wait unti
the evidentiary proceeding is concluded, or else |
woul d have noved m ne al r eady.

CHWN. KATZ: Wll, we can do -- what we'll do

is you can use any of your exhibits. |If there's any
obj ecti on because they're way out of line, we'll hear
fromthe other |awers. And then we will |ikely admt

al nost everything that is used or discussed with a
W tness at the end of the proceedi ngs.

M5. PCOST: Chairman Katz, | thought you said
we shoul d nove them at the end of each w tness.

CHW. KATZ: | said you could do that.

MS. POST: Oh, okay.

CHW. KATZ: You can do that.
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I would al so ask, how does this w tness spell
the last nane? |If you could tell us, please.

M5. POST: GRI-NES-K-1I.

CHW. KATZ: Gineski.

And do you prefer an oath or an affirmation?

Your | awer probably told ne, but | amold and senil e,
sol wll ask you which you would prefer.

M5. GRINESKI: 1"l do the affirmation.

CHWN. KATZ: Sure. |'d just ask you to raise

your right hand, if you woul d.

(Sara Eli zabeth Grineski was duly affirned by
t he Chairman.)

CHWN. KATZ: Thank you very much. And you

may begin questioning this w tness.

SARA ELI ZABETH GRI NESKI ,
call ed as witnesses on behalf of the Randol ph
Resi dents, having been previously affirnmed by the
Chairman to speak the truth and nothing but the truth,

was exam ned and testified as foll ows:

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY Ms. POST:
Q Pl ease state your nane and busi ness address.
A My nane is Sara Elizabeth Gi neski, and ny
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busi ness address is 380 1500 East, Salt Lake City, U ah
84112.

Q Can you give us a summary of your education
and experience?

A | amcurrently a professor of sociol ogy and
environnental and sustainability studies at the
Uni versity of Utah. | have a Ph.D. in sociology wth
an enphasi s i n geography.

Q And what's been your experience up to this
dat e?

A Yes. | have conducted environnental justice
and environnental health research since | becane a
graduat e student back in 2003 -- in 2001. Excuse ne.
And so |'ve been conducting research in these areas
si nce then.

Q Did you ever do any studies in Arizona?

A Yes. | went to graduate school at Arizona
State University. And so | began ny research career
working in Arizona, and then after that went to the
Uni versity of Texas at El Paso, | did sone work there,
and now |'m here in U ah.

Q And have you ever received any grants for
your research and work?

A Yes. M/ research is supported currently by
t he National Science Foundation and the Nati onal
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I nstitutes of Environnental Health Sciences, | have
active grants fromboth of those federal agencies
currently, and in the past |I've had previous N H and
NSF grants as well.

Q Wiat is the purpose of your testinony?

A I have expertise in environnental justice and
heal th disparities, focusing on community of color --
communities of color and also in relation to
particulate matter. So |I'mgoing to tal k about
di sproportionate health effects of pollutants,
specifically those emtted by natural gas generating
facilities, and how t hose affect black Anericans, as
well as the specifics of the predicted poll utant
em ssions here wwthin the CEC application and their
heal t h.

Q And that's what | want to turn to. Wat key
pollutants fromthe natural gas generation are
applicable in this particul ar case?

A Yes. And in this case, the application
corresponds with the published literature. Key
pol lutants that result fromnatural gas electricity
generation are nitrogen oxides, or NOx, which includes
ni trogen di oxi de, comonly knowns as NO2, as well as
nitrous oxide, or NO and then particulate matter, both
PM2. 5, which is fine particul ates, and PMLO, which is
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course particulates. And when we |look into the
literature on natural gas generating facilities, those
are the pollutants that tend to be released. And then
when we | ook here to the application, we see in Table 7
that again those are the pollutants of focus, NO2,
PM2. 5, and PMLO.

And when | | ook at Table 7 of the
application, titled NAAQS Analysis Results, it |ays
out, you know, how rmuch they think the facility wll
produce if it expands, what's the background
concentrations of the current em ssions fromthis
facility, as well as a welding facility nearby, and
t hen we conbine the total concentration --

CHWN. KATZ: Hold on. | just don't know if
we can adjust the volune a little bit and al so ask the
W tness to maybe sl ow down just a tad because our court
reporter needs to get everything down. But we're going
to try to adjust your vol une.

You can go ahead.

MR. ACKEN:. Can we get a clarification on
Table 7 to which application? Because |'m not
f ol | ow ng.

M5. GRINESKI: Yes. Let nme just pull it up
so |l tell you the right thing here. The application
for a Certificate of Environnental Conpatibility,
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Cool i dge Expansion Project. | have a 386-page PDF. 1Is
t hat hel pful ?

V5. POST: It's your SRP Exhibit 1,
basi cal | y.

MR ACKEN. Wwell --

CHWN. KATZ: Are we talking about the SRP
application for CEC 197? Professor, is that correct?

M5. GRINESKI: No, | just -- | have the
docunent open here, so | can just -- I'mlooking for if
it has a nunber.

M5. POST: It's on the first page.

M5. GRINESKI: GCkay. |I'mlooking at the
title. In the upper corner there's a -- there's a bar
code, and then below that there's an
L- 00000B- 21- 0393- 00197.

THE COURT REPORTER: Can we ask her to sl ow
down and then naybe get closer to the m crophone.

CHWN. KATZ: Yeah. | just need you,

Prof essor, to sl ow down.

M5. POST: Sl ow down.

CHWN. KATZ: Just relax and pretend we're
havi ng a ni ce casual conversati on.

M5. GRINESKI: |'mjust not sure which
nunber you're | ooking for, | guess.

M5. POST: That was the nunber for this
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application that you just gave, that you said was bel ow
the bar code. That is the nunber for this application.

M5. GRINESKI: Right. So the nunber directly
bel ow t he bar code is 0000205474.

M5. POST: Dash.

MEMBER DRAGO. Excuse ne. Can we get a page
nunber? | think that m ght help.

MS. POST: Table 7. What page nunber is that
Tabl e 7 on?

MEMBER HAMMY: \What exhibit is Table 7 in?

CHWN. KATZ: W can probably pull it up. |Is
it in Exhibit 1?

MR ACKEN: | can't find it, so...

MEMBER HAMMY: There's no Exhibit 1.

MEMBER LI TTLE: This is Toby Little. | think
she nay be on Page 9 of Exhibit 1, Table 7, NAAQS
Anal ysis Results. |Is that the right one?

MS. POST: Elizabeth, is that the right one?

M5. GRINESKI: | got nuted there
accidentally. Yeah, I"'mtrying to -- | just pasted it
into ny owmn notes, so I'mtrying to correspond with the
big PDF. But yes, that's the nane of the table.

MEMBER LI TTLE: Ckay. It's on Page 9 of
Exhi bit B of the actual CEC application. |'mnot sure
what PDF page it is.
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MS. GRINESKI: Thank you.

CHW. KATZ: And | don't know if we want to
pull it up on one of our screens. The ninth page is --
application for Certificate of Environmental
Conpatibility, is that what we're looking at? It's
Page 9 of Exhibit --

M5. POST: Yeah.

MR. ACKEN:. The first Page 9 of Exhibit B.

CHWN. KATZ: Yes.

M5. POST: GCkay. Are we all on the sane page
now? W've got the Table 77

M5. GRINESKI: Al right. So --

M5, POST: Wait. Wait. Wait. Wit.

So can we go ahead?

CHWN. KATZ: W can go ahead. | just didn't
know if we could pull up the exhibit on one of the
screens.

BY M5, POST:

Q Ckay. Elizabeth, go ahead.

A So the table is a really inportant piece of
information since it lays out for us these pollutants
of concern, what the nodeling shows in terns of how
t hose em ssions would increase, that's the nodel ed
concentration columm, then the background concentration
colum, which is the current | evel of those em ssions
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in the area, and then the total if we were to add the
expansion with the current, it gives us the total.

And then it also gives us the standard, which
is the United States National Air Quality Standard.
And | noticed that the annual standard for PMLO and the
annual standard for PM2.5 are actually transposed,
because 100 is the PMLO annual standard, not the PM2.5
annual standard. So | can |ook at the table and I'm

going to assune the rest of the nunbers are correct,

but I"m not a hundred percent sure because those two
are reversed. And | can tell, since |I know what those
are. But | -- so |l guess | just wanted to point that

out, because I'mgoing to be tal king about these
nunbers.

| also noticed that it lists the 1-hour
NC2 standard as 188, and ny review of the EPA web page
lists that standard as 100. They say, on January 22nd,
2010, EPA strengthened the heal t h-based Nati onal
Ambient Air Quality Standard, or NAAQS, for NO2. EPA
set a 1-hour NO2 standard at a |l evel of a hundred parts
per billion.

Q Hang on.

CHW. KATZ: Hold on. | think that if we're
trying to pull up the table, I"'mlooking at it on Page
-- It says, "Em ssions, technical nenorandum™ Just
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bear with us for a m nute.

M. POST: Ckay. | believe the chart is up
on the screen now.

CHWN. KATZ: kay.

M5. GRINESKI: Can | see it, just to nmke
sure |I'mtal king about the sane thing that you see?

Yes, that's what |I'mtal ki ng about, |
believe. Gay. Geat.

CHWN. KATZ: Just wanted to make sure we were
all on the sane page so nobody gets confused.

M5. GRINESKI: No, we don't want to be
tal ki ng past each other for sure.

So I don't know -- when | | ook at the EPA
standard it says a hundred, not 188 there, for the
1- hour NCO2.
BY Ms. POST:

Q So if these nunbers that you said are
transposed, and if this EPA nunber is, in fact, a
hundred, that would change a |lot of other things in the
chart, would it not?

A Yes, because it shows that for NO2 the tota
concentration that they are predicting would be 130,
whi ch woul d be exceedi ng the NAAQS locally of a
hundr ed.

Q SRP personnel have testified that these
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| evel s are in accordance with national guidelines. |Is
t hat accurate?

A | don't know if things are transposed and the
table just has errors in it, but based on ny know edge
of the NO2 1-hour NAAQS, it is a hundred, and it says
here 188.

Q Ckay. On to the next question. SRP
personnel have testified that these |evels that they

have testified to in the hearing are in accordance with

nati onal guidelines. |Is that accurate?
A 12 is the national -- the NAAQS for PM2.5 for
the annual standard. It's listed here under PMLO, but

12 is the correct standard for PM2.5, not for PMLO. So
12 is the correct nunber, but it's in the wong row.
Am | answering the question?

Q Are these guidelines -- are these nunbers in
accordance with the WHO guidelines for air quality, for
pol | utants?

A. No. No. The NAAQS, which is what we cal
the U S. standards, are not -- they're at different
| evel s than the Wrld Health Organi zation. And the
Wrld Health Organi zation recently revised their
guidelines in 2021. Their previous guidelines were
from 2005. And they took into account, you know, the
several -- | guess nearly two decades of research on
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the health effects of air pollution and they updated
their standards to be in line with recent research

So, for exanple, the Wirld Health
Organi zati on new 2021 air quality guideline for annual
PM2.5 is 5 mcrograns per cubic neter, whereas the
NAAQS are 12 mcrograns per cubic neter. And we can

see in the table that the total for PM.5 is 8.97, so

that --
MEMBER DRAGO M. Chairman.
CHWN. KATZ: Yes. Hold on just a second.
MEMBER DRAGO. She's going way too fast.
MS. POST: Gkay. Slow down, please. Slow
down nore.

M5. GRINESKI: Ckay. I1'll slow down nore.

CHWN. KATZ: W have plenty of tine, so just
relax and tal k at a nornmal conversational |evel.

M5. GRINESKI: This is ny nornmal pace, but |
W ll nost definitely slow down. |'msorry.

CHWN. KATZ: 1t's okay.

M5. GRINESKI: So the World Health -- should

| repeat what | just said?
BY MS. POST:
Q No, | don't think so. But you were saying

the Wrld Health is 5, the NAAQS is 12, and this
panel -- or, this chart is 8, correct?
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A 8. 97.

And for PMLO the annual standard fromthe
Wrld Health Organi zation's Air Quality Quidelines is
15, and Table 7 shows us the total being 19.2. So the
expansi on would put the area above the Wrld Health
Organi zation Air Quality Cuidelines which were just
rel eased in 2021.

It appears fromthe background col um t hat
the Wirld Health Organi zati on PM2.5 standard already is
exceeded, the 7.19 versus the standard of 5. So the
expansi on would |l ead further -- to further exceedances
of the World Health Organization Air Quality
Cui del i nes.

Now, the U S. is governed by the NAAQGS,
right, but the World Health Organi zation is anot her set
of guidelines, and they have recently rel eased t hese
new val ues which are in direct response to energing
information fromthe academc literature.

Q Thank you. What health ail nents are
associated with these pollutants and how are Afri can
Aneri cans affected by these health ail nents?

A So | think COVI D-19 has exposed sone of this
in very stark formin recent -- in the last tw years,
but there's a host of evidence that show that bl ack
Anericans suffer disproportionately froma host of
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health conditions. And nany of these health conditions
are connected to environnental sources of air
pol | ution, including those associ ated with natural
gas-fired power plants.

So in terns of a few specific exanples, we
can certainly think about asthma. For a lot of us, if
we t hink about air pollution and health, we think about
asthma. And certainly there has been evidence
accumul ati ng for decades that nitrogen dioxide and fine
particul ate matter can cause exacerbations of
preexisting asthma. |It's very well established. And
the literature is energing that suggests that these air
pol lutants may contri bute to new onset asthna, which
woul d be the devel opnent of asthna at a specific point
intime. So the pollutants can trigger asthma attacks
in persons who already have asthma, that's very well
establ i shed, and then there's energi ng evi dence t hat
t hese pol lutants may cause soneone to devel op ast hma.
From a nechani stic perspective, the air pollutants
cause injury to the airways, lead to inflamation, a
renodel i ng of the airways, and increased sensitization
in future exposures.

Q Doesn't asthma af fect everyone?
A Ast hma affects -- | nean, certainly any
person coul d devel op asthma. African Anericans are
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di sproportionately affected by asthnma. The nbst recent
statistics fromthe Centers for D sease Control report
t hat nonhi spanic African Anericans were 40 percent nore
likely to have asthma than nonhi spanic white Anericans.
I n 2019, which is the nost recent data avail abl e,

nonhi spani ¢ bl ack Anmericans were three tines nore
likely to die fromasthna than the nonhi spanic white
popul ati on. And nonhi spani ¢ bl ack children, for
exanple, are five tines nore likely to be admtted to

t he hospital for asthnma.

Q Sl ow down agai n.
MEMBER GRI NNELL: No, |'mjust -- actually,
I'"mlistening to a very boring -- I'mon a statew de

Commttee and sone of this stuff is just arduous. But
anyway, go ahead.
BY Ms. POST:
Q Is air pollution linked to any other health
I ssues?
MEMBER CGENTLES: Per haps soneone can put
M. Ginnell on nmute, please. Can the control put
M. Ginnell on nute?
CHW. KATZ: Again, M. Ginnell, let's

allow this testinony to go forward. Everybody on

the Commttee wll have a chance to question this
W t ness.
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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BY M5. POST:

Q Ckay. Back to ny next question. Is air
pollution linked to any other health issues?

A Yes. It has also been |linked to the
preval ence of heart disease. And there's evidence in
the environnental epidem ological literature that
exposure to particulate matter, as well as NO2, which
are key pollutants of concern in this case, are |inked
to heart disease and cardi ovascul ar di sease, increased
nortality fromthose things, and it's well established
as well as that African Anerican have hi gher rates of
heart di sease than white Aneri cans.

We al so see simlar patterns with birth
risks, pretermbirth, lower birth weight being
associated with fine particulates, or PM.5, as well as
ni trogen di oxide, and then the association with those
t hings al so being nore common in an African American
popul ati on.

W see simlar patterns with respect to
COVID. There is energing literature that COVID, both
in terms of the |ikelihood that one m ght becone
infected, as well as the severeness, is affected by
exposure to air pollutants, including PM2.5 and NQO2.

And | think nost of us are aware, COVI D 19
has reveal ed very stark health disparities in the
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United States, with African Ameri cans especially being
di sproportionately affected by COVID 19. In New York
Cty, for exanple, during that period in 2020 when they
were hardest hit place in the United States, the
age-adj usted COVID death rates were two tines that of
whites for African Anericans. So it was 220 per
hundred t housand for African Anericans and 110 per
hundred t housand for whites.

So the point of this is to illustrate that
there are rel ati onshi ps between air pollution and
heal t h out cones, and that these health outcones
di sproportionately affect mnority comunities and
African Americans in particular. And while it's not a
sinple relationship, this is very conplicated in terns
of how these things are related, they' re certainly
linked. And so if we think about increasing pollution,
we are going to have these disproportionate health
ef f ects.

And the other thing | would |ike to say
regarding this question is that, with respect to
nortality as well, since, you know, these air
pol l utants are also associated with nortality, with
excess nortality, is that -- so neta-anal yses of the
literature -- so when researches anal yze ot her
researchers' studies, they're finding that exposures
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to, for exanmple, PM2.5 bel ow the NAAQS, right, so at
| evel s that are bel ow t hose standards, they see the
sane effect on the relative risk of nortality or
possi bly a |l arger effect, suggesting that these
pol l utants are quite dangerous even at |ow | evel s of
exposure or if we see a small increase in exposure. So
it's not as if you have to be exposed to the nost of
these pollutants to have a health effect. The health
effects are present at |ow |l evels, and even at |evels
bel ow t he NAAQS, which is why the Wrld Heal th

Organi zati on dropped their standards.

Q Does stress have any inpact on the health
i npact or the health rel ati onshi p?

A Yes. And as we think about research that's
trying to dig into rel ationshi ps between environnent al
exposures and then these health disparities, stress is
a key nechani smthat researchers are | ooking at and
finding inportant things. So one of the things to note
iIs that stress can actually increase your
susceptibility to the sane dose of a poll utant
exposur e.

So, for exanple, if you're stressed out, the
same anount of PM2.5 can cause a greater health effect
than if you're not stressed out. And stress increases
susceptibility because we tend to absorb the toxins at
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a greater rate when we're breathing nore quickly and
sweating and |li ke feeling those physical nanifestations
of stress. Stress also conprom ses our i nmmune system
right. Stress can cause us to becone sick, which nakes
our bodies |less able to cope with environnental toxins
and air pollution. So the stress can actually make the
pol | ut ant exposure nore danmagi ng.

And we know that noi se pollution can cause
stress, light pollution can cause stress, |iving under
econom ¢ stress, right, having a hard time maki ng ends
nmeet can cause stress, experiencing racismcan cause
stress. And so stress is sort of a key player in this
equati on.

Q You' ve nentioned that there are many conpl ex
factors. Do we |look at just one factor or nust we | ook
at the cumul ati ve factors?

A Wll, if we want to understand health
disparities, then we have to |l ook at a variety of
factors, you know, access to health care, soci oeconom c
resour ces, indoor environnental conditions, outdoor
envi ronnental conditions like air pollution. So to
really understand the health of a population in a
holistic way, we need to consider all of these factors.

Q How does stress or does stress particularly
affect African Anericans?
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A Yes. There's certainly literature on the
stress experienced by African Americans. These direct
effects of stress, you know, they could be due to
di scrimnation, racism social exclusion, financial
struggles. Living in disadvantaged nei ghbor hoods or
conmuni ties can cause stress. And so we all experience
stress, but African Anericans experience
di sproportionate stress due to sone of the chall enges
of a black identity in the United States at this tinme.

Q Is there anything | have not asked you that
you would like to add to your testinony?

A No. Thank you.

Q Coul d you pl ease sunmari ze your concl usions
and recommendati ons?

A Yes. | recommend that the expansion not be
granted due to concerns about the increase in air
pollution in an al ready exposed and vul nerabl e
community. W know fromthe literature at the
national, as well as, you know, regional and | ocal
studi es, that black Anericans suffer disproportionately
fromhealth conditions that are associated with the air
pol | utants generated by natural gas-fired power plants.
Wiile they're not the only cause of the health
disparities, they are a preventabl e source of increased
health ri sk.
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Q Are you sponsoring any exhibits?

A I think -- | have included ny CV as an
exhibit, as well as a couple acadenic articles that are
connected to ny testinony.

M5. POST: Those would be 18, 19, and 20, and
| would just nobve again for their adm ssion either now
or when you decide to do it.

MEMBER LI TTLE: May | ask a clarifying
questi on?

CHW. KATZ: |Is that Ms. Little?

MEMBER LI TTLE: Yes, it is.

CHWN. KATZ: Yes, you nay.

MEMBER LI TTLE: Could you just give us the
nunbers -- | was trying to wite them down, and | got
confused -- the standards, the U S. standard and the
Worl d Heal th Organi zati on standard, for Table 7? Just
maybe give me the columms so | can wite them down.

M5. GRINESKI: So the -- let's see. \Were
woul d it be easiest to start? |In the third row where
it says a hundred under the -- one, two three, four --
under the sixth colum, the third row, it says 100.
That's actually the PMLO annual standard, not the PM2.5
annual standard. And then two cells down there's the
12. That's the PM2.5 annual standard, and it's |isted
under the PMLO secti on.
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MEMBER LI TTLE: Ckay. And it was your
understanding that the 188 for NO2 shoul d be 100,
correct?

M5. GRINESKI: Yes.

MEMBER LI TTLE: And how about the World
Heal t h Organi zati on standards?

M5. GRINESKI: Yes. The Wirld Health
Organi zation 2021 Air Quality Cuideline for the annual
PM2.5 is 5 and the annual PMLO standard for the Wrld
Heal th Organi zation is 15. And those nunbers aren't in
the table since they aren't the U S
regul atory standards. Those were just in ny testinony.

MEMBER LI TTLE: Thank you.

M5. POST: Pass the witness for cross.

CHWN. KATZ: Again, | will have you review
all the exhibits. | will likely admt 18, 19, and 20
fromthe Randol ph community.

MR. ACKEN: Thank you, M. Chairnman.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY MR ACKEN:
Q And good afternoon, Professor. 1Is it
Gineski? Am| pronouncing that correctly?
A Gi neski .
Q Gineski. I'msorry. |'mBert Acken,
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counsel for Salt R ver Project. Can you hear ne okay?
A | can, yes. Thank you.
Q I want to |look at Table 7. And you did

identify an error in the table, but let's see if we can
clarify that error. Wuld you agree that the NOx
1- hour standard is 188 m crograns per cubic neter --
or, the NO2? Excuse ne.

A Yeah, what | saw in the EPA page was that it
was a hundred parts per billion.

Q I ' m aski ng you about the 1-hour standard.
' mgoing to ask you about the annual standard next.

A R ght. And you're tal king about for NO2
specifically?

Q Correct. W're going to go one by one. So
NC2, the 1-hour standard and t he annual st andard.

A Yeah, the NO2 -- the only thing in the table
is the 1-hour standard, and it's |listed as 188
m crograms per cubic neter. And what | see at the EPA
is that it's a hundred parts per billion.

Q No. |'mnot asking ny question very well,
apparently. Are you famliar with what the NO2
1- hour standard is?

CHW. KATZ: |Is anybody talking in the

background? | don't know why we're getting that
f eedback.
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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M5. GRINESKI: | can't hear the full
question. It's kind of fading in and out.
BY MR ACKEN:

Q Are you famliar with what the 1-hour NO2
standard is? Not the annual standard. The
1- hour standard for NOR2.

A The 1-hour standard is the one in the table.
Yes, I'mfamliar with it.

Q And is the 1-hour standard for NO2 188
m crograms per cubic neter?

A It's 100 parts per billion.

Q Ckay. So you believe that is the NO2 1-hour
standard. And what do you understand is the N2
annual standard?

A You know, | didn't wite down the
annual standard in ny notes since it wasn't in Table 7.

Q Ckay. So you aren't personally famliar with
what t he NAAQS standard is, the annual NO2 standard?

A No, not off the top of ny head.

Q So let's tal k about PM2.5 and PMLO. Are you
famliar with the PM2.5 24-hour standard?

A PM2.5 24-hour standard, yes.

Q And what is that?

A 12.

CHWN. KATZ: And again, that's parts per
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mllion?
M5. GRINESKI: That's the cubic neters,
m crograms per cubic neter.

CHW. KATZ: |It's particulate matter. Excuse

MEMBER PALMER: Parts per billion.
BY MR ACKEN:
Q Ckay. And the annual standard for PM.5?
A Ckay. So the annual standard for PM2.5 is

12.

Q Ckay. So follownme, and it's very difficult
to do virtually, but let's -- work with ne and assune
that the line showng the PM.5 -- the break between

PM2.5 and PMLO is incorrect, and that |ine should
really be drawn after the -- it should be the
24- hour standard is 35 and the PM2.5 annual standard is

12. You would agree with that?

A Yes.

Q And t he PMLO 24-hour standard is 1507

A Yes.

Q And let's try again with the NOx, because

maybe you and | were using different units. There is
both a 1-hour -- well, are you aware whether there's
both a 1-hour and annual standard for NOx?

A Yes.
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Q And what is your understanding as to
t hose standards?

A The 1-hour standard is 100 parts per billion.

Q And does that equate to 188 m crogramnms per
cubic neter?

A | don't know. | wasn't famliar wth NOx
bei ng assessed in mcrograns per cubic neter.

Q Ckay. So you can't -- you can't speak to the
NOx portion of that table?

A No, just that | was wondering -- because of
the transposition of the annual for PM2.5 and PMLO,
started wondering if that NO2 row was i ncorrect as
well, | nmean, it was supposed to be the hundred that
was below. | just wasn't sure, due to that other

error, what that was supposed to be.

Q So you're assumng there's a transposition in
one colum, is that correct, in your analysis?

A In nmy reflection on the nunbers, | actually
assuned that your numbers were all correct, just that

your 100 and 12 were in the wong spots.
Q Ckay.
M5. POST: Excuse ne. Bert, you said
1-hour standard. Did you nean 24-hour standard?
MR. ACKEN: It shows the 1-hour for NOx --
for NO2, but thank you.
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BY MR ACKEN:

Q Did you get a chance to review the air
quality permt application in this -- that SRP has
submitted in this to the Pinal County Air Quality

District?

A | guess -- | don't know if that is the
docunent | revi ewed.

Q You don't recall having reviewed it?

A I reviewed a docunent. Here, let ne just
tell you. | guess I'mnot famliar with the nane. The

Certificate of Environnmental Conpatibility for the
Cool i dge Expansi on Proj ect.

Q Correct. And that's what we're here for
today. But are you aware that there's also an air
quality permt application that SRP has to submt for
this project?

A Yes, |I'maware of it, but no, | have not
reviewed it.

Q Ckay. Are you famliar wwth air quality
di spersi on nodeling done in support of an air quality
permtting process?

A I'maware of air quality dispersion nodeling
just due to ny famliarity with the air quality
literature, but it's not sonmething | conduct nyself.

Q Do you understand that the nodeling assunes,
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as Ms. Watt testified, worst-case maxi num em sSsi ons
fromthe future facility?

A Yes.

Q And do you understand that EPA establishes
the NAAQS to be protective of human health and the
environnent with an adequate nargin of safety?

A My understanding of the literature is that
those standards are not doing that at this point in
time given the volum nous literature on the health
effects, especially of PM.5, at |evels nuch | ower than
t he NAAQS st andard.

Q I think that was not ny question. But you

understand that's how EPA establi shes them is that

correct?
A. Yes, | understand that is -- the idea is that
is what those standards do. | don't think there's

evidence in the literature that those are health
protective.

Q And do you understand that EPA periodically
revi ews those standards?

A Yes, |'mfamliar with the data that shows
all the different years when those standards are
reeval uat ed.

Q Are you aware that -- | think you refer to
World Health Organi zati on gui delines, as you call them
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Are you famliar with what the Wirld Health
Organi zati on says about air quality generally?
A Do you want ne to tell you what that is or...
CHWN. KATZ: He was just asking if you were
famliar with it, and then he nmay ask you what it is.
BY MR ACKEN:

Q Are you famliar with it?

A VWhat the Wrld Health Organi zati on says about
air quality guidelines? Yes.

Q Are you famliar that the Wrld Health
Organi zation, in 2019, said 99 percent of the world
popul ation was living in places where the WHO s air
qual ity gui delines were not being net?

A Yes. At the new standard there are very few
pl aces that nmeet the standard, but that does not nean
that the standard itself is not health protective. |
mean, the effects of air pollution on our health -- |
mean, the evidence for the ways in which it's affecting
us and affecting our life span and our health is
grow ng. And so, yes, there are very few places in
conpliance with the new 2021 Wrld Heal th

Organi zati on standards, that is true.

Q And very few would be | ess than 1 percent?

A You know, that's a study | don't have off the

top of ny head, but | have read that there are -- | do
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know that there are very few places. | can't tell you
t he exact percentage.

Q I want to ask you about the two studies that
you i ncluded and have been marked as Randol ph Exhi bits
19 and 20. Do either one of those studi es address
nat ural gas em ssions associated with an expansi on
proj ect ?

A No. Those two studies specifically provide
sort of background informati on about how air pollution
exposures and mnority health disparities are
connected. They focus on air pollutants in general,
al t hough they do touch on the pollutants nentioned
here. But neither study is explicitly focused on
nat ural gas, no.

Q And do either one of those studi es address
air quality in Pinal County and Randol ph specifically?

A No.

Q You testified about the stressors that
i ndi vidual s can face and how that affects their health,
Is that correct?

A Yes.

Q And woul d you agree that there are a
nunber of ways to reduce stressors for an individual?

A Yes.

Q And woul d you agree that inproving the
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quality of life for -- in a comunity would be one way
to reduce stressors?

A I|'"mjust going to restate. Wuld i nproving
the quality of life in a community --

Q Let nme give you an exanple so it's not so
vague. What about installing screens to screen off
i ndustrial uses froma residential area, would that
potentially reduce stress?

A If the stress is caused by the visibility of
the plant, it could. |If the stress was caused by the
noi se or the odor, then it would not.

Q Ckay. So if there were mtigation neasures
to address noi se and odors with whatever that stressor
may be, that could be an effective tool to reduce that
stress?

A Yes. Although, | think what | was neani ng
when | was speaking about stress, while it connects and
| did nention environnental stress, the idea is that
the stress that people experience in their daily |ives
that m ght have absolutely nothing to do with their
proximty to an industrial facility is going to nake
that individual nore vulnerable to the health effects
of the pollution. So while we could do whatever we can
to reduce the stress fromthe environnental facility,
it's not going to solve that fundanmental issue that
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stress nmakes us nore vulnerable to the health effects
of air pollution. So the sane dose of pollutant can
give us a bigger health effect when our bodies are
under stress.
Q And so -- but reducing stress is a benefit?
A Reducing stress would -- in this specific
case woul d not nake us extra sensitive to the effects
of air pollution on health.
MR. ACKEN: Al right. Nothing further.
Thank you.
CHWN. KATZ: W have several -- a couple nore
parties, so please bear wth us.

M. Rich, do you have any questions of this

W t ness?

MR RICH | do not have any questi ons.
Thank you.

CHW. KATZ: M. Stafford.

MR. STAFFORD: No questions, M. Chair.
Thank you.

CHWN. KATZ: And Ms. Ust.
M5. UST: Nothing from Staff. Thank you.
CHW. KATZ: Ms. Post, do you have any
foll owup redirect exam nation?
MS. POST: No.
CHWN. KATZ: Thank you very much, Professor,
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for being with us.

MEMBER HAMMY: 1'd |ike a question.

CHWN. KATZ: Oh, sure. | apologize to the
Commttee. And Ms. Hamnay, if you have any questi ons
and any other Menbers of the Committee have any
questions, you'll be free to ask them

MEMBER HAMMY: Yes, this is probably
directed to Ms. Post. But in your conversation wth
t he residents of Randol ph, have any specific health
i ssues conme to the forefront? | nean, have you done
any research on saying, X nunber of people suffer from
X ail ments?

M5. POST: The two resident -- residents who
are going to testify tonorrow wll speak to that.

MEMBER HAMMY: Ckay. And then one other
question for Ms. Gineski. W were out at the site
yesterday, and I will admt the air quality, it was
hazy, but it was dust. It was fromall the
agriculture. It was fromthe | ack of paved roads. It
was a | ack of vegetation. And so do you separate out
that kind of -- | nean, | know that's a particul ate
matter, but |I'mjust tal king about dust. So how do you
-- how does that fit into all of this?

MS. GRINESKI: Sure. And having lived in
Arizona nyself, | totally understand the dust issue

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



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

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

LS CASE NO. 197 VOLUME | V 02/ 10/ 2022 768

wth the desert and the heat. And, | nean, for ne, as
| think about your question, the answer for ne is that,
yes, those things all contribute to particulate natter
as well. Sone of those things are harder to control,
especi ally, you know, when the desert crust is just

bl ow ng around. So if we can nake a purposive choice
not to add additional particulate matter to the air, we
woul d make that choice froma health

protective standpoint. So it's one nore thing, the
expansion is one nore thing. So if we can control
that, we're doing sonething to address those potenti al
heal th ri sks.

MEMBER HAMMY: But don't you think paving
the roads would go a |l ong way for those residents in
Randol ph? It would cut down on the dust immensely.

M5. GRINESKI: Yeah, road paving is certainly
one way to reduce -- reduce the dust generated from
unpaved roads.

MEMBER HAMMY:  Thank you.

CHWN. KATZ: Any other Commttee Menbers have
any questions? M. Riggins.

MEMBER RIGE NS: M. Chairman.

CHW. KATZ: Go ahead.

MEMBER RIGA NS: Real quick, not so nuch a
question. Just thank you to Dr. Gineski for your
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testinony and for your insight and review of the CEC

It was very helpful. | think it was -- | had touched
on it earlier about a Health Inpact Analysis. | think
this is exactly what | was | ooking for, and | think
what was expressed by many of the menbers of the public
who spoke on Monday, what they were | ooking for as far
as a conprehensive health inpact not only to their
conmmuni ty, but surrounding conmunities as well. So I
just wanted to thank you for your testinony.

CHWN. KATZ: Any questions, comments from any
of our Commttee?

MEMBER GRI NNELL: M. Chairnman.

CHWN. KATZ: Yes, sir.

MEMBER GRINNELL: | realize this is probably
out si de your purview, but do you have any nedi cal
information prior to the original plant, current plant,
and now to, | guess, make the -- your concerns
regarding this conmunity, where this would be so much

nore significant inpact, negative inpact to their

heal t h?

M5. GRINESKI: Yes, that woul d be inportant
to know. | don't have access to those health data, so
| can't speak to that question directly. | wll say,

t hough, that it's worth noting that it can be very
difficult to assess how an environnental polluter
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affects the health in a small community because wth
statistical significance, which is usually the way in
whi ch we assess effects, it can be tricky. So health
studies in small comunities are very chall engi ng.
They're still worth conducting, and people certainly do
those and it's inportant information, but | do think in
this case like referencing |arger-scale studies is

i mportant just to sort of connect into broader
popul ati on | evel patterns.

MEMBER GRI NNELL: Yeah, but you're talking
about a nmuch broader popul ation versus this isolated --
you know, the health and concern of the citizens is
absol utely paranount, but I'mjust trying to see if
there was any quantifiable information that you were
able to review that allowed you to inport this general
overall opinion and are you able to do that w thout
havi ng appropriate nedical information?

M5. GRINESKI: | do not have access to
nmedi cal records fromthe residents, no.

MEMBER GRI NNELL: Fair enough. Thank you.

CHW. KATZ: Anyone else? M. Post, do you
have anyt hing further?

M5. POST: Yes.

Iy
Iy
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REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY M5, POST:

Q Sara, when you have a study based on a | arge
nunber of people, is it then fair to extrapol ate that
information to a snaller nunber of peopl e?

A Yes. And | think that's why -- | nean, the

literature on these topics, for exanmple, PM2.5 and

health, | nean, people have been doi ng these studies
for decades. And the study that | referenced earlier
where they do this neta-analysis -- so they take

studies that are done in different places on different
popul ati ons and they statistically analyze the results.
And they cone up with these paraneters that they
bel i eve are very generalizable across a pl ace because
t hey anal yze so nmany settings at once. And they find
that there's so nuch convergence around these findings
that, for exanple, we really start to understand that
pollutants at these | evels cause these health effects.
So | nost definitely believe that studies
li ke that would be likely reflective of the experiences
of people in this comunity, but of course | can't
prove that. But that is definitely the way research
wor ks, where we do these studies, we nake
generalizations, and that's how NAAQS are determ ned,
how Worl d Health Organi zati on standards are determ ned,
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et cetera.

CHWN. KATZ: May the wi tness be excused?

M5. PCST: She may.

CHW. KATZ: Thank you very much, Professor
Have a great rest of the day.

MS. GRINESKI: Thank you.

MS. POST: Do you want to go straight to the
next wtness or take a break now?

CHW. KATZ: | think we can go straight to
the next witness. W can go for at |east another half
an hour up to even an hour. It's about 2:00, and we
started at about, | think, just a little bit past 1:00.

MS. POST: GCkay. Qur next witness is Tim
Collins, and | believe he wants to be affirned.

CHWN. KATZ: Okay. Just give ne a second.

Good afternoon, M. Collins.

MR. COLLINS: Good afternoon.

CHWN. KATZ: And if you wsh an affirnation,
that's fine with me. | just ask you to rai se your
right hand, if you would, please.

(Tinothy Wlliam Collins was duly affirmed by
t he Chairnman.)

CHWN. KATZ: Thank you very much.

Ms. Post, you may begin.

Iy
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TI MOTHY W LLI AM COLLI NS,
called as a witness on behalf of the Randol ph
Resi dents, having been previously affirmed by the
Chai rman to speak the truth and not hing but the truth,

was exam ned and testified as foll ows:

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY M5, POST:

Q Pl ease state your name and busi ness address.

A My nanme is Tinothy WlliamCollins. M
busi ness address is 260 South Canpus Drive, Room 4625,
Salt Lake Gty, U ah 84112.

Q By whom are you enpl oyed and i n what
capacity?

A ' menpl oyed by the University of Utah and
' ma professor of geography and environnental and
sustainability studies and | al so co-direct the Center
for Natural and Technol ogi cal Hazards at the University
of U ah.

Q Can you give us a summary of your
pr of essi onal educati on and experi ence?

A Yeah. | received ny Ph.D. from Ari zona State
Uni versity in 2005. | conduct research in the areas of
environnental justice, vulnerability to hazards and
di sasters, and | also do sone work on environnent al
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health and health disparities. And |'ve been a

prof essor since 2006. |I'mcurrently at the University
of Ut ah.

Q What is the purpose of your testinony?

A So I"'mgoing to provide -- based on ny
expertise, I'"'mgoing to provide an overview of this
area called environmental justice, and I'll al so

provide a little focus on this topic of environnental
racism |'ll then review patterns of disparate
exposures to pollution for black Anericans, it's a very
general overview, in the United States context. And
then I'lIl focus specifically on disparities in exposure
to the pollutants of concern in this case at the United

States | evel.

Q Wiat is the definition of environmenta
justice?
A | refer to the United States Environnent

Protection Agency for this definition. And it's,
"Environnental justice is the fair treatnent and

meani ngful 1 nvol venent of all people, regardl ess of
race, color, national origin, or incone, wth respect
to the devel opnment, inplenentation, and enforcenent of
environnental | aws, regul ations, and policies. This
goal will be achi eved when everyone enjoys the sane
degree of protection fromenvironmental and health
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hazards and equal access to the decision maki ng process
to have a healthy environnent in which to live, | earn,
and worKk."

Q Is environnental justice only an academ c
exer ci se?

A No. And actually, you know, it's
interesting -- it's an interesting field. This
actually originated as a social novenent. And so nany
peopl e who are schol ars and study the environnent al
justice nmovenent trace the advent of that novenment to
1982 in Warren County, North Carolina in which a
predom nantly black community was targeted to host a
| andfill containing polychlorinated bi phenyls, highly
toxic soil, which had been illegally dunped across
roads in North Carolina.

And so residents of Warren County nobilized
and they protested the siting of the landfill. They
had support from key political and religious figures,
including civil rights activists, and they put up a | ot
of resistance, nonviolent resistance. Utinately, the
landfill was placed in Warren County. But | think al
of these events contributed to the recognition nore
broadly that racismin the United States isn't only
sonething that manifests in terns of access to jobs or
housing, that it also can affect the environnents in
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whi ch different groups of people live in unequal ways.
And so, yeah, that's really -- a |ot of people trace
t he advent of the novenment to that.
It is also an interdisciplinary area of

research in which people, nany of whomare in
uni versities, basically objectively assess cl ai ns of
activists. And in many cases, a lot of the work over
the years has -- you know, while there have been sone
studi es that have invalidated the clains of activists,
many studi es have sort of backed up sone of the clains
of di sproportionate exposure to pollution anong
racial-ethnic mnority comunities in the United
St at es.

Q Then howis -- and you' ve sort of answered
this. Howis environmental justice related to
envi ronnental racisnf

A VWl l, as you know -- like |I nentioned, the
advent of the novenent really traces to a case in which
there were strong perceptions of race playing a role in
the |l ocation of a toxic landfill. And Robert Bullard
is a pioneer in the field of environnental justice
research, and he actually defined this idea of
envi ronnental racismas any policy, practice, or
directive that differentially affects or di sadvant ages,
whet her that's intended or unintended, individuals,
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groups, or communities based on race.

And so the way | tend to view it is that
environnental justice is nore of an ideal where we seek
equal protection. Environnental injustice occurs when
particul ar groups of people, based on their
characteristics or identities, are disproportionately
exposed to environnental health hazards. The concept
of environnental racismfocuses then specifically on
this di nension of race and raci sm

O her peopl e have studi ed envi ronnent al
justice and focused on things |ike social class,

I ncone, other sorts of inequalities that exist in the
country that may al so shape opportunities and
envi ronnental conditions.

Q Wiat does the environnental research revea
about pollution and the inpact on black communities?

A Yeah. | nean, in a nutshell, studies have
consi stently docunented di sparate exposures to
pol | uti on anong bl ack conmunities in the United States,
and | could go through a few early studi es.

So the earliest study that I"'mfamliar with
that would be called a distributional environnental
justice study where we're quantitatively trying to
exam ne whet her particul ar groups of people, based on
their | ocation of residence, experience
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di sproporti onate exposure to hazards -- the earliest
study that really | ooked at that was follow ng the
conflict over the siting of that landfill in Warren
County, North Carolina.

The United States federal government
requested an anal ysis of the correl ation between the
siting of toxic waste facilities and the racial and
soci odenogr aphi ¢ makeup of the surroundi ng communiti es,
and findings froman anal ysis showed that there were
di sproportionately high percentages of black residents
specifically living in the sane ZI P codes as landfills
in the southeastern United States. And so that was a
really early study.

And soon thereafter, a study was conducted
t hat exam ned denographi c characteristics of
communities at risk to commerci al hazardous waste
facilities at the ZIP code | evel across the entire
United States. And that study released findings in
1987 that indicated that increased conposition of
peopl e of color in ZIP codes was the nost significant
predictor of the |location of commercial waste
facilities nationw de, and bl ack Americans in
particular were found to bear the nost disparate
exposures anong people of color in that study.

The sane aut hors who wote that study, that
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was in 1987 it was rel eased, sort of a | andmark study,
rel eased anot her study 20 years later, a followup in
2007, where they basically found those sane patterns
had continued to exist 20 years | ater.

And so there have been subsequent technical
and anal yti cal advances in studies of distributional
envi ronnental justice, hundreds of which have been
conducted in the United States, many at the nati onal
| evel and many nore within specific localities in the
United States, and the vast najority of those
subsequent studi es docunented a simlar pattern of
di sparate exposures to health-harm ng poll uti on anong
bl ack Ameri cans.

Q In this particular application, which
pol lutants particularly inpact black communities?

A Wll, | believe Dr. Gineski and everyone
were focused on a table in there. And so there have
been studi es that have focused on those specific
pol lutants that are expected to have sone sort of
significant predicted inpacts as a result of this
application. That includes PM2.5, PMLO, and nitrogen
di oxi de, and so there have been studi es conducted of
t hose.

Just by coincidence, | was working on a paper
that was focused on PM2.5, so | recently conducted a

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



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

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

LS CASE NO. 197 VOLUME | V 02/ 10/ 2022 780

conpr ehensi ve revi ew of these environnental
justice-type studies that have focused on racial-ethnic
di sparities in exposure specifically to PM.5 in the
United States, and that review led to the follow ng
concl usions for ne.

Despite exami ning different study extents and
appl ying various statistical analysis techniques, each
of the 29 studies that | was able to find focused on
PM2.5 found disparities in exposure based on peopl e of
color status. And when |I refer to "people of color,"

' mtal ki ng about people of any nonwhite race or people
who are of Hispanic, Latino ethnicity. And many of

t hose studies actually focused on particul ar peopl e of
col or groups. So specifically, all of the studies
exam ni ng nonhi spani c bl ack or African American status,
and that's 22 of the 29 studies, found it was

associ ated with disproportionately high PM2.5 exposure,
right.

And t here have been studies -- | nean, one
thing that's inportant to note is that nationally PM2. 5
pol I uti on has declined substantially over the past
several decades. And so four recent national |evel
studi es that have | ooked at PM2.5, changes in PM2.5, as
well as disparities based on race ethnicity in PM.5
exposure, have found that while absolute | evels of
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PM2. 5 have declined over several decades, those sane
disparities that were docunented in the early

envi ronnental justice studi es, whereby bl ack people
experi enced hi gher exposure relative to the general
popul ati on than white people in particular, have
persi sted or even increased across the decades to the
present day, right.

And so the sane pattern of disproportionate
exposure for black Anericans applies to the studi es of
PMLO and ni trogen di oxide that | have been able to find
as wel |.

And | could focus -- there's four studies in
particul ar that have been published in some of the nost
prestigious scientific journals that have illustrated
patterns of disparities for black Anmericans in terns of
their exposures to PM2.5, PMLO, and nitrogen di oxide.
| think I submtted four of those articles as exhibits,
and | could go through just briefly and sort of
descri be those findings, if that's possible.

Q Yes, please. Wuld you please briefly
descri be each one? And these are Exhibits 14, 15, 16,
and 17 and 18? No. There's four. 14, 15, 16, and 17,
correct?

A | believe so. So the first one is one of the
only studies |I've been able to find that actually
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exam nes all three of those pollutants, PM2.5, nitrogen
di oxi de, and PMLO, and it exam nes it nationw de. It
was recently published in 2021 in a journal called

Envi ronnental Health Perspectives. |It's called
Disparities in Air Pollution Exposure in the United
States by Race-Ethnicity and I ncome, 1990 to 2010.

And what they did in this analysis, it's a
fairly sinple anal ysis approach, they basically
cal cul ated the nean exposures for the average based on
the | ocation of residence for people nationw de, as
well as estimates of exposure to the air pollution
concentrations for these three pollutants. They
estimated sort of the average exposure for a bl ack
Anerican versus a white Anerican. They al so focused on
Hi spani c, Latino, and other groups as well, but I'm
just maki ng conpari sons here between bl ack and white
popul ati ons.

They found that for nean PM2.5 concentrati on,
t he average bl ack exposure was to 10 m crograms per
met er cubed, whereas for whites it was 9.1 m crograns
per neter cubed. In terns of the nean nitrogen dioxide
concentration for blacks, 9.7 parts per billion, whites
7.2 parts per billion. For the nmean PMLO
concentration, 19 mcrograns per neter cubed for the
bl ack popul ation, 18 m crogranms per neter cubed for the
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whi t e popul ati on.

In that study they al so focused on
state-| evel anal yses of exposure disparities. And for
each of the three pollutants, the black versus state
average disparity and exposure was notably large in
Arizona. There's a -- Figure 4 in there depicts that
pattern. But Arizona is a state where you have the
bl ack popul ation really experiencing notably disparate
exposures relative to the state average, okay.

The npbst exposed group in this study overall
across U S. states and each of the pollutants exam ned
was t he nonhi spani c bl ack group. And whil e those
disparities in exposures to PM2.5 and PMLO were marked,
there were clear disparities, the nitrogen dioxide
exposure disparities were found to be the nost
pronounced in that study, okay.

The second study -- and what's interesting
wWth these environnental justice studies is they keep
-- people are taking these nore and nore seriously, it
seens. Prior to a few years ago, people were not
publ i shing these in journals of science and nature or
seeing these in the National Academ es of Sciences, and
now they are. People are taking this quite seriously
nationally, which is interesting to see.

A second study I'lIl focus on here was
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published in Nature in 2022, and it's called Ar
Pol l uti on Exposure D sparities Across the U S

Popul ati on and I ncome G oups. And in a nutshell, that
study found that the average PM2.5 concentration for

t he bl ack popul ati on was nearly 14 percent higher than
that of the white popul ati on nati onw de.

And again, I'"'mjust trying to lay out the
nati onal context for this discussion of environnental
inequality in exposure to the pollutants of concern
here, okay.

The next study 1'll focus on here focuses
specifically on -- it was published in 2021. It really
broke down exposure to PM2.5 specifically in terns of
different sources of PM2.5. And what the study found
is that the average PM2.5 exposure fromall donestic
human- caused sources was 6.5 micrograns per nuter cubed
in the contiguous United States. For the bl ack
popul ati on, though, it was 7.9 m crograns per neter
cubed. For whites, 5.9 mcrograns per neter cubed.

Em ssi on sources that disproportionately
exposed bl ack people to PM2.5 were pervasi ve throughout
society. Wat they basically concluded is that it's
not one specific econom c sector that is driving the
disparities that black people experience. It's nearly
every sector in our econony and in our industrial
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society that |eads to di sparate exposures for bl ack
Aneri cans.

The final one | think is particularly
rel evant to this case. And again, it's a national
context. It doesn't focus specifically on Randol ph.
It's a national -l evel study. But | think it's rel evant
to this case because what |'ve understood about this
case, this application, is that the benefits of the
expansion of the facility would largely serve the
Phoeni x metro area, not the community of Randol ph in
particul ar.

And so the study I'"'mgoing to focus on now is
called Inequity in Consunption of Goods and Services
Adds to Racial-Ethnic Disparities in Air Pollution
Exposure. And basically, this study |inked PM2.5
exposure to the various human activities that are
responsi ble for PM.5 pollution, and they use the
results to exam ne pollution inequities defined as the
di fference between the environnental health damage
caused by a racial-ethnic group through their
consunpti on patterns and the danmage that that group
experiences in terns of their exposure to PM.5
pol l ution where they live, right.

And the results showed that in the United
States PM2.5 exposure is disproportionately caused by
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consunpti on of goods and services mainly by nonhi spanic
white peopl e, but disproportionately inhaled by bl ack
people, as well as other people of color. And what
they summari ze i s that nonhi spanic whites experience a
pol lution privilege. They experience 17 percent |ess
air pollution exposure than what is caused by their
consunption. In contrast, black Amrericans bear a
pol | uti on burden of 56 percent excess PM2.5 exposure
relative to the exposure caused by their consunption.
And so that's -- yeah, that's the other case | wanted
to focus on.

Q In addition to these studies that you' ve
already told us about, you participated in a study
regardi ng noi se pollution and light pollution. Can you
tell us about first the light pollution study and then
after the noise pollution study?

A Yeah. So ny research team has conducted a
few studies. And actually, each of those studies
showed that bl ack Americans, or African Anericans,
experi ence di sparate exposures to light pollution and
noi se pollution nationwide in the United States. And |
do understand that those are concerns of the community.

The light pollution analysis was |led by a
student of m ne who was a graduate student, and she
basically used renotel y-sensed i magery for nighttine
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lights and derived basically measures of |ight
pollution fromthat information and then assessed,
using data at the census tract |evel, assessed how t he
conposi tion of people fromvarious racial-ethnic groups
associ ated with the light pollution outcone. And what
she found is that the black -- increasing conposition
of black or African Anerican residents in census tracts
nati onwi de is associated with increasing |ight

pol lution in their neighborhoods.

We found sonething simlar with noise. The
noi se data we obtained fromthe U S. governnent, |
believe it's the United States Departnent of
Transportation. They have sonething called the
Nat i onal Transportati on Noi se Map. And so one thing --
one caveat with that study is we focused specifically
on road noi se and avi ati on noi se, rather than
i ndustrial noise, which | think nay be the concern in
this case of this comunity. But the underlying point
is that with those transportati on noi se sources you
have those disparities as well that the black African
Anmerican community confronts in the United States.

Q What was the inpact of the light pollution on
the African Anmerican communities?

A Wll, so | did not examne the health effects
of that light pollution. But there is a whole body of
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research -- simlar to the air pollution epidem ol ogy
studies that Dr. Gineski covered, there are
epi dem ol ogi cal studi es of exposure to nighttine |ight.
And those studies find that they affect the circadi an
rhyt hnms of people in ways that | ead to worse sl eep, but
al so create hornonal inbal ances within people that | ead
to excess cases of cancer and ot her nul adi es that
basically lead to norbidity and nortality in people.
The sanme has been found for noise. Noise has

pretty profound health inpacts that are well docunented
in the epidem ological literature.

Q Is there anything el se you would |i ke to add
to your testinony?

A You know, the one thing | reflected on after
| sort of thought about ny testinony is that | do want
to make the point that it isn't just black African
Aneri can comunities that experience disparate
exposures to these pollutants. Many of those sane
studies | referenced al so note the i ncreased exposures
in H spanic and Latino comunity -- anong Hi spani ¢c and
Lati no people to these sanme pollutants. So | know t hat
Randol ph has -- is historically black, but al so today
has a pretty high conposition of H spanic and Latino
people, and I think that's worth pointing out as well.

Q Coul d you sunmari ze your concl usions and
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recommendat i ons?

A Yeah. | nean, if | step back and refl ect on
what | understand about this case in the context of
environnental justice in the United States, the way |
viewit is that this proposed project would reproduce a
pattern of environnental inequality that's been wel
docunented in the environnmental justice research
literature. And given the historic and current soci al
characteristics of the community of Randol ph, the clear
increases in pollution that the proposal highlights
that are attributable to the expansion and the | ack of
any tangi ble benefits to the comunity, | tend to sort
of viewthis as a case of environnmental injustice if
t hi s expansi on went through.

M5. POST: Just for clarity, 1'd |like to nake
sure to nove for adm ssion of Exhibits 13 through 17
and pass the wi tness for cross.

MR. ACKEN:. |I'mgoing to object to the

adm ssion of those, and | think we should wait for

Cross.
CHWN. KATZ: 1'll wait until after
cross-exam nation and rule on that, but I will ask one

questi on.

Are the four studies that you nmade reference
to, Dr. Collins, studies that are relied upon regularly
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by people in your profession?

MR, COLLINS: Oh, yes. Yeah. And they're
highly cited studies. | nean, a few of themare very
recent, 2022.

CHW. KATZ: And have you relied upon --

MR. COLLINS: It just got published, you
know, recently. But the studies that | -- yeah, those
studies are in sone of the highest-tier journals you
could publish any research in. There are no fringe
outl et s.

CHWN. KATZ: And did you rely upon these four
studies in fornmulating your opinions in this case?

MR. COLLINS: | did, | reflected on those. |
reflected on them specifically because they addressed
sone of the pollutants of concern in this case.

CHW. KATZ: And I'IIl rule on --

MR, COLLINS: There are many ot her studies
out there -- there are nmany ot her studies out there
t hat docunment simlar patterns, but those many ot her
studies don't necessarily focus on these particul ar
pol | ut ants.

CHW. KATZ: And again, I'll hold off on
ruling on the adm ssion of these four docunents. And
the other one is, what, the resune of this -- or,
curriculumvitae of the w tness?
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MS. POST: Right.

CHWN. KATZ: Exhi bit 13?

M5. POST: Correct.

CHW. KATZ: Okay. |I'Il go through
cross-exam nation, and we'll either deal with the
exhi bit issue when we're done with cross and redirect
or I'll deal with it later.

But that all being said, why don't we go
ahead. Are you going to begin in the sane order down
the table as before?

VR. ACKEN: Thank you, Chairnan.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY MR ACKEN:
Q Good afternoon, Professor Collins. Can you
hear nme okay?
A. Yes, | can.
Q I'"'m Bert Acken, counsel for Salt R ver
Project in this proceeding.

I want to take a step back and under st and
what docunents you reviewed related to this project
before the Commttee. D d you --

A | actually -- 1 reviewed the application that
you di scussed with Dr. Gineski.
Q And the application you were referring to is
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the Certificate of Environnental Conpatibility
appl i cati on?

A Yes.

Q Dd you review the air quality permt
appl i cati on?

A Yeah, | reviewed the air quality -- the
material in that docunment pertaining to the air
pol lutants that we just discussed and that Dr. Gi nesKi
di scussed. | did not review a separate air permt
appl i cati on.

Q Thank you. And so in your review of the CEC
application, you understand there were anal yses done,
site-specific anal yses, with respect to light pollution
and noi se pol lution?

A | didn't see the light pollution and noi se
pollution elenents in the CEC. | focused specifically
on the air quality one. So | did not see the air --
the light and noi se el enents.

Q And light is probably -- | should be nore
precise -- the visual resources anal ysis?

A Ch, yeah. No, | didn't put that together.

Q And just to clarify, you did not reviewthe
noi se study in Exhibit 17?
A | did not.
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Q What specific studies did you conduct in
Randol ph?

A | ve never conducted research on the ground
i n Randol ph.

Q Ckay. And so all of your testinobny -- none

of your testinony is based on site-specific studies of
t he Randol ph community?

A The national studies that | reviewed include
Randol ph, the census data and the air pollution
measures include this community, but they're not
f ocused specifically on Randol ph as one -- as a single
study extent, if that makes sense.

Q We'll go through it, and maybe you can hel p
me understand it. Let's start wth what's been marked
as Randol ph Exhibit 14. And this is the study of air
quality from 1990 to 2010. Do you have that in front

of you?

A I don't, but I know the one you're tal king
about .

Q Can you point nme to where it references or

i ncor porates the Randol ph community?

A It would be under Arizona. It would be
included within the United States and then the state of
Arizona. That's where Randol ph is.

Q No, | understand that. But so you' re | ooking
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at it on an Arizona basis, not a Randol ph basi s?

A Yeah. No, you're going to be hard pressed to
find many studi es that focus specifically on Randol ph
in the peer-reviewed scientific literature.

Q So the only studies that this Comm ttee has
torely on are the studi es done --

A Nati onal |l y that include Randol ph, that
i nclude Arizona and Pinal County as part of the study
ext ent .

Q I'msorry. W were tal king over each ot her,
and maybe that's due to the lag. So is it your
testinony that you' re not aware of any studies that
addr ess Randol ph specifically?

A I''mnot aware of an environnental justice
study that focuses only on the community of Randol ph.

Q Ckay. Thank you. Next question for you in
14. You testified that overall pollution was declining
bet ween 1990 and 2010, is that correct?

A Particul ate nmatter specifically, yeah. There
have been declines in particulate matter, yeah,

nati onal ly.

Q But | believe you said that you didn't see a
consi stent decrease for -- or, how did you phrase it?
It was --

A I think you're tal ki ng about the absol ute
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disparity versus relative disparity.

Q The relative. The relative disparity.

A Yes. Yes. So what several papers who have
| ooked at this issue longitudinally across several
decades have found is that you've had generally
declining PM2.5 concentrations nationally. And wth
that, you see sort of a -- because there's such a
mar ked decline occurring generally in PM2.5
concentrations, the difference -- the absolute
difference, in terns of the m crograns per nuter cubed
concentration that the average bl ack person versus
white person i s exposed to, that absolute gap has
declined, but the relative difference in exposures, in
terms of the proportional increase that the average
bl ack American experiences relative to a white
Aneri can, those remai ned the sane or increased. The
Jbai ly study, 2022, in Nature, documented actually an
increased relative disparity between bl ack Aneri cans
and white Anericans.

Q Ckay. But the disparity as an absol ute
nunber has decreased?

A Yeah. Yeah. By nature of just the absolute
decline in PM2.5 | evel s, yes.

Q And does this study, I'mstill referring to
Randol ph 14, specifically address inpacts associ at ed
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W th a natural gas expansion?

A | don't believe so, no. They're nodeling
PM2.5 concentrations generally, so it's all source. It
it's not source-specific.

Q Next, | want to turn your attention to 15.
And this is the one entitled PM2.5 Polluters
Di sproportionately and Systemcally Affect Peopl e of
Color in the United States. Are you famliar with
t hat ?

A Yes.

Q Are you famliar with the attai nment status
of the area in which the expansion project is |ocated?

A Wth regard to which pollutants?

Q PMR. 5.

A My understanding is that it's in attainnent,

Pi nal County.

Q And your understanding is correct. Thank
you.
On Page 3 in the discussion -- since you
don't have it in front of you, I'"'mgoing to read it to
you. It says, "First, we use em ssion anounts and

| ocati ons, reduced conplexity air quality nodeling, and

popul ati on counts that all contain previously

quantified uncertainty.” D d you hear that?
A Yes.
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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MS. POST: Could you tell ne where on Page 3
you' re readi ng?

MR ACKEN. OCh, sure. This is Page 3 in the
first paragraph under "Di scussion" after it says --

M5. POST: Got it.

MR. ACKEN: -- "Qur results cone with
caveats."

M5. POST: GCot it.
BY MR ACKEN

Q So what reduced conplexity air quality

nodel i ng are they relying on?

A | don't have it in front of nme right now
Yeah, | don't have the paper in front of ne right now
l'mnot certain. | haven't nenorized all the nethods

enpl oyed i n each of these studies.

Q Ckay. So you can't speak to the reduced
conplexity air quality nodeling used in this study?

A No, not right now. | could probably review
it and speak to it, but -- yeah.

Q That's okay. All right. Next, we're going
to -- oh, before | |eave that, where can | find in that
study where it addresses the inpacts associated with a
nat ural gas expansi on project?

A | believe there is a category reviewed in
there that focuses on |ike electric generation, but |
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don't see anything in there that's -- | don't believe
there's a natural gas focus in that paper.
Q Ckay. So not only is there not a natural gas

expansi on focus, there's not a natural gas focus

peri od?
A. Ch, | don't knowif that's true. | don't
believe that's true at all. | think it's subsuned

under anot her category and not possible to actually
di saggregate given what's presented in the paper.

Q Ckay. So it does not -- you can't -- | can't
pull out of this study where it discusses natural gas
expansi ons?

A Yeah. No, you'd probably -- yeah, it's going
to be hard to find that in any paper. Yep.

Q Ckay. Let's talk about 16. This is Ar
Pol | uti on Exposure Disparities. And this one -- let ne
make sure |I'mon the right one.

CHWN. KATZ: That's Air Pollution Exposure
Di sparities Across U S. Popul ations and I ncone G oups.
MR. ACKEN:. Bear with ne. | just found out
he was testifying this norning.
BY MR ACKEN:

Q Ckay. So on 16 | have a coupl e questions,
and they'll be famliar to you. Starting off, where
does this study address inpacts associated wth natural
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gas expansi on projects?

A The focus isn't on natural gas expansi on
projects in Randol ph.

Q And |'d like to turn your attention to Page 3
of that study where it talks -- and the heading is
Di sparities Anong Racial and Et hnic G oups.

A Can you repeat that?

Q The heading is -- Disparities Among
Raci al / Et hnic G oups is the headi ng on Page 3.

CHW. KATZ: And it's Page 230 of --

MS. POST: It's Page 2.

CHWN. KATZ: Ckay. But it's also Page 230 of
the study, if anybody is opening that.

MR ACKEN:. On, it's Page 3 on ny version
because of the cover.

M5. POST: Ckay.

CHW. KATZ: Bottomline, there's a section
called D sparities Among | ncone G oups.

MR. ACKEN: Yeah. For clarity of record,
that's 229. M/ apol ogi es.
BY MR ACKEN:

Q And that says that the U S. EPA is required
to re-exan ne the NAAQS every five years. |Is that your
under st andi ng?

A It is.
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Q And it goes on to say, "On average across the
US , w found that PM2.5 concentration |evels
decreased from 2000 to 2016 with a popul ati on wei ght ed
average of PM2.5 havi ng decreased 40.4 percent fromthe
year 2000 to 2016."

A Sur e.

Q I s that your understandi ng?

A Sure. Yeah.

Q Ckay. Let's turn to 17. And again, where
can | find the discussion of natural gas expansions in

this study?

A Yeah. | think part of -- if you actually
|l ook at -- 1f |I can nmake one conmment about the focus on
natural gas. |If you actually | ook at the application,

the focus is on how nuch the natural gas expansion w ||
contribute to anbi ent background | evels of these
pol lutants. These studies speak directly to those
anbi ent | evel s.

Q | don't think I got an answer to ny question
Where does this --

A No. No, but I think -- yeah, there's not --
again, you're not going to find a study that focuses

only on natural gas expansion.

Q And |I'm not even asking for a study that only
addresses natural gas expansion, if | could finish, I'm
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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aski ng where does this study address natural gas
expansi ons?

A This study basically -- because nonitoring --
the regulatory nonitoring network inforns the air
pol | uti on nodel s they have, natural gas expansion --
any increase in enm ssions and concentrations of PM2.5
caused by a natural gas expansi on woul d be captured
theoretically in the em ssions and concentration
estimates that they provide.

Q You broke up a little bit on ne. And
certainly the air quality application addresses the
em ssions fromthe facility, as does the application
prepared for the CEC. But again, ny questionis: On
this exhibit -- and I think you're getting tired of
this line of questioning, so let nme ask you to turn
to --

A l"mnot. [|'mnot, actually. The point I
just made, you said | was breaking up, the point | just
made is that those em ssions -- any additional
em ssions from natural gas expansion projects that
woul d occur near a regulatory nonitor would |ikely be
pi cked up in the data that are presented in that study.
Now, the study doesn't anal yze those specific
addi tional em ssions fromthe expansi on, but they would
presunmably be estimated in the pollution nodeling.
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Q I'd like to turn your attention to Figure 1
l'd like -- and sonehow |'ve got to figure out a way
for you to see it, so maybe we could pull that up on
t he screen.

CHW. KATZ: |Is that the one with all the
maps of the United States in the |eft colum?

MR, ACKEN: It is.

Thank you.
BY MR ACKEN:

Q Do you have that in front of you?

A I don't. But I've seen this figure before;
al though, | can't read the text, yeah. | don't have it
in front of me, but | --

MS. POST: Can you see it on the screen now,
on the Zoon?

MR. COLLINS: | can. | can see it on the
screen, yes.

BY MR ACKEN:

Q Can you show ne where noncoal electric
utilities are on the bar chart under -- for emtters?

A Yeah, on that chart | cannot see the text, so
it would be difficult for me to do that. But | could
try to speculate if | had it in front of nme, but it's

going to be difficult for ne to do that here.
Q Subj ect to check, I'mgoing to have
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whoever --

A Can | say, though, the underlying data for
this are fromthe National Em ssions Inventory. So the
Nat i onal Em ssions Inventory should capture eni ssions
from noncoal generating facilities. They should be in
the National Em ssions Inventory. And so because
they're using a National Em ssions Inventory, it's
going to be in one of those boxes. Wich one, |I'm not
certain. | don't even see the text in front of ne
ri ght now.

Q Let's blow that up just a little bit, if we

can. The cursor -- first, nmake it |larger so he can see

A Ckay. There you go.

Q Ckay. Now can you read "off hi ghway"?

A Yeah, | can read "off highway." Yep.

Q Can you read "m scel | aneous"?

A Yes, | can read "m scellaneous.” | can see
"light-duty gas vehicle" and | can see "industrial."

Q Can you see what i s between off highway and
m scel | aneous?

A Barely, yeah.

Q Wul d you take ny word for it that it says
"noncoal electric utilities"?

A Ckay. There you go.
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CHWN. KATZ: | won't dispute that. That's
what that really tiny box does show.

M5. POST: | won't dispute it either.

MR ACKEN. It's areally tiny box.
BY MR ACKEN:

Q And so then it's connected to a map of the
United States, if we could scroll over and have the
cursor show that. And can you tell ne the inpact in
Arizona from noncoal electric utilities as shown in
Figure 1, PM2.57?

A Yeah, no. No. No. |I'msure they could
provi de data that would -- the data contains that. But
because of the proportions of the PM2.5 that em ssions
are attributable to other uses, what you're seeing is
that it washes out across those sources. Does it nean
that it's uninportant? | don't think so.

Q But it doesn't show that as having any PM2.5
concentration --

A I think you nay be msinterpreting what's
going on in those nmaps.

Q Let ne ask you the question

CHW. KATZ: One at a tine. Hold on.

MR. COLLINS: They're allocating all of the
em ssions of PM2.5 in the country and they're including
them on the sane scal e such that when you have

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



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

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

LS CASE NO. 197 VOLUME | V 02/ 10/ 2022 805

sonething that actually is a small conponent, a snaller
source relative to the others, you don't actually see
the pattern in the map. And that's just an issue --
it's a presentation issue, again, because they're not
focused solely on natural gas expansion projects.
BY MR ACKEN:

Q Well, that figure of the United States is

specific to noncoal electric utilities, correct? Yes

or no?
A It is, yes. It is, but it's --
Q Yes or no?
A Each of the nmaps for each of the sources has

t he sane scal e.

Q No, | understand what you're saying. But ny

question was: Does it show natural gas -- or, excuse
me -- noncoal electric utilities on that map? And it's
a sinple yes or no question. You'll get a chance to

fol |l ow up.

A | don't see it here. No, | don't see it from
my view now. And it could be an issue too of the
Nat i onal Em ssions Inventory data not enconpassing the
pr oj ect .

Q Ckay. And then on the right side from

noncoal electric utilities there are -- well, excuse
me -- for all of the emtters, they then show t hese
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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bl ue lines connected to end use. Do you see that?

A Yes.

Q Do you see a single blue Iine from noncoa
electric utilities to any end use, yes or no?

A It would be hard to see in the map ri ght now.
| don't see it, but, yeah, it's a small -- it's such a
small source. Gven the figure, it's hard to
ascertain.

Q Vell, we'll blowit up for you

CHWN. KATZ: Counsel, in just a couple of
m nutes -- we've been going for probably at | east an
hour and a half, and I want to give the --

MR. COLLINS: Yeah, | actually do see what
appears to be a line, but I can't -- honestly, | can't
tell fromhere. |It's apparently enconpassed in there.
It's just a small conponent included on a scale with
much | arger sources, so it doesn't show up very well.
BY MR ACKEN:

Q So your testinony is that there is a bl ue
line fromnoncoal electric utility?
A | can't ascertain. | see a small blue -- |

do see a small blue line at the bottom of that. I

cannot ascertain if that line -- sorry. One sec.
Ch, | see now where you're tal ki ng about, the
noncoal electric. It's white space that's incl uded
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there, yep, so it doesn't look like there's a |line
connecting it in that figure. | think it's very snall
and they just haven't represented it, but | don't know.
| couldn't say.

MR. ACKEN: M. Chairman, | would have been
done a while ago if | could have gotten a yes or no.

BY MR ACKEN:

Q So, yes or no, is there a blue line fromthe
noncoal --
A | don't see one. | don't see one now, yeah
Q So that's a no?
A Yes, that's a no.
MR. ACKEN: Thank you. | appreciate that.

No further questions.

CHW. KATZ: What I'mgoing to do is we'll

take about -- sorry to do this to you, Professor, but
we're going to take about a 15-m nute break. [|I'm
showi ng it about a quarter to 3:00, or 2:46, | think,
our time. | think you're on the sane tine as we are.
So we'll resunme at about 3:00 or a couple m nutes past,
okay?

MR, COLLINS: Ckay.
(Of the record from2:45 p.m to 3:00 p.m)
CHWN. KATZ: | don't know with certainty,

M. Acken, whether you were finished or had a few nore
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questi ons.

MR. ACKEN: Thank you, M. Chairman. | have
not hing further for this wtness.

CHWN. KATZ: Okay. W'll then proceed to
M. Rich, if he has questions of this particular
W t ness.

MR RICH Just a couple of questions. Gve
me one second to | og back into ny conputer.

CHWN. KATZ: Take your tine.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY VR R CH
Q Good afternoon. | don't know if you were

wat ching earlier, but ny nane is Court Rich and |I'm an
attorney representing the Sierra Club. | have just
have a coupl e of questions for you.

Have you been able to watch any of the
testinony that's cone before you fromother w tnesses?

CHW. KATZ: You're nmuted. |'Ill make sure
it's not on our end, but you're still not com ng
t hrough. Try again.

MR COLLINS: 1Is it on your end?

MR RICH W can hear you now.

CHWN. KATZ: W can hear you now.

MR, COLLINS: GCkay. GCkay. Good. | don't
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know what happened t here.

The only testinony |'ve seen so far was from
M. G&Gineski.
BY VR RI CH

Q Ckay. Geat. Wll, earlier SRP had a
W t ness, one of their consultants on this case, who
testified that essentially there was not an issue with
environnental justice in this proceeding. And | guess,
just in a summary, what's your position on whether or
not there is an environnental justice issue?

A Yeah, that's -- for ne it's -- | would say
the opposite. For ne, the issue surrounds the
characteristics of the community, the fact that it's a
historically black comunity and today remains --
conti nues to have a very high conposition of black
African Anerican residents, as well as Hispanic, Latino
residents, and | understand sone Native Anerican
presence as well, and that this community is confronted
wth a facility that rel eases harnful pollutants into
t he nearby environnent where they live and, to ny
under st andi ng, hasn't received substantial benefit from
it. It falls in line with ny understandi ng of
envi ronnent i njusti ce.

Q Ckay. And you're not being conpensated for
gi vi ng your opinion today, are you?
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A No. No. This is purely pro bono. |'m not
recei vi ng anyt hi ng.
MR RICH COkay. That's all | have. Thank
you.
MR, STAFFORD: No questions, Chairnan.
CHWN. KATZ: Anything further from Ms. Post?
MS. POST: Yes.
CHW. KATZ: Onh, let ne ask, does the
Cor por ati on Conm ssi on have any questions?

M5. UST: No questions from Staff. Thank

you.
CHWN. KATZ: Thank you ki ndly.
REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MS. POST:
Q M. Acken asked you several tinmes about

whet her these particul ar studi es focused on natural gas
or not. And ny question would be: Wen you' re | ooking
at the anbient pollution level in the air fromPM.5
and PMLO, does it matter where it cones fronf

A When peopl e are studying health effects and
outcones, they typically | ook at the anbient |evels.
The source-specific contribution isn't something, when
peopl e are concerned about health effects, they are
typically looking at to understand the rel ationship
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bet ween a pol | utant exposure and a heal t h out cone.

Now, in this case, | do think it's rel evant.
| think it's -- obviously the question -- there are
questi ons surroundi ng how nuch pollution -- added
pollution will be created by the expansion of the

facility, and obviously the case revol ves around that.
But the question as to the inpacts on this comunity
have to be considered in reference to anmbi ent pollution
| evel s.

And so | think there was -- yeah, it was a
little bit hard for ne to follow that, | guess, because
for nme the anbient pollution levels are a critical part
of the story as to whether any additional pollution
woul d cause harmor not. And so, you know, even the
report focuses on those anbi ent background pol |l ution
l evels with respect to additions that would cone from
t he expansion of the facility. So I don't -- yeah. |
guess ny point is that all source pollution matters.
It's the concentrations that are key in terns of
considering the inpacts on a popul ati on.

Q Dr. Gineski testified just before you, of
course, and she said that even snmall |evels of increase
harm a person's health. So even if the |evel of
increase is small, does that have an inpact on the
primarily mnority popul ati on of Randol ph?
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A Yeah, | see what you're saying. That's ny
understanding too. | have sone famliarity with recent
studies in the air pollution epidemology literature
t hat have found that the -- nobst of these studies have
not found a safe threshold. So |ike the NAAQS, our
National Air Quality Standards, are founded on the
presunption that there is sonme sort of safe exposure
threshold to these pollutants. The air pollution
epidemology literature is increasingly finding very
cl ear evidence that really such safe exposure
t hreshol ds does not exist, that increases at relatively
| ow | evel s of anbi ent background pollution are
associated with adverse health effects in people.

Sone studies are finding, with PM2.5, that
actually the dose response relationship at |ower |evels
of exposure is actually steeper and tails off, such
that the increases at low |l evels nay actually be nore
heal th harm ng than i ncreases at high levels. So
that's the point that Dr. Gineski is making. | do --
based on what I'mfamliar with in the literature,

t hose were wel |l -founded poi nts.

Q And there was a bit of a comrmuni cati on
pr obl em bet ween you and the other attorney regarding --
you said that you thought he was m sinterpreting or
m sunder st andi ng sone of the studies as he was tal king
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about how to allocate PM2.5 through the entire United
States or just in Randol ph or in Pinal County or in
Arizona. Could you explain what m sunderstandi ng you
t hi nk he was under?

A Vell, | think the point -- ny understandi ng
was t hat he thought that these studies didn't focus on
Randol ph or did not maybe perhaps include Randol ph in
the studies, and that's not actually the case. All the
studi es nentioned actually were inclusive of -- they're
national studies in the contiguous United States. They
excl ude Al aska and Hawaii. So if you're focusing on
Al aska or Hawaii, | would say, well, the study doesn't
really enconpass those states. But these studies have
focused on the contiguous United States. Randol ph and
Arizona are included in those studies, is one thing I
woul d cl arify.

Q So just because a specific snall little area
| i ke Randol ph is not nmentioned in this study, does that
mean that the findings do not apply to that place?

A I would say | would disagree with that idea,
yes, that the findings are inapplicable to the case of
Randol ph if, for sone reason, the comunity of Randol ph
isn't nmentioned in a study that focuses on the entire
contiguous United States.

M. POST: | have no further questions.
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CHWN. KATZ: May this wtness be excused?

MEMBER HAMMY: No, | have a questi on.

CHW. KATZ: Onh, | keep doing that.

Ms. Hammay -- or, Menber Hamnay, pl ease.

MEMBER HAMMY: Ckay. So I'mjust trying to
get a better understanding for nyself of when
environnental justice or environnmental racism--

CHWN. KATZ: Hold on. Perhaps -- | think
we're getting feedback from your voice going through
t he speakers of Dr. Collins and it getting -- | don't
know how we renedy that.

MEMBER HAMMY: Is it better close or back?

CHW. KATZ: | don't think it's you. | think
it's comng out of his speakers and goi ng back into the

m cr ophone of the Professor.

MR. COLLINS: 1'mgoing to nute while you
speak.

CHWN. KATZ: Ckay. Go ahead.

MEMBER HAMMY: | don't think that's doing
it. | think it's us.

CHW. KATZ: Well, now that different. Go
ahead. You might need to go closer, but we were
getti ng feedback.

MEMBER HAMMY: C oser or back?

CHW. KATZ: d oser.
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MEMBER HAMMAY: Ckay. So what I'mtrying to
get an understanding of is -- because | do | and use
deci si ons, have been doing themfor a long tine, so |
just amtrying to nake nyself nore aware of when
environnental justice or environnental racism m ght
cone into play into a | and use decision that | m ght
make in the future.

And so this property was rezoned fromag to
i ndustrial | think in 2011. And if I'mwong, please
correct ne. So | just want to know if that particul ar
action of a rezoning is environnental racism or does
it have to be next to a community of color or a
community of -- a mnority conmunity and then does it
becone environnmental justice or environnental racism
or is it until the industrial conponent is built and
begins emtting, is that when it becones environnent al
raci sm or ever?

MR, COLLINS: I'mtrying to process the
question. It's conplex. | nean, this is a conplex
area here. A lot of people have different conceptions
of what constitutes racismin the first place. Many
people think that for sonething to be a racist act it
must be reducible to intentional neglectful or maligned
acts. People who study environnental justice tend to
conceive of it as sonmething that's nbre enconpassi ng
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that has structural or institutional features, where
raci smcan occur due to disparate outcones of a
deci sion where intent wasn't at play.

In this case, | would consider decisions that
relate to the land use. A lot of people in
environnental justice literature do focus on these

questions of |and use and they think about these issues

in historical context, |ike what sorts of deci sions
paved the way for a particular comunity to be -- to
suddenly, over tine -- not suddenly, but over tine to

have industrial sort of |and uses concentrate in its
madst. And it does matter, you know, what the
conposition of that comunity is. And so those things
do matter.

| nean, | typically would not see soneone
make an argunent about a case being environnentally
unjust if there isn't a population that has particul ar
characteristics, a racial-ethnic mnority di sadvant age,
econom ¢ di sadvantage i s another factor that people
consi der when they try to assess whether a conmmunity
may have been subject to environnental injustice.

So I'd say that the response depends on the
particulars to how !l would interpret it. And |and use
decisions | think do matter, yes.

MEMBER HAMMY: So this conmunity, in the
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'20s, was established next to the railroad. So | think
t oday you woul d probably say that that is probably
environnental injustice if we put a railroad next to a
bl ack community, right, or a transm ssion |ine? |
mean, we try to keep these things in corridors,
transportation corridors. And in this particular
instance, in the 1920s and 1930s, this comunity grew
up around the railroad, so --

MR. COLLINS: Right. Yeah, and | think
that's the case in a lot of western U.S. contexts. |
think a |l ot of communities sprung up around rail |ines
to begin with. And then with the advent of autonobile
transportation and air-conditioning in Arizona, you had
the sort of urban expansion that people tend to
associate with a netropolis |ike Phoenix, whereby a | ot
of people now don't |ive anywhere near a railroad. But
| do believe early settlenent in Phoenix, for exanple,
and in many places in Arizona, if you' re going back
to before statehood, you're going to have people
settling near rail lines in many cases, yes.

MEMBER HAMMY: So it's not the act
necessarily of rezoning, it's when the rezoning i s next
to a sensitive comunity that it could becone
envi ronnental racisnf?

MR. COLLINS: Yeah, no one is going to claim
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t hat sonet hing was a case of environnental racismif
there's no basis for believing that there was a -- that
race was at play in any way. Race wouldn't be at play
if you had a -- if you didn't have a di sadvant aged
community there in the first place.

MEMBER HAMMY: Ckay. Thank you.

CHWN. KATZ: Any other Commttee Menbers have
any questions?

MEMBER BRANUM  Chairman, this is Menber
Branum | have a question.

CHWN. KATZ: Yes, sir. Go ahead.

MEMBER BRANUM So | don't really know who

can answer this for me, but -- | appreciate the
testinony we just heard, and I"'mtrying to, | guess,
frame what | heard with kind of the air permt

di scussion that SRP had presented in its testinony. |
guess I'mjust trying to reconcile sone of the issues
di scussed here with the air permt process and | guess

the standards that the EPA has set and | guess the air

permt will hold SRP accountable for too.
So | guess ny question -- the first question
is: |Is the request here that any additional pollution

-- any additional pollution fromthe operation of this
pl ant not exceed the existing air permt requirenents,
or is the concern that this -- the comunity is already
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I npacted, and any additional, | guess, pollution,
regardl ess of whether the EPA guidelines are satisfied
by SRP"s ability to obtain this air permt, is still
unaccept abl e and shoul d not go forward?

| don't know if ny question is clear. |
guess I'mjust trying to understand if the EPA or the
authority having jurisdiction is granting the permt,
and the agency that the sets the pollution threshol ds,
if you would -- I'"'mby no neans an expert in this
realm so I'mcertainly asking for help. But if SRP
can obtain a pernmt, by virtue of getting that permt
is the EPA essentially saying that the health risks are
known, but because they're under this threshold, we're
confortable with the operation of this plant?

MR. COLLINS: 1Is that a question for nme? |
just want to --

CHW. KATZ: |If you understood it or --

MR. COLLINS: | understood the gist of it.
Sone of it | don't think I"'mat -- it's not really --
that | arger argunment isn't one that |I'm necessarily the
architect of, | guess.

| think I would tend to | ean toward the
latter interpretation you said whereby you said we know
this community is inpacted already and that -- | nean,
scientifically we know that increases in pollution are
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likely to add burden, but that -- sure, the EPA -- |I'm
not even certain. |'ve | ooked at the tabul ar

i nformati on provi ded about how these increases my
inmpact air quality. | do see that for nmany of them
they will be below the -- they will not put Pinal
County in nonattai nment status. That doesn't refute
the fact that this wll not be good for this conmunity
and may present health harns to this comunity, if that
is an answer to your question.

MEMBER BRANUM  Thank you. | think that
answers sone of what I'mtrying to westle with, what
l'mwestling wwth here. And | know that probably
under further neditation | could have crafted that
question a little bit better, so | appreciate that.

And really I think I was kind of putting it out there
for either you or maybe SRP or whoever.

But | guess a followup question or idea that
kind of popped up in ny mindis, earlier | thought I
heard SRP -- an SRP witness state that the air permt
process, there's a public process conmponent of it. And
| guess ny question is: Do you or the citizens of
Randol ph -- do they plan to participate and basically,
| guess, let Pinal County, the agency that's going to
be issuing this permt, |let themknow that there's this
concern that even though the threshol ds have been set,
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the plant will not exceed those, that there's still
this concern and they want the County to take naybe a
cl oser | ook or another | ook before it issues this
permt.

MR COLLINS: I'mnot sure of the intent -- |
don't know when the public hearing period is. | do
think the community should definitely speak up during
public comment. That's what that's intended for. But
yes, they should definitely take that as an
opportunity.

CHW. KATZ: | just had a question, and it's
not one that's probably easy to answer. But we have a
situation in which sone sources of pollution create
significant increases in anbient -- poor anmbient air
quality at or near the source, such as at the plant or
close by to the Randol ph community, and ot her sources
of pollution disperse fromthe source fairly quickly
and obviously affect the anbient air quality of a
| arger area. And | don't know whet her any of the
studi es have been done with a focus on gas generated
power on source pollution versus conmmunity pollution,
and it could nmake a difference in terns of how greatly
the community adjacent or near the plant m ght be
af f ect ed.

You' re nmuted, | think.

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



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

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

LS CASE NO. 197 VOLUME | V 02/ 10/ 2022 822

MR. COLLINS: Yeah, that's interesting. |'ve
done sone work | ooking at other pollutants as well. |
think PMLO tends to reside nearby em ssions. PM.5,
there's secondary formation that can occur that. It
can inpact a little bit larger of an area. Ozone is an
interesting one. It's entirely secondary fornmation.
And ozone, you know, the highest concentrations are
often downw nd at great distance fromthe source. So |
see what you're saying. This is conplex, yeah.

CHWN. KATZ: Thanks.

MEMBER LI TTLE: M. Chairman.

CHWN. KATZ: Yes.

MEMBER LI TTLE: This is Menber Little.

CHW. KATZ: Yes, Menber Little.

MEMBER LI TTLE: Sort of in the sane lines as
what Menber Branum was asking, |'mcurious -- and
don't know who can answer this. Perhaps Ms. Post. The
whol e area is zoned industrial, and | know there's a
concrete plant already in existence there. And I'm
just wondering, when future industry tries to locate in
that area, which they could because it's zoned for
that, if the citizens of Randol ph intend to basically
intervene in those, if that's even possible? | don't
know.

CHWN. KATZ: That's sonething | don't think
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we can answer in these proceedi ngs. But obviously,
anybody that m ght be adversely affected by any
increase in industry can bring -- or, can intervene in
one of these proceedings or file a |lawsuit or whatever
they think is appropriate.

MEMBER GENTLES: M. Chairman, this is Menber
Cent | es.

CHWN. KATZ: Yes, sir.

MEMBER GENTLES: Just sone clarification,
because |1've been struggling with this the entire
hearing. The plant is going to double in its size and
it's a conplete build-out, | believe, correct? And
this is addressed to anybody on the SRP team or anybody
else. So if that's the case, does that nean that the
em ssions fromthe plant will double as well, or does
that nmean that there's a different standard that w |
be in place based on the size of the plant? | just
need a little bit nore clarification on that, because
" mstruggling to understand how a plant of this size
woul d conply with the em ssions regulations that are --
that they're trying to neet now.

CHW. KATZ: And | don't know if this wtness
is capable of answering that, and | don't necessarily
want to get into the |lawers trying to give their
presentation. W mght be able to recall a w tness at
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a later point in tine.

MEMBER CGENTLES: GCkay. That's fine. | don't
want to sl ow anything down, but | certainly would |ike
that clarification or at |east further understandi ng.

CHW. KATZ: The one thing that was indicated
is that these new generators woul d be running no nore
than a thousand hours per year and they wouldn't be all
running at the sane tine, at |least as currently
pl anned. But | won't pretend to be a witness in this
matter, so we'll see if anybody el se | ater can answer
t hat questi on.

Any ot her questions, though, for this
wtness, Dr. Collins?

(No response.)

CHWN. KATZ: You are excused. | thank you
very much for your courtesy and your tine. And | don't
think we'll be recalling you, but if so, it will be up
to Ms. Post to |let you know. But thanks kindly.

MR. COLLINS: Thank you.

CHWN. KATZ: And you may di sconnect yourself
fromus or | eave our neeting.

Do we have our next wi tness ready or how are
we goi ng to proceed?

M5. POST: No, we don't. | could call Ron
in;, but if we did that, then we're going to be very
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short for w tnesses tonorrow norni ng. Because the two
residents were planning to testify tonorrow norning.

CHWN. KATZ: | also don't know what the plans
woul d be with respect to witnesses for the Sierra C ub.

MR RICH M. Chairman, we had agreed on a
date certain, and our w tnesses are prepared, and one
is comng fromout of town, to present on Tuesday.

CHWN. KATZ: Next Tuesday?

MR RICH  Yes.

MR, ACKEN. W had asked for flexibility, but
-- just to clarify the record.

CHWN. KATZ: Yeah, | want flexibility. |
just want to know whether we're going to | eave -- be
done early tonmorrow and then busy agai n next week, but
hopefully not through the end of the week.

MR, ACKEN:. So let nme speak to the schedul e,
and maybe | can be a little clear. Again, we had asked
for flexibility. WRA and Randol ph have gi ven us that
flexibility. Sierra Cub has said they needed a date
certain, and so that's what they have -- that's what
t hey have.

As far as witnesses go, as Ms. Post said, she
has two avail abl e tonorrow norni ng, that | understand.

MS. PCST: Correct.

MR. ACKEN: And then M. Stafford has his
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W t ness that can go tonorrow afternoon, but can't go
earlier than tonorrow afternoon. So that's what we can
do tonorrow afternoon, and then Monday pick up with the
four remai ni ng Randol ph w t nesses.

MS. POST: Correct.

MR. ACKEN: So perhaps we can get to a |later
start Monday so that we don't all -- so again, we can
start a little later in the day, we don't have to cone
down here Sunday eveni ng.

CHW. KATzZ: Well, | know a lot of the
Menbers of the Committee and perhaps a | ot of the
W t nesses here and | awers are planning to travel,
whether it's to Phoenix or Safford or el sewhere. |
know that |I'm not staying and would |Iike to get hone
Fri day evening. The Commttee has pretty nmuch agreed
that we'd like to start at 1:00 on Monday, even though
sone mght prefer to start earlier. It's just awf ul
hard for us to get up and get --

MS. POST: Could | speak to that, please?

CHWN. KATZ: Yes, please.

M5. POST: We have two of the witnesses |eft
that didn't speak today, obviously, and they do have
time limts and one has to be gone by 2:00. So if we
start at 1:00, that's going to be difficult.

CHWN. KATZ: |Is that Monday?
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MS. POST: Monday. |Is it possible to at
| east start at 12:00 or 11:007?

CHWN. KATZ: O we could start at 1:00 and go
| ater.

M5. POST: Well, one has to be gone by 2:00
and the other has to be gone by 5:00. So we could put
the -- the one that has to be gone by 2:00, put her on
i mMedi ately at 1: 00, and then do her cross and get her
out, and then put the other one on. And then | would
have Stapp -- he can cone after 2: 30.

CHWN. KATZ: Wll, do you think we can get
t hi ngs done properly and accommopdate the w tnesses if
we start at 1:007?

M5. POST: | think it will be hard. 12:00?
Could we start at 12:00 at |east?

CHWN. KATZ: | don't know if we want to get
input fromthe Committee right now or have us let you
know t onor r ow.

M. POST: O maybe figure it out tonorrow.
| can talk to the wtnesses tonight.

CHW. KATZ: Okay. What | think we could do
is, obviously, with your two wi tnesses tonorrow norning
and M. Stafford' s witness --

How | ong do you think your wtness wll take,
| "' mjust curious, and what tine would we likely start
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wth that individual, about 1:007?
MR. STAFFORD: Are you asking me, Chairnan?
CHWN. KATZ: Yes, sir.

MR. STAFFORD: | anticipate putting himon
i medi ately after lunch. | don't expect himto be on
the stand nore than two hours, | would think, including

cross, hopefully.

CHWN. KATZ: What |I'mjust saying is that we
don't need to go into the evening likely late tonorrow.

Is there anything we can productively do now,
or does it nake sense to recess?

Yes, M. Acken.

MR. ACKEN:. W can recess briefly because --
and this may or may not be productive, but I'mgoing to
try to see if we can clarify the confusi on on what was
Table 7. That was a typo error. The correct table is
also in the application as Table 5, also in Exhibit B,
but on Page 6-3. The PDF nunmber for that is -- | wll
get to you presently.

CHWN. KATZ: Do you want to just take a short
recess and perhaps the parties can consult with one
anot her and see whet her we need any additi onal

clarification or not?

MR. ACKEN:. That's fine. Well, if you want
to take the tine to cone back. | just wanted that
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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record to be cleaned up as to the correct table.

CHWN. KATZ: Wll, if there's no objection,
we coul d have you do that and allow the other |awers
to engage in cross-examnation if they feel it
necessary on that limted i ssue. Any objection to
doing that?

MR. ACKEN: It was brought up in the
testi nony --

CHW. KATZ: | know it was.

MR. ACKEN:. Yeah, okay.

CHW. KATZ: | nean, it's not normally the
time for redirect, but | just want to keep us noving.

MR. ACKEN:. Yeah, | hear you.

CHW. KATZ: So if there's no objection, we
could at least focus only on that one point through
you, M. Acken, and then allow all of our other parties
to cross-exanmne, if necessary, and then recess for the
day and pick back up at 9:00 tonorrow norning.

And | et nme ask you, Ms. Post, do you believe
that your witnesses wll be -- if we start at 9:00, be
done by about noon or slightly thereafter?

M5. POST: Yes. But you were going to have
Di ane Brown first at 9:00.

CHWN. KATZ: Yeah, that's true, but |I'm going
to give her the sane -- she may not like it, but I'm
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going to give her the sane three or four m nutes that
we gave everyone el se.

M5. POST: So then we'll have Melvin More
first, because he's the ol der gentlenan that doesn't
have a lot of stam na, and then Ron will take |onger
t han Mel vi n.

CHWN. KATZ: But you still think we by
 unchti me should be done with those two?

M5. POST: Yes, we should be done by
lunchtime. [I'll try to also get Wiittaker on hold just
in case we have tinme, with your witness or mne in the
norning, to see if he can fill in if that happens.

CHWN. KATZ: Ckay. | don't see any reason
why we shoul dn't keep going for at least a little while
l onger. |'m not hearing any vociferous objections or
any at all.

So if you wanted to try to clarify that one
i ssue, M. Acken, you can do that, subject to that
W t ness being further cross-exam ned.

MR. ACKEN: Thank you, M. Chairman. As the
benefit of the project nmanager, M. Mclellan will try
to get this clarified for us.

CHW. KATZ: And you're still under oath or
affirmation.

And you may proceed, Counsel.
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Bl LL MCCLELLAN - RECALLED,
recall ed as a witness on behalf of the Applicant,
havi ng been previously affirnmed by the Chairnman to
speak the truth and nothing but the truth, was further

exam ned and testified as foll ows:

FURTHER REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR ACKEN:

Q M. Mclellan, you're going to need a copy of
the application. So do you have one up there?

MEMBER HAMMY: Here is m ne.

MS. POST: Could you reference the nunber in
the original application -- it's 386 pages -- again in
t he PDF?

MR. ACKEN: Yes, I'mgoing to get to that.

M5. POST: Ckay.

BY MR ACKEN:

Q M. Mclellan, do you have the application in
front of you?

A Yes.

Q l'"mgoing to ask you to turn to this --
agai n, the application has been marked for
identification as SRP Exhibit 1. |I'd like you to turn
to Exhibit B, Page 9, Table --

CHW. KATZ: And | have the a hard cover, but
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1 can we project the charts that you're going to be

2 looking at up on the screen?

3 MR. ACKEN: You bet.

4 CHW. KATZ: And is that Appendi x B?

5 MR. ACKEN: Yes, M. Chairman.

6 CHWN. KATZ: \Wenever you're ready.

7 MR. ACKEN. Well, we need to get this

8 screen -- can we just scroll up to Table 7? Thank you.
9 BY MR ACKEN:

10 Q And do you have that in front of you,

11 M. Mcclellan?

12 A Yes.

13 Q Do you recall the testinony today fromthe

14 Randol ph wi tness, Professor --

15 A G i neski .
16 Q Thank you.
17 A Yes, | do.
18 Q Regarding this table?

19 CHWN. KATZ: You m ght need to change the

20 angle of your mcrophone. W're getting sone feedback.
21 Ckay. Go ahead.

22 BY MR ACKEN:

23 Q And do you recall there was a di scussion

24  about potential inaccuracies in that table?

25 A Yes.
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Q I'd like you to turn to, it's a later page in
Exhibit B that is |abeled 6-3, Table 5. It is in the
air dispersion nodeling for the proposed expansi on of
t he Cool i dge CGenerating Station towards the end of
Exhibit B. And I"'mgoing to try and get PDF nunbers as
well. OCnh, it's in front of nme. It's 143 of 394. Do
you have that in front of you?

A Yes.

Q I'd like you to conpare -- let's |eave
Table 5 on the screen and have you | ook at Table 7 in
the hard copy that's in front of you. Do you have that
in front of you?

A Yes.

CHWN. KATZ: Do you think you could put both
of them up, one on one screen and one on the other?
MR. ACKEN. That's a great idea.
And this is Table 7.
CHW. KATZ: There is Table 7 now.
BY MR ACKEN:

Q It is shown as Page 53 of 394 in the PDF
version. Again, Page 9 of Exhibit B to the
appl i cati on.

So M. Mecclellan, you now have both tables in
front of you. Do you see that?

A Yes.
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Q Can you confirmthat the table that's | abel ed
Table 5 is the correct version?

A Yes.

Q And Table 7 has a typographical error, is
t hat correct?

A Yes, that's correct.

Q Ckay. So can you confirmthat for N2 the

1- hour standard is 188 m crograns per cubic neter?

A Yes.

Q And the next analysis result shows that the
project will be in conpliance with that standard?

A Yes.

Q And t he annual standard for NO2 is 100
m crograms per cubic neter?

A Yes.

Q And the total concentration will be 19.2
m crograms per cubic neter?

A Yes.

Q And that 19.2 is the results of the nodeling
anal ysi s?

A Yes, that's correct.

Q And for PM2.5 the 24-hour standard is 35

m crograms per cubic neter?

A Yes.
Q And the total concentration fromthe anbi ent
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air quality nodeling is 21.9 m crograns per cubic
nmet er ?

A Yes.

Q And for the annual PM2.5 standard, it is 12
m crograms per cubic neter?

A Yes.

Q And the total concentration is 8.97
m crograms per cubic neter?

A Yes, that's correct.

Q Agai n, that 8.97 nunber cones fromthe
anbi ent air quality dispersion nodeling?

A Yes.

Q And t he PMLO 24-hour standard is 150
m crograms per cubic neter?

A Yes.

Q And the total concentration from anmbient air

qual ity dispersion nodeling is 137 mcrograms per cubic

nmet er ?
A Yes, that's correct.
MR. ACKEN: Thank you. No further questions.
CHWN. KATZ: Any cross-exam nation?
MEMBER LI TTLE: This is Menber Little. |
woul d just like to thank you very nmuch for that. | was

very confused.
MR. ACKEN: So was | . You' re wel cone. Thank
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you.

CHWN. KATZ: Anything further?

MR, STAFFORD: No questi ons.

M5. POST: No questi ons.

CHWN. KATZ: Are we going to recess early,
then, for today and pick back up at 9: 00 tonorrow
nor ni ng?

(No response.)

CHW. KATZ: Okay. Anything further fromthe
Conmmi ttee before we take our break?

(No response.)

CHWN. KATZ: Ckay. Thanks. W do stand in
recess.

(The hearing recessed at 3:38 p.m)
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STATE OF ARI ZONA )
COUNTY OF MARI COPA )

BE IT KNOMN that the foregoi ng proceedi ngs
were taken before ne; that the foregoing pages are a
full, true, and accurate record of the proceedings all
done to the best of ny skill and ability; that the
proceedi ngs were taken down by ne in shorthand and
thereafter reduced to print under ny direction.

| CERTIFY that | amin no way related to any
of the parties hereto nor aml in any way interested in
t he out cone hereof.
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ethical obligations set forth in ACIA 7-206(F)(3) and
ACJA 7-206 J(1)(9)(1l) and (2). Dated at Phoeni x,
Ari zona, this 18th day of February, 2022.
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