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BE | T REMEMBERED t hat t he above-entitled and
nunbered matter cane on regularly to be heard before the
Ari zona Power Plant and Transm ssion Line Siting
Comm ttee at the Mesa Convention Center, 263 North Center
Street, Mesa, Arizona, commencing at 10:12 a.m on the

10t h day of Septenber, 2018.

BEFORE: THOMAS K. CHENAL, Chairman

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

AL VILLEGAS, JR, Counties

JAMES PALMER, Agriculture

PATRI CI A NOLAND, Public Menber

JACK HAENI CHEN, Public Menber

APPEARANCES:
For the Applicant, Salt River Project:

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

M. Garrett J. Jd exa

16150 North Arrowhead Fountains Center Drive
Suite 250

Peoria, Arizona 85382-4754

and

JENNI NGS, STROUSS & SALMON, P.L.C.
M. Kenneth C. Sundl of, Jr.

One East Washi ngton Street

Suite 1900

Phoeni x, Ari zona 85004- 2554
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APPEARANCES:

For the Charles Feenstra Dairy LLC, Van Rijn Dairy, the
Barbara M and Charles L. Feenstra Trust, the John and
Brenda Van Oterloo Famly Trust, Billy and Nora D.
Maynard, the Billy and Nora D. Maynard Trust, Di anne
Maynard, Mesa-Casa G ande Land Co. LLC, Rijlaarsdam
Dairy, the R jlaarsdam Fam |y Trust, the Jacob and Mary
Ri j | aarsdam Trust, Robinson Farms Inc., Robo Land LLC,
the H and d enda Stechnij Trust, Pieter and Jody Van
Rijn:

ROSE LAW GROUP, P.C.

M. Eric A Hill

7144 East Stetson Drive
Suite 300

Scottsdal e, Arizona 85251

For the Town of Queen Creek:

DI CKI NSON WRI GHT, P.L.L.C.
M. Janes T. Braselton

M. Vail d oar

1850 North Central Avenue
Suite 1400

Phoeni x, Ari zona 85004

For PPG\-El | sworth, LLLP; PPG\-Core, LLLP; PPG\-Crisnon,
LLLP; PPGN-WIIliams, LLLP; and PPG\ Ray, LLLP:

GAMVAGE & BURNHAM

M. Caneron C. Artigue
Two North Central Avenue
15t h Fl oor

Phoeni x, Arizona 85004

For City of Mesa:

M. Wlbert J. Taebel
Assistant City Attorney
City of Mesa

PO Box 1466

Mesa, Arizona 85211-1466

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



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

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

LS CASE NO. 180 VOL [l 09/ 10/ 2018 379

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's go on the record. This is
the nmorning session for continuation of the SRP hearing.

We're going to take the tour. And as we have
in the past, we'd |like the questions to be limted
primarily to what we're | ooking at when we get to the key
observation points. It's difficult for the court
reporter to take down extended testinony, but there are
sone questions -- we always allow the nenbers to ask sone
questions and get clarification on points. But then when
we cone back, we can have a nore extended di scussion
about the tour and the points that are rai sed.

So when we cone back, actually, | think the way
we left it on Friday is we'll sinply adjourn, have | unch,
and then pick up the hearing at 1:00. | think that's the
direction that we gave. | think it's unfair to conme back
and have any testinony or discussion w thout them having
an opportunity to be here. So that's point one.

And point two, this norning, ny office sent out
a draft CEC that includes sone -- a few additional
conditions for discussion that are conditions that we' ve
used in previous cases. Again, this is kind of trying to
devel op a nore standardi zed set that we have used in
previ ous cases so we have them for discussion and we'l|
have on the screen.

| spoke with the applicant's attorneys. Wen

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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we get to that point when we discuss the conditions,
we'll have the applicant's nbost recent version, which |
believe will be introduced as an exhibit, which has
alternative treatnents for the routes and the nost
recent -- their nost recent version of their conditions
and descri pti ons.

And then on the other screen wll be the one
that I wll mark as an exhibit, and we'll have a few
addi ti onal conditions for discussion.

And then we'll create the final version, which
wll have its own exhibit nunber. | think that will make
it easy to keep things straight.

One exhibit will be SRP's exhibit. One will be

m ne. And so when soneone's reading the record | ater on,

they' Il know which version we're referring to, and it
wll be in the record as an exhibit. And then what we
finally end up with, the "final" one that we'll vote on,
w ll obviously be the final. So | think that will make
it easier.

| think we've done that in previous cases and
have kind of come to -- landed on this as a way to kind
of make this easy to foll ow when soneone's reading the
record.

So anything we need to discuss before we start
the tour?

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

MEMBER WOODALL: | would just |ike to have hard
copi es of both proposed forns of the CEC, and | assune
that you are going to do that.

CHW. CHENAL: We'll have those at -- it should

be, at 1:00, ready to go.

And, again, | think -- well, the last point I'd
like to make is this: Wen we cone back at 1, we'll have
sonme additional testinony. | don't know how long it's
going to take. And we'll start the process for the CEC

And | know |I've tal ked to sonme of you about
this just in passing, but ny strong preference would be
that we not race to get it finished today, but we give
ourselves plenty of tine and, in fact, if possible, you
know, finalize the process tonorrow. W've got plenty of
time to do it, and | just think this is going to take a
little time to have the di scussions on the routes and CEC
conditions. And maybe we'll surprise ourselves, but I'd
like to give ourselves plenty of tinme to do that and not
rush to finish today versus tonorrow.

Menmber Woodal | .

MEMBER WOODALL: Again, when it conmes tine to
del i berate, | propose enpowering our Chairman with the
ability to make techni cal conform ng | anguage,
grammati cal changes, to nake the docunent perfect rather

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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t han have us go through and say there should be a comma
here or etc., because | have conpl ete confidence in the
Chairman that he and his staff can maybe fix it that way.
That's just ny thought.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thanks.

Ckay. Well, wth that, does applicant have
anything to add before we start the tour?

MR SUNDLCF: No, Your Honor.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Let's adjourn to the bus
for the tour.

(The hearing recessed for the route tour at

10: 17 a. m)

(TIME NOTED:  10:26 a.m)

(Present for the route tour: Chairnman Chenal,
Menber Wbodal |, Menber Drago, Menber Ri ggins, Menber
Pal nrer, Menber Hamnay, Menber Vill egas, Menber Haeni chen,
Garrett O exa, Gant Snedley, MKke Jones, and Derrik

Berg.)

STOP 1

(TIME NOTED: 10:47 a.m)

CHW. CHENAL: This is the first stop on the
tour, key observation point 1. W wants to provi de an
expl anati on?

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

So, for the record, G ant Snedl ey, project
manager on behal f of the applicant.

So I''ll just kind of orient everyone. W're on
Elliot Road right now, and we're |ooking west towards the
202 freeway, so it's going north-south. |If you | ook out
your w ndow on this side, on the right side, you can see
our Santan-Browning transm ssion line. There's actually
two transmission lines in that corridor.

So the one that's closer to us is actually a
500kV line. And so what we're going to have to do -- so
the one that's south is a 500kV line. So we're going to
have to basically break our existing circuit and then
cone down and span underneath the 500 line to get to --
to build our new circuit com ng down south of the --
al ong the Loop 202 freeway.

And we've | ooked at that. There's a couple of
different ways we can do that, and we can -- we believe
it's feasible and we can neet all the required el ectri cal
clearances to do that. So it's not optinmal that the
500kV is south of the 230, but we can manage it and we
can i nterconnect there. So that's what we woul d do
t here.

And then we woul d prefer the east side of the
202, so we would cone along the east side, and then you

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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woul d see the |ine passing here.

On the south side of where we are is State
| and.

So the north side is owned by various private
| andowners. It's in the Elliot Road Technol ogy Corri dor.

The south side is all owned by the State Land
Depart nent .

That's all | have here unless there's any
questi ons.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any questions?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Let's go to key
observati on point No. 2.

(TIME NOTED:  10:51 a.m)

(The route tour attendees proceeded to Stop 2.)

STOP 2

(TIME NOTED:  10:55 a.m)

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Let's go back on the
record, and we are at key observation point No. 2.

M. Snedl ey.

MR. SMEDLEY: Yeah. So this is key observation
point No. 2. So, again, we're | ooking west at the Loop
202 freeway.

To the north, all of this is State land with

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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t he exception of just over the bushes here is the daycare
facility that | noted during ny testinony. So the |ine
woul d cone, on our preferred approach, down the east side
of the 202 parallel to the freeway and then would cone
out about 200 feet to avoid the daycare, would cross

War ner Road, and then conme into this parcel which is a

| arge -- several parcels of land are | ocated on the south
side here. They are owned by Vi aWest.

And this is where we would need to do sone --
probably some reconfiguration of our 69kV system
Dependi ng on how we | ocate RS-31, we could span over the
69kV, but we may want to | ocate the poles -- collocate
the poles so that we have the 230 and the 69 underbuilt
comng into the station, depending on where it ends up
bei ng | ocated on the south side of Warner.

CHWN. CHENAL: And just to be clear, the south
side of where we are now is where the substation RS-31 is
proposed to be | ocat ed?

MR. SMEDLEY: That is correct.

So sonewhere in this large area, and we' ve
taken sone steps to shrink that area. W'IlIl talk about
that this afternoon. But we wanted sone flexibility
because of the possibility that we could |locate it right
here on Warner or we could locate it further back just to
work with that | andowner on what m ght be the nost

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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optimal location to maxim ze their ability to use the
| and.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any questions?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Very good. If | could ask the
driver to at |least do a drive by the daycare facility up

here before you make your U-turn, that woul d be hel pful

for us.

Thank you.

(TIME NOTED: 10:58 a.m)

(The route tour attendees proceeded to Stop 3.)
STOP 3

(TIME NOTED:  11:04 a.m)

CHW. CHENAL: Al right. So let's go back on
the record. W're at key observation point No. 3.

MR SMEDLEY: Ckay. So key observation point
No. 3, again, we're |looking west. This is at the 202/ 24
I nt er change.

And then to the north is this |arge area that
we have on the map shown in orange. So that's our
substation siting area.

So there are several parcels of land in this
area, but the primary owners where we woul d potentially
| ocate our substation are the ViaWst property that you

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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saw at the other point, and then Sunbelt Hol di ngs owns
sone |l and just south of there. So we'll likely locate in
one of those two different | and ownershi p parcels.

And so the line would cone out of the
subst ati on, depending on where it's |ocated, and woul d be
parallel to the 202/ 24 interchange just over the bushes
there until probably 1,000 feet north of Ray Road. So
we're on Ray Road right now So you think 1,000 feet
that way, we'll cross the freeway.

The 24 is the narrowest at that point, and
that's where we would want to do our crossings at the
sout h side of the 24.

And we'll go along, and we'll see a little bit
nore of where we'll end up on the airport property once
we cross, but that's what you kind see in this area.

Questions? O did | mss anything?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: What about the structures
that are requested? Are they higher than regul ar ones?

MR. SMEDLEY: So to cross the freeway, we would
probably need to have slightly higher structures,
probably about 150 feet, to get across the freeway, but
we woul d be able to do that and still neet all the FAA
requi rements.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: And what's the m ni nrum
clearance allowed to build a line across the road |ike

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

MR SMEDLEY: | think the standard 230
clearance is on the order of 25 feet. So on the road,
you just need to adjust to make sure you've got that
above the road surface.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further questions?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Thank you. Let's go
off the record, and we'l|l proceed to key observation
poi nt 4.

(TIME NOTED:  11:06 a.m)

(The route tour attendees proceeded to Stop 4.)

STOP 4

(TIME NOTED: 11:10 a.m)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Let's go back on the
record. W're at key observation point No. 4.

MR. SMEDLEY: Ckay. Key observation poi nt
No. 4. So this is -- in front of us to the west is all
Phoeni x- Mesa Gateway Airport property.

So the 24 is just to the right side. So we
woul d be, at this point, on the south side of 24
followng as closely as possible to the freeway.

The one thing I'lIl mention is we're actually

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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sitting over a drainage channel. 1It's called the
El l sworth Channel, and it's actually in the process of
bei ng relocated. So right now, this channel kind of
follows the freeway, and then it jogs down a little bit
into the airport and then back up.

The airport would like to relocate that channe
to make nore use of their property, so they' re worKking

right now wth ADOT and the Gty to do that. So what

we'l|l probably need to do is to coordinate with themto
make sure that our line can be | ocated nost likely on the
left side of that drainage channel, and I'll tal k about

that sone nore in ny testinony today. But that is our
current plan, so to be as close as possible to that
channel and follow it and then to cross El |l sworth Road,
whi ch you can see to your right here, to continue
following the future freeway alignnment. So that's what
we' ve got here.

CHWN. CHENAL: And then where is 24 in relation
to where we are right now?

MR SMEDLEY: It's just right there. So that's

the exit --

CHWN. CHENAL: Nort h?

MR. SMEDLEY: Yes. So where you see those cars
tothe right is the 24 freeway. So they'll nodify this
whol e area so that it will be a freeway strai ght through

COASH & CQOASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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past El Il sworth.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Where does 24 eventually go
to?

MR. SMEDLEY: It actually goes all they way out
to Ironwood and beyond. So that's the plan, that the
section that they're building in the next ten years is
fromEllswrth to I ronwood.

CHWN. CHENAL: So approximately how far south
are we right now at key observation point 4 from where
the structures would be placed, the towers?

MR SMEDLEY: | would say probably -- |
probably should verify this, but | would say probably 3-
to 500 feet. Well, naybe not that nuch, because the cars
are there, so it may be closer than that. It nay be a

coupl e hundred feet from here.

Because we'l |l be south of the freeway, but
we'll al so be south of this drainage channel. So you've
got -- when they relocate it in the future, we're going
to cross it. And so that's -- they'|l be probably a

coupl e hundred feet from here.

MEMBER DRAGO Are we facing due west right
her e?

MR SMEDLEY: Yes. Yes, we are. And the 24 is
sout hwest, so it's hard to picture w thout the act ual
freeway.

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



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

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

LS CASE NO. 180 VOL [l 09/ 10/ 2018

Any ot her

questions?

(No response.)

391

CHWN. CHENAL: Thanks. Let's go off the

record, and we'll go to point 5.

(TIME NOTED: 11:14 a.m)

(The route tour attendees proceeded t

STOP 5

(TIME NOTED: 11:19 a.m)

o Stop 5.)

(Janmes Braselton joined the route tour.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Fol ks, we're on the record.

M. Snedl ey, we're at key observati on point 5.

MR. SMEDLEY: Ckay. So key observati

5, if you look out the right side, you re | ook

and this is Crisnon
So as you

road at this tine.

a full arterial road.

Road.

on poi nt

ng sout h,

can see, it's not a very devel oped

The plan is for Mesa to nake it into

Wat we would do is | ocate on

either the east or the west side of Crisnbn Road.

If you |l ook north, that is the Pacifi

Proving --

c

CHWN. CHENAL: M. Braselton joined us.

MR. SNMEDLEY: |l can restart.

So what |
out the right side,
COASH & COASH,

wwWwW. coashandcoash. com

was saying is we are | ooking south

and this is Cri snon Road.

So it's

I NC. 602- 258- 1440
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not fully devel oped yet into a road, but the plan is to
do so into a full arterial road. W would | ocate on
either the east or the west side of Crisnon Road.

To the north, you have the Pacific Proving
parcel. And so if you look a little further to the
north -- you can't see it, obviously, but the 24 freeway
Is going to cone kind of diagonally across there. And
about a half mle up, it would continue due east.

And so we would bring our line on the south
side of the 24. And then when it hits Crisnon, we would
conme south and then cone across here on Pecos, either on
the east or the west side of Crisnon Road. That woul d be
t he pl an.

CHWN. CHENAL: And then fromthis point to P6
noted on the map where the line would tie in to State
Rout e 24, approximtely how far are we south fromt hat
point? Approximately half a mle, did you say?

MR. SMEDLEY: About half a mle, yeah.

Any questions?

CHWN. CHENAL: Any questions?

MR. BRASELTON: Yeah. | just have one or two
questions. As we |ook north fromwhere we're situated at
Pecos Road and Crisnpbn, we note there are no inprovenents
that woul d i npact the |ocation of the line; correct?

MR. SMEDLEY: | think Mesa plans to i nprove all
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of Crisnmon, so |I'mnot sure about that, actually.

MR. BRASELTON: Well, as we | ook north today,
there are no inprovenents constructed along Cri snon at
this tinme?

MR SMEDLEY: That is correct. Right.

MR. BRASELTON: And as we | ook south from here,
up until we get closer to Germann Road, there are no
i nprovenents on the east or the west side of Crisnon;
correct?

MR SMEDLEY: Not currently, that's correct.

MR BRASELTON: And Crisnon Road has not been
improved in this mle between Pecos on the north and
Germann on the south; correct?

MR. SMEDLEY: That is correct. Not currently.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further questions?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Let's go off the
record, and we'll resunme at key observation point No. 6.

(TIME NOTED:  11:22 a.m)

(The route tour attendees proceeded to Stop 6.)

STOP 6

(TIME NOTED: 11:31 a.m)

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Let's go back on the
record. W're at key observation point No. 6.
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M. Snedley, if you d |like to comment on what
we're | ooking at.

MR. SMEDLEY: So we're looking south if you
| ook out the front of the vehicle.

On the east side of the road, you have the
VI achos Nursery property. On the left side, this is
owned by Jorde Farns. Right next to us on the northwest
side is the Harris Cattle property, and that's the house
that we had tal ked about where we'd like to cross Crisnon
to avoid.

So either we'll be on the east or west side
here and then to have the |ine continue down into Queen
Creek. And half a mle south of here is where we'l|
i nterconnect with our Abel-Ball-Pfister |ine where this
project would be the term nati on point.

CHWN. CHENAL: And, to be clear, we're at the
nort hwest corner of Crisnon and Germann Road.

MR. SMEDLEY: Thank you, yes.

And then you can see the existing 69kV |ines
down on the east side of Crisnbn Road, so those are what
we woul d underbuild to our 230kv in the future, whether
it's on the east or the west side. That's all | have.

Any questi ons?

CHW. CHENAL: And if the line is going to be
on the west side of Crisnpon, would you take the existing
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69 distribution systemand nove it to the west as well
and col | ocate?

MR SMEDLEY: Yes, we would. That's correct.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. One or two questi ons.
W'l |l give every opportunity, M. Braselton, to have you
ask questions of M. Snedley. But in the field, it's
very difficult for the court reporter to take down.

MR OLEXA: And | would say just | think it's
nore appropriate that you ask your questions while we're
back at the hearing when all the rest of the parties and
intervenors are there as well. But | certainly think
it's appropriate that, you know, if there's sonething --
you want to point out sonething to the Commttee, that
you can certainly do so and get it on the record.

MR, BRASELTON: It's common to have testinony
in the field when the Commttee is | ooking at what you're
trying to point out.

First of all, on the northwest corner where we
are situated right now, that is the location of the only
resi dence between Gernmann and Pecos Road; correct?

MR SMEDLEY: That's correct.

MR BRASELTON: And SRP has committed to
stay -- to construct the new proposed 230kV |line on the
opposite side of Crisnon Road across fromthe residences,
not to go through the residential property; correct?
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MR SMEDLEY: W have indicated that we would
avoid the residence, so -- but | would say, we don't know
what the future of this property is, so |l would say it
i ke that.

MR BRASELTON: You've conmitted to avoid the
resi dence?

MR. SMEDLEY: We have indicated that we w ||
avoi d the house, yes.

MR BRASELTON: Ckay. And we can go into
further about what your CEC says about that |ater.

Second, can you see from here the scope of the
i nprovenents on Crisnon Road that were recently
constructed by the Town of Queen Creek? Can you tel
whet her there is curb and gutter on the west side of the
street ?

MR. SMEDLEY: So | would say that a nonth ago,
it wasn't paved. So it's been paved now, and it's a now
a two-lane road. It |ooks like there's sone curb and
gutter.

That's what | would be able to say from here.

MR, BRASELTON: Can you tell whether there's
curb and gutter on the west side and no curb and gutter
on the east side?

MR. SMEDLEY: It appears that way.

MR. BRASELTON: And you've confirned the 69kV
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lines are on the east side as they exist today; correct?

MR. SMEDLEY: Yes, sir.

MR BRASELTON: They're on those wooden power
pol es that we're | ooking at?

MR SMEDLEY: Yes, sir.

MR. BRASELTON: And so if you were to construct
the new |line on the west side, you' d have to nobve that
entire 69kV |line over to the west side; right?

MR SMEDLEY: We have indicated we woul d do
that, yes.

MR, BRASELTON: Can you see from here -- and
per haps you can't. But can you see from here an
el ectrical substation that's further south along Cri snon
Road just north of Queen Creek Road?

MR SMEDLEY: | can't see it, but | know it
exi st s.

MR, BRASELTON: Do you know what it's there
for?

MR. SMEDLEY: It's to connect a solar facility
that's | ocated south of Ryan Road through our 69kV
system

MR, BRASELTON: So that sol ar system connects
to and provides power to SRP, all of which is on the east
side of Crisnobn?

MR. SMEDLEY: Yes, sir.
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MR, BRASELTON:. Ckay. That's all | have.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further questions?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Let's go off the
record, and we'll resune the hearing at 1 p. m

(TIME NOTED:  11:36 a.m)

(The route tour attendees proceeded to the
hearing room arriving at 12:06 p.m)

(The hearing resuned at 1:16 p.m)

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Let's commence the
aft ernoon sessi on of the hearing.

| notice the applicant and parties are
represented, and we have our Comm ttee except
M . Haeni chen, who should be joining us shortly.

We had the tour, which | think was nost of us,
if not all of us, thought was very hel pful, and thank you
to the applicant for putting that together.

Are there any housekeeping itens we should
address before we get into -- return back to the
applicant for presentation of testinony?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Does the Commttee have any
questi ons?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: During the tour, | think I
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had -- before the tour started, | had indicated if there
were any foll owup questions regardi ng anything that was
seen during the tour that this would be the opportunity
to ask questions of the applicant's w tnesses,

M. Snmedley in particul ar.

So if anyone has any questions for foll ow up
for the tour, let me know now. If not, we'll just turn
to proceedi ng back to the applicant and |l et them put on
their additional w tnesses.

So, M. dexa, it's all yours, or M. Sundl of.

MR SUNDLOF: M. Sundlof. | just want to kick
it off. Thank you, Your Honor.

We're bringing back M. Snedley -- he's never
finished his testinony -- to basically answer the
questions that have been raised. And, also, in our
proposed CEC docunment, we have proposed two approaches on
corridors and how they're | ocat ed.

So he's going to tee that up a little bit, and
then we can discuss it during deliberations.

Sol'll turn it over to M. d exa.
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GRANT SMEDLEY,
called as a witness on behalf of Applicant, having been
previously affirmed by the Chairnan to speak the truth
and nothing but the truth, was exam ned and testified as

foll ows:

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR CLEXA

Q Good afternoon, Grant. You understand you're
still under oath?

A Yes. (Good afternoon, M. Chairman, Menbers of
the Commttee. | understand |I'mstill under oath and

appreci ate the chance to conti nue ny testinony.

Q First, let's address the Conmttee's question

on SRP's existing 69kV right-of-way in two | ocations.
First, in the existing line al ong War ner Road,
what is the right-of-way wi dth there?

A The right-of-way width that we have for our
69kV |Iine on Warner Road is 16 feet.

Q And what about the 69kV line al ong the east
side of Crisnon Road?

A The right-of-way for that line is only 10 feet.
Sonme of these older lines that we built, we previously
had acquired a small er anount of right-of-way, assum ng
that we could utilize the adjacent public access roads
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for mai ntenance or for blowout or other purposes. W've
si nce changed that approach and typically request 30 feet
now for 69kV easenents.

Q Wul d it provide an advantage to SRP to | ocate
t he 230kv easenent over the existing easements?

A I'"mnot a land expert, but I'mtold that the
effect would be relatively mnor. But other factors
m ght easily overwhel mthis slight advantage, such as,
for exanple, on Warner Road, the future |location of the
RS- 31 Substation, in ensuring we have the nost direct
route to take to get to that substation

Q Let's nove to the permtted --

CHWN. CHENAL: Excuse nme. Menber Hamwnay has a
questi on.

MEMBER HAMMY: So do you have to acquire the
remai ning 20 or 15 feet that would give you 30 feet
that's necessary today or that you try to acquire for
t oday?

MR. SMEDLEY: No. That's not what we typically
would do. We would live with that particul ar easenent
for now and in the future try to acquire the | arger one
that we feel we need.

Q BY MR CLEXA: Al right. Let's nove to the
permtted corridors which SRP requests inits
application. Are these corridors still SRP' s request?
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A No. SRP is no |onger requesting these w de
corridors. |Instead, SRP is proposing two nethods in
defining the permitted area that will be nmuch |ess

i npactful to the | andowners.
One is to specify that SRP will abut the
exi sting highway and road rights-of-way with sone limts.
The other is to approve corridors but to narrow t he
corridors conpared to those requested in the application.
Q Does SRP prefer one over the other?
A G ven the uni que circunstances in this case,
where we have | arge parcels of | and ready for
devel opnment, we believe that we and the Comm ttee shoul d
be careful on the limts of the grant of authority. Now
that we have significantly narrowed the corridors, we
bel i eve the corridor approach will give us what we
reasonably need to build the project. But the first
approach, the one that does not define corridors, is
narrower and thus has |l ess inpact on |land, so we prefer
t hat one.
The corridor approach, as we have now redefi ned
it, we believe is also a reasonabl e approach.
Q Let's start with the first one, no corridors.

Can you describe this approach using SRP Exhi bit 58.

A Yes. The concept in SRP-58 is that the |ines
wll parallel and abut the existing or future
COASH & CQOASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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ri ghts-of-way, deviating only for very narrow reasons,
and in no event wll the deviation extend beyond certain
defined limts.

Exhi bit SRP 58 first shows the concept of the
right-of-way paralleling the road edges. These are shown
by the narrow green lines. They're a little bit
difficult to see, but probably in your handouts, you can
see thema little better. So there's narrow green |ines,
and they're al ong the rights-of-way.

And the outside |imt differs fromlocation to
| ocati on based on our assessnent of possible construction
and interference issues.

So along the -- let nme start and just descri be
t hrough the corridors what we're requesti ng.

So along the 202, we have a set |limt of 200
feet. The reason that we've requested 200 feet is that
sonme of the | andowners al ong that area have pl ans at
| east in devel opnent for those parcels, and we want to
make sure that we have sufficient space to | ocate and
coordinate wth them and their plans, for exanple, sewer
lines and things like that that are adjacent to the 202
freeway.

As we cone to the portion along the 24 freeway,
the built portion, we are requesting a 300-foot boundary
in that area. The reason for that request is -- | spoke
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about this in the route tour -- there's a plan to

rel ocate the drai nage channel, the Ell sworth drai nage
channel, that is currently located in that area. And we
want to nake certain that we have enough space to be able
to locate the line beside that drainage channel.

Al ong Crisnon Road, we're requesting -- or on
the unbuilt -- I'"'msorry, let ne nove to the unbuilt
portion of the 24.

CHWN. CHENAL: Could you indicate that,

M. Snmedley, with the --

MR. SMEDLEY: Sure. So the built portion of
the 24 is fromP3 to P4 on this map, and the unbuilt
portion is fromP4 to P5. So fromP4 to P5, we are
requesting a narrow boundary of 150 feet. And the basis
for that is there's really nothing in that area today.
It's very undevel oped, and we feel we can get relatively
close to the future freeway alignnent.

On Crisnon Road, we're requesting a 150-f oot
boundary on either side of Crisnobn Road. And I'd like to
expl ain our approach a little nore on Crisnon Road to the
Commi ttee.

W feel we need the flexibility to | ocate on
either side of Crisnon Road for several reasons. So
starting in the north, in the Mesa area, right around the
point P5 on this nmap, which |I'm pointing out on SRP-58,
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if we were to locate on the east side of Crisnon Road, we
woul d need to cross Crisnon Road with our line, and the
future plans for the 24 freeway have Crisnon as an
overpass. So we would actually need to cross Cri snon at
a fairly -- over a fairly high overpass. And with the
FAA height restrictions in the area, we won't actually be
able to do that until several thousand feet down from
that point P5. So we would need to be on the west side
of Crisnon for at |east a portion of Cri snobn Road before
we could essentially cross to the east. So we need sone
flexibility in that area.

As we travel down Crisnpon Road and getting into
the Queen Creek area, there's an existing plant nursery,
the VI achos Enterprises property, which is just to the
south of point P6 on this map on the east side. That
nursery is a fully devel oped operation, and there are
greenhouses that are |ocated relatively close to Cri snon
Road.

If we were to locate our line on the east side
of that road, we would have to work with the property
owner to potentially have to rel ocate sone of that --

t hose greenhouses and t he equi pnment that they have on
t hat property.

The other point is, as we interconnect into our

future Abel-Ball-Pfister line at point P6, that line is
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still being designed. W have not conpl eted the design
for it yet. So we don't know exactly where the poles
wll be |located in the future. And when we do the

desi gn, we have to do surveying of the area. Sonetines
we find underground utilities. Sonetimes we find other
reasons for why poles can't be located in exactly the

| ocati ons where we think they can. So we are asking for
sone flexibility to |locate on either the east or west
side of Crisnpon Road.

There's existing 69kv runni ng down the east
side of Crisnon Road, so we have indicated that we w ||
coll ocate the existing 69kV lines with the 230kV I|i nes,
but we would like the flexibility to do that on either
t he east or west side of Crisnon Road. So we woul d
ei ther nove the 69kv over to the west side and |l ocate
there if we were going to build the 230kV on Crisnon or
we woul d just sinply underbuild it if we were going to
build it on the east side.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Hamnay.

MEMBER HAMMY: So those pol es al ong Cri snon
are wooden and old and already pretty full, it |ooks |like
to ne. So would you keep the wooden pol es and j ust
underfill it with your 230, or would you get all new
pol es?

And if so, one of the questions | wanted to ask
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in the field was how nuch hi gher woul d they be and how
much nore di stance would there be between thenf

MR SMEDLEY: So we would install new steel
pol es. They woul d be approximately 120 feet tall. And
then we would build the 69 circuits onto those sane stee
poles. So we would not reutilize the wood pol es.

The ot her question you asked was about spans.
Those spans woul d probably be on the order of 400 to 600
feet, so the distance between the pol es.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Haeni chen.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: I"'mstill alittle bit |1
won't say confused but concerned about the path between
P4 and P5, the unbuilt portion of that new 24 route.

Dependi ng on who cones first, whether the |ine
cones first or the road, you really have to know up front
so you don't want to face the concept of having to nove
t he pol es once you put themin.

How do you handl e that particul ar probl enf

MR SMEDLEY: | think what we'll do is
coordinate very closely with ADOI. As they nove to
acquire right-of-way, we'll work very closely with them
And as | understand it, they're starting the detail ed
design for that freeway in a couple of nonths. So we
will attend their design neetings, and we wll work in
| ockstep with themto make sure we know where the
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sout hwest boundary of that freeway is to the extent that
we possibly can, and we will do our best to | ocate
adj acent to it.

So that's how we would attenpt to address that.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NOLAND: Thank you. M. Snedl ey, can
you give ne the definition of "boundary"?

MR. SMEDLEY: So we would be interpreting the
boundary -- oh, in this diagran?

MEMBER NOLAND:  Yes.

MR. SMEDLEY: So in this diagram it is
intended to be a not-to-exceed Iimt for where we would
| ocate our infrastructure. So it would basically say we
woul d, by presunption, abut the features that are
i ndi cated there, but we would not go outside of those
boundari es that you see there.

MEMBER NOLAND: And can you give ne a
definition of "corridor"?

MR. SMEDLEY: A corridor would be the distance
in which we would build the infrastructure. So a simlar
concept. But here, the presunption is that we woul d abut
the infrastructure in addition to having the boundary.

MEMBER NCLAND: Thank you.

CHW. CHENAL: So it's a little semantics, it
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seens.

What you have descri bed on Exhibit 58, to a
| ayman, woul d appear to be -- with the | anguage in the
CEC woul d be you will build the structures to abut the

ri ght-of-way; but where necessary, you have a little
| eeway within a corridor or boundary with which to nove
away from abutting the right-of-way and have a little
flexibility in that regard.

So, tonme, it seens like it's abutting but
still with the corridor outer limt. |Is that --

MR SMEDLEY: That's a fair characterization,
yes.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay.

Q BY MR COLEXA: G ant, you were tal king about
sonme of the factors that went into SRP's position that it
needs flexibility along Crisnon. |s one of the other
ones -- or other factors the fact that there's a hone on
t he northwest corner of Germann and Crisnon?

A Yes. Thank you. | forgot to nention that.

So the property northwest of Crisnon and
Germann is Harris Cattle. And | nentioned, | think, in
prior testinony that there's a hone on that property that
we woul d avoid by crossing Crisnon on the west side, or
we woul d be on the east side to avoid that hone.

Q Goi ng back to your description of Exhibit 58,
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are the limts there that are shown the sane as
corridors?

A They are very simlar. Again, the presunption
in this is that we would abut the linear features that
are shown here except if for sone reason we would need to
go around sonething or that there's sonething there, and
they're intended to provide sone outer limts to, again,
not tie up | and unnecessarily.

Q And what else --

CHWN. CHENAL: Excuse ne. Menber Nol and has a
foll owup questi on.

MEVMBER NOLAND: Thank you. And | don't nean to
i nterrupt you.

But couldn't we just say "corridor"” and put in
t he | anguage of "abutting except where necessary" wthin
t hat corridor?

MR. SMEDLEY: | think it's probably just a
term nol ogy issue, so that's essentially the intent.

MEMBER NCLAND: Thank you.

Q BY VR COLEXA: What else is SRP proposing to do
to provide certainty to the | andowners?

A Condition 17 of the proposed CEC requires that
we commence di scussions on the final right-of-way within
120 days and that we wll proceed in good faith to define
the ultimate right-of-way working wth each | andowner.
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This is a big deal, and it shoul d provide
significant certainty. W wll be reporting on our
efforts in the first reporting cycle, which is set in our
proposal as Septenber 1st, 2019.

Q s this approach what SRP needs to construct
the project?

A Yes. W believe this is the approach that
reasonably defines the mninumrights we need to
construct the project.

Q What is the second approach?

A The second approach is the traditional corridor
approach, but we have narrowed the corridors
significantly, basically mrroring the limts that we set
in our first approach. So SRP could build anywhere

within these corridors, and they are shown in Exhibit

SRP- 59.
Q And what is SRP's position on this approach?
A We can certainly accept it. |If the Commttee

wants us to use the corridor approach, these are the
m ni mum corridor wdths that we believe wll give us
reasonable flexibility to construct the project.

Q Whien we get to the CEC di scussions, wll
Exhibits SRP-58 and 59 be alternative exhibits to the
CEC?

A Yes. Depending on the approach that's sel ected
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by the Commttee, Exhibits -- we wll use one or the
ot her.
Q And does SRP have a new proposed CEC?
A Yes. This has been docketed and distributed to

t he nmenbers and the parties. W have narked this as
Exhi bit 60.

Q During your testinony on Friday, the Commttee
commented that SRP's proposal to enter and exit the RS-31
Substati on was squi shy. Have you done anything to
addr ess this?

A Sonewhat, though, as I will explain, we do need
sone flexibility in this area. The first thing that we
did was we reduced the area for the possible | ocation of
t he substations. This is shown in both Exhibit SRP-58
and SRP-59. W reduced the area fromthe original, which
is 226 acres, to 163 acres. So a 28 percent reduction.

The ultimate | ocation of the 25 acres has sone
di scretion. W cannot set exactly where the lines w |l
go. This wll depend on the final substation |ocation.
And we may want to route transm ssion along a |inear
feature either existing now or as may be planned. W can
only say that the transm ssion will be within the orange
ar ea.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: Thank you.
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Then, as I'mlooking at it, you don't have a
corridor here or any kind of boundary descri ption.
There's no corridor for the |line going down to the orange
area. Was that on purpose?

MR SMEDLEY: We want to use the nost direct
way possible to get to our future substation |ocations,
so that's the | anguage we put into the CEC, so as to not
have a really wde corridor if we had to go strai ght and
tie up that | and unnecessarily.

MEMBER NCLAND: Thank you.

Q BY MR COLEXA: Gant, has the Uilities
Di vision of the Corporation Comm ssion conmented on this
proj ect?

A Yes. Based on the Staff's engi neering review
and the inpact studies, the routes proposed by SRP appear
to be technically sound. The staff believes that the
proposed project will inprove reliability, resilience,
and safety of the grid as well as delivery of power in
Ari zona.

The letter al so requests a CEC condition
regardi ng natural gas pipelines. That condition is now

i n our proposed CEC.

Q And the UWilities Division letter is SRP
Exhi bit 617
A Yes, that's correct.
COASH & CQOASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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Q Ckay. I n one of your prior answers, you
el aborated on the reasons that SRP seeks optionality on
t he east and west side of Crisnon. Did you cover all
t hose al ready, or do you have any additions for those?

A | believe | covered all of them

Q Ckay. | want to ask you a questi on about
sonet hing that was included in the Town of Queen Creek's
objections to the applicant's revi sed proposed
Certificate of Environnental Conpatibility, which I
understand was fil ed today.

Have you had a chance to read that docunent?

A Yes, briefly.

CHWN. CHENAL: Excuse ne. \Which docunent are
you referring to, M. d exa?

MR OLEXA: It is referred to as the Town of
Queen Creek's Objections to Applicant's Revi sed Proposed
Certificate of Environnental Conpatibility. And,
apparently, it was filed this norning.

CHWN. CHENAL: M. Braselton, do you care to
comment on that?

MR BRASELTON: M. Chairman, M. Coar filed
it this norning with the Comm ssion and sent your -- we
asked our assistant to send you an email that you could
then distribute to the nenbers of the Commttee.

MEVMBER WOODALL: Do you have hard copies?
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MR. BRASELTON: You don't have email access
there? W could email it to each one of you if that
woul d hel p.

MEMBER HAMMY: Who would we get it fronf

MR, BRASELTON: SRP has offered to help.

MR OLEXA: M. Chairman would you |like to take
a break until we get can the printed --

CHWN. CHENAL: That m ght be appropriate,
because | think that's -- we definitely want to hear
the -- have a chance to review that and put it into the
record. And |I've got Proving Gound s, that entity's, as
exhibits to add -- to nmake a Chairnman's exhibit. So
let's take a break, let's get copies of that, give the
Conmttee an opportunity to review the docunent, and then
we can go back on the record.

M. Sundl of.

MR SUNDLOF: M. Chairman, | want to point out
that we've never really done a cross-exam nation of the
panel. So when we cone back, |I'll have the entire panel
sitting up there just in case there are questions from
any of them

CHWN. CHENAL: Very good. So let's take a
break, and we'll resune when we have these itens taken
care of. Thanks.

(A recess was taken from1l:39 p.m to
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1:56 p.m)

CHWN. CHENAL: W took a short break to get
hard copies of what was filed out of Town of Queen Creek,
and we' ve had an opportunity to reviewthat.

So, M. dexa, if you want to proceed wth your
W t ness.

MR. OLEXA: Thank you, M. Chairnan.

Q BY VR COLEXA: Gant, I'"'mgoing to get to the
objection in a second, but there was one question |
forgot to ask you before we broke.

Whi ch ties up nore | and, the corridor approach
or the noncorridor approach?

A The corridor approach ties up nore land. It
allows us to build anywhere within that corridor that's
desi gned.

The noncorri dor approach, or version 1, there's
a presunption that we will build abutting to existing
rights-of-way or linear features. And so, as a result,
it ties up less | and.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Snedley, wouldn't it be
true, though, if we put in the | anguage of the abutting
the right-of-way, the sane as you want to do on the
boundary, then it would tie up the sanme anount of |and?

MR. SMEDLEY: It would be the sane approach
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then in that case, yes.
MEMBER NOLAND: Yes, it would. Thank you.
Q BY MR COLEXA: M. Snedl ey, do you have a copy
of the Town's objection to the applicant's revised

proposed CEC?

A Yes, | do.

Q Turn, if you would, to page 2. And |I'm | ooking
under subsection -- or Ronman nuneral 11, subpart A And
" mgoing to start at line -- the end of line 5. There's

a sentence in here, and | just want to nake sure that
it's clear for the record so it doesn't get potentially
m sconst r ued.

This particul ar sentence says: The
uncontroverted testinony before the Conmttee is that,
SRP has committed to construct the 230kV as an
"underbuil d* with the 69kV lines already constructed on
t he east side of Crisnon Road.

I's that your testinony?

A. No, it's not. | believe what we said is that
we woul d coll ocate the 69kV with the 230kV, whether it's
on the east or the west side of Crisnon Road. | believe
we testified that it is sonewhat standard practice to try
to do that where we have 69kV, but the intent was not to
say that we woul d necessarily be on the east side of the
road. W& would just commt to collocating the
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i nfrastructure.

Q So, for clarity, you acknow edge that there's
69kV on the east side of Crisnpbn; correct?

A Yes.

Q And you acknow edge that SRP is willing to
under bui I d 69kV on the new 230kV pol es; correct?

A Yes.

Q And what you did not do was commt SRP to being

on the east side of Crisnpbn; correct?

A That's correct.
Q Al right. Turning back to the objection, if
you woul d go down to subpart C on page 2. In that

heading, it says: The "no corridors" approach all ows
unfettered discretion to SRP to deviate fromthe right of
way .
Do you agree with that assertion?
A Absolutely not. As | just testified, there's a
presunption that we would abut to or align with the

exi sting right-of-way.

Q And there's a presunptive limt; correct?
A That's correct.
Q All right. Turn, if you would, to page 3 of

the objection. And |I'mfocusing in now on heading E as
i n Edwar d.
It indicates: SRP should be obligated to work
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wth the Town regarding final right of way and pole
| ocati on.
Does SRP have any objection to identifying

specific locations for the ultimate right-of-way and pol e
| ocations in the southern segnent to the Town of Queen
Creek?

A Absol utely not. W've been working wth the
Town since the beginning of this project. W've had
mul tiple neetings with them As you heard in M. Sachs’
testi nony on Friday, we've had a great working
relationship with them and we would add themto that
condition, certainly, and nmake sure that they are a part
of that.

Q Ckay. Under subparagraph E, it refers to a
proposed condition in the proposed CEC i n paragraph 17.

Was the fact that the Town wasn't referenced

just an om ssion?

A Yes, it was.

Q Ckay. Gant, you' ve been here the entire
hearing; correct?

A Yes.

Q You sat here through M. Sachs fromthe Town of

Queen Creek's testinony; correct?

A Yes, | did.
Q Ckay. Did he take the position that the
COASH & CQOASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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only -- the east side of Crisnbn was acceptable to Queen
Creek?

A No, he didn't.

Q Have you seen a resolution fromthe Town of

Queen Creek about this project?

A Yes, | have.

Q Ckay. |Is that resolution marked as SRP
Exhi bit 557

A Yes, it is.

Q Ckay. Did the resolution fromthe Town of

Queen Creek indicate that the Town only finds the east
side of Crisnon acceptabl e?

A No, it did not. It indicated that Queen Creek
supports the Crisnon alignment.

Q Pl ease summarize for the Commttee your
position and SRP's position on the southern segnent of
t he project.

A SRP's position is that we feel we need the
flexibility to | ocate on either the east or west side of
Crisnon Road. W would certainly work with the Town and
the | andowners to cone up with a best solution at that
time when we go to construct, but there isn't a need
right now for a condition restricting us to one side or
the other. W feel that we need that flexibility to make
sure that we can coordinate the design with the
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Abel -Bal | -Pfister future line and for sone of the other
reasons | discussed previously, such as the existing
nursery on the east side of Cisnpon Road.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. O exa, what exhibit were
you referring to on the resol ution?

MR OLEXA: Menber Nol and, it was Exhibit 55 of
SRP' s exhibits.

MEMBER NCLAND: | believe that's the Gty of
Mesa's resol ution.

MR OLEXA: They're actually both there. It's
t he second one.

MEMBER NCLAND: | see it now. Got it. Thank
you.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Haeni chen.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Well, timng is everything.
And this is very unfortunate that they're taking this
positi on now when we don't have the witness to discuss it
wth., And we don't want to w nd up nmaking a
determ nation on howthis is going to go and be confused
at bei ng heavy-handed with a nunicipality.

So have you got any suggestion how to handl e
this?

MR OLEXA: | think at this point that the Town
of Queen Creek had an opportunity to present their
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W tness and to speak to that, and --

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: That's ny point.

MR OLEXA: They didn't address it. So this is
comng as a bit of a surprise here at the end that they
want to take a hard line on the east side.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: It's a big surprise.

MR. SMEDLEY: But can | make another --

CHWN. CHENAL: M. Braselton or M. Coar, if
you want to add comment, we'll give you plenty of
opportunity to ask questions and nake any conmments you
wsh. So if you want to respond now t o Menber
Haeni chen's question, that's fine.

MR. BRASELTON:. | woul d be happy to answer
Menmber Haeni chen's question now, and then | do want to
Cross-exam ne the wtness.

CHWN. CHENAL: Sure.

MR BRASELTON: M. Haenichen, the Town's
W t ness who appeared on Friday did testify consistent
wWwth the position that we've taken in this proceedi ng
t hroughout, which is that the east side is substantially
preferable to this option of having both ways to go. So
" mnot sure what you're asking about that there's no
W t ness here to question.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: No. The point is, he didn't
say they were fatally objected to it. He just said, W
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prefer the other, didn't he?

MR. BRASELTON: No. He said the Town is urging
t he adoption of a single Crisnon Road right-of-way on the
east side. That's what M. Sachs testified to on Friday.
There's no surprise.

And the other point that needs to be nade is
t hat additional evidence has cone out during the hearing.
Addi ti onal evidence cane out |eading up to the hearing
t hat gave the Town the opportunity to study this further
and evaluate it further. So nobody's trying to hide
anything or pull any surprise here.

We put on a wtness who testified consistent
wth what nmy closing argunent is going to be, and that's
t he evidence that you' ve heard fromthe Town.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Well, | didn't say that it
was wong or anything. | said it's unfortunate that this
t hi ng sequenced the way it did because now we have no way
of talking wth sonebody who represents the Cty, unless
you can.

MR. BRASELTON: | do. That's what |'m here
for. So feel free. Ask any nore questions you want.

But there are five good reasons that |'mgoing to go into
on closing, and I'll do it nowif you'd |like, as to why
we think that the east side should be the sole --

MR OLEXA: M. Chairman, what do you prefer?
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CHWN. CHENAL: No. The final argunent wll be
when final argunent takes place. And M. Braselton or
M. Coar wll have an opportunity to ask the w tness
questions. But we have a coupl e questions.

But Menber Nol and, and then we'll get to Menber
Woodal | .

MEMBER NCLAND: Thank you.

M. d exa, what would you say was the Town's
intention in their resolution section 4? |t seens to ne
that that says the sanme thing that's in their filing that
we're dealing with.

MR. OLEXA: In reading section 4 of the
resolution, it references collocating the 230 and 69kV,
whi ch 1s undi sput ed.

The position that's new that's not referenced
here is the fact that they're adanmant that they only want
SRP to be on the east side of Crisnon.

And the record will speak for itself, but ny
recoll ection of M. Sachs's testinony was simlar to what
we see in the resolution. |In other words, that they're
in favor of Crisnon Road, a single alignnent on Crisnbn
Road. But he didn't specify that they were objecting to
the flexibility that SRP is requesting.

MEVMBER NOLAND: Well, | don't agree wth you,
and | read it as they want it to serve as the support
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structures for the existing 69kV transm ssion line. It
may be semantics. And tal king about on the sane towers,
| think nmaybe one group is thinking one way, and the

ot her group is thinking the other way, and now we're
finding out those aren't the sane way that they're

t hi nki ng.

So I"'mjust trying to figure this out too.
This is all fairly recent, and we're all trying to work
our ways through it.

Thank you.

MR. CLEXA: Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Wodall .

MEVMBER WOODALL: The way this is witten, it
sounds like they're thinking about the transm ssion |ine
be coll ocated on the wooden poles that are out there
because it says: Collocated on the sane towers as those
that serve as the support structures for the existing
69kV transm ssion |ine.

Whi ch makes no sense what soever to ne, but
that's the way it reads.

MR. SMEDLEY: But they'll be the future support
structures for the --

MEMBER WOODALL: | understand. But the way it
reads, it sounds like they' re expecting the 230kV | i nes
to be on the sane 69kv pol es, which doesn't nmake any
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sense. | think the | anguage i s anbi guous.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Haeni chen.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:. Pardon ny i gnorance. |
shoul d know the answer to this. But on which side of
Crisnon are the 69kV |ines?

MR. OLEXA: They're on the east side.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: They are all on the east.
So they aren't using this as a ruse to get themon a
different side of the street.

Ckay. Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: Correct ne if |I'm w ong,

M. Odexa, but -- or M. Braselton or M. d oar or

M. Sundl of, one of the alternate routes that was
proposed for the southern route that would go through the
Queen Creek town limts was to the east of Crisnon Road.

| believe that there were alternate routes that were
descri bed.

And so the | anguage of the resolution, of the
Town resol ution, Exhibit 55, seens to ne, when you've
read it in light of the fact that there were alternatives
on the table at the tine, was an attenpt to propose by
the City -- the Town of Queen Creek that the alignnment
that was the top choice for the Town was Cri snon Road as
opposed to the alternatives.

And so I'mnot sure that the resolution of the
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Town is crystal clear on anything further than the
Crisnon Road alignnent, and | don't think it addresses
specifically whether it should be on the east or the west
side. | may be incorrect, and counsel for Queen Creek
can correct ne.

MR. BRASELTON: M. Chairnman, ny understandi ng
is that by the date the resoluti on was passed, the
possibility of an alignnent |ocated further east from
Crisnon Road itself had been taken off the table. That's
nmy under standing of the timng there.

But secondly, just to clear up any
m sunder st andi ng, before we filed this objection this
norni ng, we coordinated with the Town nmanager and the
Town fathers over the weekend to ensure that we were
taki ng the position that the Town fathers wanted us to
advocate for. So |I just want to nake sure everybody
understands that that's where it's comng from

CHWN. CHENAL: |If it wasn't understood before,
| think it's clear now. The Town of Queen Creek prefers
on the Crisnon Road alignnent that it be on the east side
as opposed to the west side. And | suspect that you're
goi ng to ask questions of M. Snmedl ey and nake ar gunent
to that point.

So | think that's now clear. And how we got
here may be in dispute, but | think it's clear now that
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that's the position of the Town.

Member Hamnay.

MEMBER HAMMY: | just have a quick question.
At what point did Queen Creek understand that SRP was
going to ask for a boundary, a corridor, whatever we want
to call it, on both sides of Crisnon Road?

MR, BRASELTON: I'msorry. | can't give you a
date or a tine period on that.

MEMBER HAMAMY: But you've known it for a
while, that that was going to be a request?

MR BRASELTON: \What does "a while" nean? |
don't know what - -

MEMBER HAMMY: Since the filing.

MR. BRASELTON: Since August 1st when SRP fil ed
it's first application? | just don't know the tinme --

MEMBER HAMMY: The reason |I'masking is if you
knew t hey were going to cone in and ask for that, you
shoul d have had conversations prior to getting here, |
guess.

MR. BRASELTON: W shoul d have had
conversations? Wo should have?

MEMBER HAMMY: Queen Creek and SRP.

MR BRASELTON: | wasn't involved in the
negotiations. |I'mrepresenting themin the hearings.
l'"msorry, | can't tell you what happened before and what
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was di scussed before the hearings began. W were asked
to get involved when the hearing was schedul ed.

MEMBER HAMMY: So |let me ask SRP, have you
guys been openly tal king about requiring flexibility on
both sides of Crisnon Road since you've been talking
about this?

MR. SMEDLEY: We've had several neetings wth
Queen Creek, and | personally thought that that was
clear, but | --

MR CLEXA: And it's part of the application as
wel | .

CHW. CHENAL: 1'Il also add this: |If we | ook
at the testinony that was filed by Queen Creek, because
we asked all parties to provide sunmaries of the
testinony, in reference to M. Sachs or M. Troy
Wight -- Wiite, excuse ne, it was M. Sachs who was
called to testify.

It indicates that -- | forget the exhibit
nunber, but if called to testify, M. Sachs is expected
to confirmand explain the Town's support for the
currently proposed preferred alignnent for the 230kV
transm ssion line. |In particular -- I"mnot going to
read everything, but in particular, M. Sachs w ||
explain -- and then in subpart (c) -- there is an
existing 69 transm ssion line currently | ocated al ong the
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east side of Crisnobn Road south of Gernann Road. By
constructing the new 230kV |line along the sane

alignnment -- along the sane alignnent, the 69kv and 230kV
lines may be coll ocated thereby reduci ng the adverse

vi sual aesthetic inpacts that would result if an entirely
separate set of towers were installed to solely support

t he 230kV | i ne.

So | just throw that out that that was the
summary of the testinony to be offered by M. Sachs.

| guess the record wll speak for itself, but
we don't have that testinony, and | don't think we're
prepared to adjourn this neeting just to allow the court
reporter to get that prepared just for our review at this
poi nt.

Menber Haeni chen.

MEMBER HAENICHEN: |'d like to address this
question to you. What is the objection to having it on
the west side? | nean, what's the reason? Aesthetics?

MR. BRASELTON:. There's five reasons why we
believe that the east side is the preferable and the only
portion -- the only private property that should be
burdened with this proposed easenent.

No. 1, there's a residence on that northwest
corner of Germann and Crisnon. And in order to avoid
that residence, the line has to be on the east side just
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north of Germann. The Chairman is pointing to that in
Exhi bit 059 right now. You all saw that. W were parked
in the parking lot at that residence when we stopped for
Exhi bit 6.

You can't mss that residence if you' re on the
west side. They're playing sone sort of gane here about
saying, well, we agree to avoid the residence, but they
don't want to conmmt to being on the east side. So |
don't understand that. So that's reason No. 1.

Secondly, the inprovenents that the Town j ust
recently constructed on Germann Road where we were
sitting today and | ooki ng south, you could see the brand
new pavenent, the inprovenents on Germann Road are
finished on the west side. W have curb and gutter
installed. It's built. I1t's along the alignnment that
it's supposed to be ultimtely.

On the east side of Gernmann, it's not

conpletely finished, so we don't have -- |I'msorry,
Crisnon. |'m m sspeaking here. That's why | need a
younger guy who keeps things straight. |'mtalking about
Crisnon. Crisnbn is not -- is fully inproved on the west

side, not fully inproved on the east side.

Reason No. 3 is the existing 69kV line on the
east side of Crisnon. |If you collocate it and you put
the new line on that sane side, it's a whole |ot easier
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and | ess expensive to just put in your new towers and put
that whole line on the new poles w thout noving that |ine
all the way across the street and hanging it on the poles
on the west side.

The next reason, reason No. 4, there's an
exi sting connecti on between the 69kV |line that exists on
the east side and that substation that | asked about
during our tour this nmorning. Wen we stopped at that
| ast point, if you recall that | asked M. Snedley to
confirmthat there's an existing substation down there
that connects to the 69kV |ine.

If you connect that substation to a 69kV |line
that's now | ocated on the west side of Crisnon, then
you've got to run another line all the way across
Crisnon, and you' ve now created another eyesore as it
goes across the line -- I'msorry, goes across the
street.

And then the last point is this issue about
flexibility. Well, until the last hour, all we had heard
was flexibility. W need flexibility. WII, now we have
what they' re offering by way of explanation about
flexibility, and the only one of themthat has any
possible nerit to this one section of the project on
Crisnon Road is the VIiachos Nursery. And | would like to
address that in cross-exam nation.
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So flexibility is nice, but it isn't nice for a
few of the property owners. | think I'"mgoing to ask
M. Snedley to admt that there are at | east 18
addi ti onal acres that are inpacted by the proposed
alignnent if you give themright to have alternative
alignnents going forward. |If we narrow it down now, we
narrow down the anount of property that's ultinately
going to be inpacted, and the west side of Crisnon can go
devel op and do its own thing. It doesn't have to sit
t here and wonder, Are we going to be the victimof this
potential transm ssion line in the future.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | understand your point.

M. Snedl ey, may | continue?

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Let nme ask you, then, kind
of the same question that | asked this gentleman: Wy
woul d you ever need to be on the west side at all? And
if you should have to be and have a good reason for it,
what portions of the west side would be nost likely to
require that | ocation?

MR SMEDLEY: So there's two reasons: One is
that the nursery that's operating on the east side is an
operating, developed facility. There is nothing right
now on the west side of Crisnon Road. That nursery is
operating. It has greenhouses that are |ocated close to
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the road. It has punp stations and things |ike that.

So when we | ocate on the east side, we' re going
to have to coordinate with them and potentially relocate
gr eenhouses that are operational today depending on the
timng of all of this.

MR. BRASELTON: M. Chairman, while we're on
that point, can | just ask a question to flesh that out?
| think we're getting to the essence of this whol e i ssue,
if that's okay.

CHW. CHENAL: 1'IIl allow you, sir, after we
get through with the Committee questi ons.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Okay. |Is that the only
spot ?

MR. SMEDLEY: There's one nore. The other one
is, and | nmentioned this earlier, we're still designing
the Abel -Ball-Pfister line. So we want to interconnect
at the southern point to our Abel-Ball-Pfister line. |If
we can't |ocate a pole on the east side at the right
| ocation to make that interconnection, if, for sone
reason, we needed to be on the other side of the street,
on the west side, we wouldn't want to have a situation
where we're on the east side and we have to cross to the
west side. We want to make sure that we coordi nate that.

So as we do the design for the line, we're
surveying the area, there could be things that we're not
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aware of right now today. So we would |ike to have that
flexibility.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: But aren't you going to have
to nmake crossings anyway? You said you want ed
flexibility to go on both sides. So is that a big deal ?

MR. SMEDLEY: Sorry. Wuld you m nd repeating
t he questi on?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: The | ast point you made was
for the Pfister connection. That's on the west side?

MR SMEDLEY: No, it is not. W're still
designing the line, so we don't know exactly where the
pole -- if | can point to the map. So the |line runs
east-west, that future line. So we'll be interconnecting
at a pole either on the east or the west side of the
r oad.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Couldn't you just tell the
designers to nake it on the east side?

MR. SMEDLEY: W could do that. But, again, we
sonetines find things that we don't expect.

MEVMBER HAENI CHEN: So that just |eaves the
nursery now. So |I'mthinking now as a Conmttee nenber
who's going to have to vote on this when the condition
conmes up, and all the other people are going to have the
sane problemhere. |If we're going to ask SRP to do
sonething that wasn't as flexible as you wanted it to be,
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we need to know how nuch angst that causes or how nuch it
costs to do. Wiat would it cost to nove the greenhouses?

MR. SMEDLEY: | don't know the answer to that.
That's part of the reason we want to have the
flexibility. W have a condition that will require us
from-- 120 days fromthe tine this is finalized to start
di scussions wth Queen Creek, wth the | andowners, to
arrive at what is the best solution for the Town and the
| andowners.

There's no ill intent here. It may be the east
side. W just don't want to commit to that today with
that information that we have.

MEVMBER HAENI CHEN: Let nme nake a sunmary of
what | think you said in answer to ny question

There's only two spots, one, the nursery, and
one, the new future Pfister connection, that you want it
to be on the west side or have the flexibility to put on
t he west side.

I s that overstating what you sai d?

MR. OLEXA: Menber Haenichen, may | ask a
foll owup question?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: O cour se.

Q BY MR COLEXA: Gant, you had nentioned earlier
a connection up in the northern portion of Crisnon Road.
Can you explain that again and the significance of it,
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pl ease.
A Yes. So at the top of the Crisnon Road
alignnent at P5, we would need to -- if we were on the

east side exclusively, we would need to cross Crisnon
Road. At that point, Crisnon Road is an overpass over
the 24 freeway. And we don't believe we can cross at
that point given the FAA height restriction. So we would
need to be on the west side of Crisnon Road for sone

di stance before we cross to the east. So it just is nore
reason to want to have the flexibility on Crisnpbn to be

on either side of the road.

Q Ckay. And are you famliar with M. Adler?

A Yes.

Q Who i s he associated wth?

A He was representing the VIachos Nursery.

Q Ckay. And he cane in and gave comments, and he

expressed a preference for the west side of Crisnon;

true?
A That's correct.
Q And where is the Vlachos Nursery? Can you

point it out on Exhibit 597
A Sure. It's just between Germann and this point
P6 al ong Crisnon Road on the east side.
MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Do you recall, M. d exa,
t he | anguage he used about why he would prefer it on the
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west ? He doesn't want the wires going over his nursery
or what was the reason?

MR OLEXA: | don't knowif he -- | don't
recall specifically whether he |isted reasons, but
presumably, because his property is right there on the
east side.

MEVMBER HAENI CHEN: Well, it's pretty clear that
sonebody's going to be inconveni enced here, so | think we
should spend a little nore time fleshing it out right
now, | think.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Wodall .

MEMBER WOODALL: Basically, in nmy mnd, it's
not really particularly pertinent who said what to whom
when between the applicant and the Cty of Queen Creek,
no di srespect intended to the representatives of Queen
Cr eek.

What's inportant is, what does the Commttee
think is the best route? Do they think that flexibility
woul d be inportant or do think that they shoul d sel ect
one side or the other. W have a record. W had Queen
Creek conme in. |I'msure that M. Braselton will do a
stellar job of cross-exam ning the witness and eliciting
facts that he can use.

| don't think we need to wait to make our
deci sion here today. | just think we have a record, and
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like | said, I"'mvery confident M. Braselton wl|l make
the points he needs to nmake through cross-exam nati on.
That's just where I'mcom ng fromright now

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: | thought in the testinony --
and, I"'msorry, | can't renenber whose testinony, but I
believe it was SRP -- that | heard the nursery property

did not have a problemw th either side of the road.

Now, | may be wong on that, and we've had a
few days in between. W don't have the record there to
read that. But | thought | renenbered that being said.

MR. OLEXA: Menber Nol and, ny recoll ection was
that he expressed a preference for the west side but did
say that he would accept either side and was wlling to
live with either side.

CHWN. CHENAL: That was ny recollection as
well, and | think M. Snedley is agreeing with that.

Is that correct, sir?

MR SMEDLEY: Yes, | agree.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Hamnway.

MEMBER HAMMY: The 69kV substation that they
referred to but we couldn't see, will that still be
necessary after you do the Abel -Pfister alignnent?

MR. SMEDLEY: Yes, it is.

Q BY MR COLEXA: The 69kV substation, it sits
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where, in your solar field; is that right?

A Yes. It's off the map. But the next street
bel ow Ger mann Road where you see point P6 here is Ryan
Road. South of Ryan Road is the solar facility, and a
half mle south of that point P6 is where the substation
is located that's being referenced.

Q And what is that transforner substation? Wat
is its function there?

A Its function is to connect the solar facility
to the SRP 69kV system

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Haeni chen.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: So it's nore than just a
casual connection. You've got DC com ng out of the solar
farm and you have to invert it to AC?

MR. SMEDLEY: Yes. But it's not -- either way,
it's going to be there, and we'll get the |ine back
across to get to that point.

So I'"'mnot sure | see the rel evance of the
substation in this discussion.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: No, | don't either.

MEMBER HAMAMY: Just curiosity.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: It's south of the whole area
we're tal king about. | just wanted to understand
ever yt hi ng.

MR. SMEDLEY: That's okay.
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CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEVMBER NOLAND: Many of our questions are not
rel evant, but we ask them anyway.

|'d like to unrelevantly ask you, is that
substation on the west side or the east side?

MR. SMEDLEY: It's on the east side.

MEMBER NCLAND: Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: Sonehow, it just becane nore
rel evant .

M. Snedl ey, help ne again understand. |'ve
heard this now twice, and now | need you to explain it a
littl e once agai n.

Wiere the 230 Iine would cone off the State
Route 24 al ong the southern alignnent and proceed down
Crisnmon, you' ve tal ked about overpasses, and | just need
to hear that one nore tine to understand that -- ny
understanding is at the end of the day, you need to be on
the west side of Crisnon and then turn -- why don't you
explain it again.

MR. SMEDLEY: R ght. So the Crisnon Road
exit -- or there will not be a Crisnon Road exit fromthe
24. So the Crisnon Road will overpass the 24. And
because it is at a height above grade, we will have to
cross it if we were to | ocate on the east side, which
woul d not be possible at that | ocation because of FAA
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height restrictions. So we would need to travel south at
| east for sone distance on the west side before crossing
to get to the east side.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Haeni chen.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: \Where does the town of your
town that you're representing, starting at P5 and headi ng
sout h, where do your concerns stop? |In other words,
where could it be on the west side and you woul dn't care?

MR. BRASELTON:. W have no objection from P5
down to Pecos Road. Put it on the west side. It sounds
li ke that makes a | ot of sense. And then go over to the
east side at that | ocation because you want to be on the
east side as you work your way south to cross that
resi dence.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Thank you.

MR BRASELTON: So this whol e di scussi on about
P5 and the Crisnon Road overpass over SR-24, that's
irrelevant. The substation's not irrelevant, and we'l]l
get tothat in a mnute. | don't want to junp ahead of
where the Chairman wants ne to go on questi oni ng.

CHWN. CHENAL: Tell me, M. Braselton, where
does the boundary for the Town of Queen Creek --

MR. BRASELTON: The Town boundary per se is
right at Gernmann Road.

CHWN. CHENAL: GCot it.
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Any nore questions for the Commttee before we
give it back to M. dexa? Because |I'msure he has nore
questions of M. Snedl ey.

Menber Wbodal | has anot her questi on.

MEMBER WOODALL: | don't want to steal
M. Braselton's thunder, but is what counsel just
outlined as potential, is that sonething you could do
W t h good engi neering practice?

MR SMEDLEY: You nean be on the west side and
cross to the east?

MEMBER WOODALL:  Yes.

MR SMEDLEY: We could do it.

MEVMBER WOODALL: You could do it. Ckay.

CHWN. CHENAL: M. d exa.

MR OLEXA: Thank you, M. Chairman.

Q BY MR COLEXA: So if you canme down P5 to Pecos
Road, that woul d be down the west side, and then you
woul d have to cross over, under M. Braselton's proposal,
to the east side; correct?

A | think that's what he was suggesti ng, yes.

Q But that still doesn't resolve the issue with
t he Abel - Moody |ine; correct?

A Yes. W still need to design that |ine and
make sure the pole can be |ocated at the right |ocation
for the connection.
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Q And it still doesn't address the issue with the

greenhouses and potentially having to nove those;

correct?
A That's correct.
Q All right. Does that conplete your direct

testinony, sir?
A. Yes, it does.

MR, CLEXA: M. Chairman, unless there are
ot her questions fromthe Committee, we would just, as the
applicant, nove to introduce Exhibits 58, 59, 60, and 61.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Haeni chen.

MEVMBER HAENI CHEN: Before you do that, | think
we're real close to clarity on this now It doesn't seem
to me, at least, as a novice on this, that crossing over
Crisnmon north of Pecos Road is any big deal. It may cost
sone nbney as opposed to doing it where they want to do
it.

And then the other point is on the very
sout hern portion, connecting it to a newline that isn't
even existing yet, | don't see how that can be a probl em
to say, Oh, guys, be sure we can connect on the east
side. That doesn't -- if there's that little
comruni cation in the conpany, | would worry about it.

So it seens to ne either of those two things
you could do. So | think the only problemis the nursery
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inny mnd. And | could be wong, but I'd Iike to hear
you answer that.

CHWN. CHENAL: And we'll have that. |'msure
that that's sonething that will conme out in further
t esti nony.

Menber Nol and.

MEVMBER NOLAND: M. Chairnan, M. Snedl ey, you
estimated this project at $60 mllion. Did that take
into account that you m ght have to go over to the east
side of Crisnbn Road, not knowing -- with your
flexibility that you wanted, not know ng what you woul d
run into? D d that have a contingency for that?

MR. SMEDLEY: It was a pretty high-1evel
estimate based on a dollar per mle that we typically
build. So it really doesn't have any detail to that
extent init.

VMEMBER NCLAND: Then the other question is, if
| remenber right, on the Abel-Mody line that we did, we
had a good corridor there, so you could pretty well
| ocate the pol es anywhere you wanted to, again, with
flexibility for engineering and |l ocation of lines; is
that correct?

MR. SMEDLEY: W have a corridor, but, again,
we don't know even if we tell our engineers, put the pole
there, if there's sone surveying and they find sone
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underground utilities or sonething they need to work
around, it may not just be that sinple. That's all |I'm
sayi ng.

MEMBER NCLAND: Well, rem nd nme again at what
point you're at. You haven't done the engi neering or the
surveying of that line that's going to be done in 20217

MR. SMEDLEY: R ght. W are entering into the
desi gn phase now, but we haven't done it yet.

MEMBER NCLAND: You haven't had any ground
surveys done?

MR SMEDLEY: | don't believe so.

MEMBER NOLAND: You do the engineering w thout
ground surveys?

MR. SMEDLEY: No. That would be part of the
process. W just haven't started any of that yet.

MEMBER NCLAND: Ckay. Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Wbodall .

MEVMBER WOODALL: Based upon your experience, do
you anticipate that it would be nore expensive to go
t hrough the side where the greenhouse is, having to nove
t he greenhouses and change the punp | ocations, than it

would be to do it on the other side where there's

not hi ng?
MR SMEDLEY: | believe so.
MEVMBER WOODALL: And do you have any sense
COASH & CQOASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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what soever about how -- would it be a mllion dollars,
maybe?

MR SMEDLEY: It's hard for us to estinmate
because | think it cones down to the inpact on the
busi ness.

MEMBER WOODALL: Sure. But it would be nore
expensi ve?

MR. SMEDLEY: | believe so. That's a reason
for why we're requesting this flexibility.

MEMBER WOODALL: So it is a factor in why you

want it?

MR, SMEDLEY: Yes.

MEMBER WOODALL: Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Hamnway.

MEMBER HAMMY: So point to where the nursery
is on that.

MR SMEDLEY: It's just -- so this is the
corner of Crisnobn and Germann. So it's in this box I'm
draw ng rat her poorly here.

MEVMBER HAMMY: Ckay. Never m nd.

CHW. CHENAL: And I'm pointing to the
nort hwest corner of Crisnon and Germann Road, and that's
where the | ast key observati on point was this norning.

MEMBER HAMMAY: R ght.

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Before we deal with
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exhibits, are there any further questions?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. So, M. dexa, you noved
for the adm ssion of SRP-58, 59, 60, and 61; is that
correct?

MR OLEXA: Correct, M. Chairnman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any objection?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: There being no objection, 58,
59, 60, and 61 are adm tted.

(Exhi bits SRP-58 through SRP-61 were admtted.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Wiile we're on it, we have
mar ked SRP-62, which is just nmy draft of your CEC that's
proposed with a few additional conditions sinply for
di scussion with the Conmttee. And I'd like to -- if you
are not going to introduce it, | was going to introduce
it as the Chairman's.

Any objection to admtting that as a -- SRP-62
as an exhibit?

MR. OLEXA: No objection, M. Chairnman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any objection by the parties?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. SRP-62 is also admtted.

(Exhibit SRP-62 was adnmitted.)

MEMBER WOODALL: M. Chairman, is Exhibit 61
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the letter fromthe Corporation Conm ssion?
CHW. CHENAL: 61 is the letter fromthe
Cor poration Conmi ssion in response to ny standard letter.
M. Taebel.
MR TAEBEL: A mnor point, and | al nost
hesitate to bring it up. But the Chairnan's exhibit
still reflects that the City is represented by ny boss,

JimSmth. And whatever we end up as the final

product --

CHWN. CHENAL: W'Ill make that correction,
M. Taebel. Don't worry. The problemis | took an
earlier version -- this has been a noving target, and |

took an earlier version and nade sone suggested changes
toit, and it's gone through sonme iterations probably
since. And it nmay not be the npbst recent one proposed
with all the changes that have been nade.

We'll certainly clean that up, and don't
hesitant to point that out when we get to that. But
those are things we'll certainly clean up. M objective,
as you'll see when we go through the discussion, is to
have kind of a docunment that we can refer to by exhibit

nunbers and nove back and forth and conme up with a final

ver si on.
Menber Nol and.
MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, | don't know who
COASH & CQOASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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m ght have this answer or it mght take | ooking at that
fl yover again, but do we have any idea how close to the
SRP current 10-foot right-of-way on the east side of

Cri snon Road, how cl ose the nursery buildings are to that
ri ght-of -way?

MR. OLEXA: Gant, can you answer that?

MR SMEDLEY: | believe it's -- no. |1'd have
to ook at the exhibit again, the right-of-way docunent,
| guess | woul d say.

MEMBER NCLAND: And | thought that | heard
M. Snmedley say that they were going to try to | ocate the
pol es as nmuch as possible in the right-of-way to the east
side of Crisnon Road. And | nmy be incorrect on that.

It mght have been the 12-foot right-of-way somewhere
else. | don't know.

But if we could see it within the flyover, 1'd
be interested in that. And if sonebody has the answer to
how cl ose the nursery greenhouses or outbuildings are to
the current right-of-way, 1'd |like to know that.

MR. SMEDLEY: We can find that out.

MR OLEXA: We will work on that.

CHWN. CHENAL: And as a followup to Menber
Nol and' s question, on the Exhibit 59 -- yes. This is the
one that provides for the corridor. And then the
Exhi bit 60, SRP-60, refers to the word "boundary." But
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in both cases, it's 150 foot along the -- the request of
SRP is along a 150-foot boundary or corridor to the east
and west sides of Crisnon Road.

Question No. 1, is that 150 foot from
centerline of Crisnmon Road, M. Snedley?

MR SMEDLEY: It is fromthe future
ri ght-of-way boundary for Crisnon Road. So Crisnpon Road
wll be wdened in the future, and we woul d request that
that be fromthe future boundary for Crisnon Road.

CHWN. CHENAL: So the right-of-way boundary?

MR, SMEDLEY: Yes.

CHW. CHENAL: So that elicits another
questi on.

But the next question is, do you know whet her
or not the 150-foot border or corridor -- boundary or
corridor woul d extend east far enough to touch the
exi sti ng greenhouses?

MR. SMEDLEY: | believe it would, yes.

CHWN. CHENAL: And | guess the | ast question
I's, you nmentioned there's a proposed future expansion of
Cri snon Road.

MR. SMEDLEY: | believe that's really in the
Mesa section. Queen Creek's, | think it's nore of a
di stant future plan.

CHWN. CHENAL: So that was going to be ny next
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question. |Is the road -- is the Crisnon Road plan in the
future by Queen Creek going to extend to the east far
enough to inpact the greenhouses? But | guess that's

a --

MR. SMEDLEY: ' m not sure.

CHWN. CHENAL: You're not sure at this point.

Menber Wodal | .

MEMBER WOODALL: Do you know how wide it's
antici pated that the Crisnon Road expansion will be? 1Is
it going to be a two-| ane?

MR SMEDLEY: Are you referring to the Mesa
section?

MEMBER WOODALL:  Yes.

MR. SMEDLEY: They said three | anes on each
side, actually.

MEMBER WOODALL: Ckay. And what would you --
well, you're not a transportation engi neer, but maybe we
can --

MR, SMEDLEY: It m ght be about 140 feet.

MEVMBER WOODALL: GCkay. And |I'mjust wondering
what Queen Creek's plans would be. | think it would be

kind of odd if it would narrow down. But | don't know.

" mnot a transportation engineering either. | was just

curious about -- since we were tal king about fromthe

edge of the right-of-way, |I'mcurious about how big the
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roadway is going to be. |If sonebody knows that, that
woul d be hel pful, | think.

CHW. CHENAL: So | think we ended with
adm tting the exhibits.

M. Oexa, it's still your witness if you have
addi ti onal questions of M. Snedl ey before we open it up
for cross-exam nation

MR, OLEXA: No further direct exam nation at
this tine.

CHWN. CHENAL: Sure.

Comm ttee Menmbers have any questions before we
open it up?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: | note it's a quarter to 3.
This mght be a good tine for a short break before
M. Braselton -- if 1've been saying Braxton, | sure
apol ogi ze. He was a | ousy Confederate general for the
South, and I'd hate to snear your good name by calling
you Braxton. So if |'ve m spronounced your nane, |
apol ogi ze.

MR, BRASELTON: |'ve been call ed much worse
t han t hat.

CHWN. CHENAL: Wy don't we take a short
ten-m nute break, and then we'll resune with
M. Braselton's cross.
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(A recess was taken from2:46 p.m to
3:08 p.m)

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's get back on the record
after the afternoon break. And | understand there may
have been a devel opment over the break.

MR. SUNDLOF: Thank you, M. Chairnman, Menbers
of the Commttee.

Over the break, we saw the light. W have
tal ked to Queen Creek's attorney, and we have agreed upon
how we m ght approach this with the Commttee's
acqui escence.

And the understanding is in the Town of Queen
Creek, which is from Germann Road south, we will |ocate
on the east side of Crisnon. Now, we nay have to finagle
alittle bit down there at the bottom but | don't think
we' || have to.

And then we'll al so, of course, mss the house.
| think we inadvertently forgot to put the "m ss the
house" part in one of our versions, but that's clear.

And then north of the house, if you wll, if we
need to cross over to the west side, we can do that.

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. M. Braselton, does
t hat accurately reflect --

MR, BRASELTON: M. Chairman, Menbers of the
Commttee, M. Sundl of has correctly stated our
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agreenent, but he didn't say how di sappointed I amthat |
won't get to do ny cross-exam

MEMBER WOODALL: |'m di sappoi nted too. Having
seen you in action, | knew it would have been quite the
show.

MR. BRASELTON: Let ne say sonething serious.
We appreciate SRP's cooperati on and understandi ng of what
the Town was trying to get to and al so appreciate the
Commttee's effort in trying to understand our concern.
So thank you all.

MR SUNDLOF: Assuming that the Conmittee
decides this is a good approach, we wll revise whatever
map we use and get it to you.

CHWN. CHENAL: Good. | think that's an
excel | ent devel opnent.

| guess you'll have two maps, one with the
corridor approach and one wth the boundary approach; is
that correct?

MR. SUNDLOF: Yes, Your Honor. W have two
maps, and | think you'll choose between them

As a coupl e of you have pointed out, our first
version, which is the "hug the freeway with limts," is
al nost exactly the sane as the corridor approach except
it has the presumption that we'll | ocate by the |inear
feature. So if you like that one, we probably don't have
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to nmess around wth the second one too nuch

If you just like the plain corridor approach,
we have that too. And then the two nmaps, version 1 and
version 2, version 2 is on the screen, is the corridor/no
corridor approach. Although the no corridor approach
really does have corridors because we have |limts.

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, just for -- so we don't
have to get into that issue right now, why don't we have
the two versions tonorrow along the |Iines of what you've
agreed with Queen Creek.

MR SUNDLOF: We can do that.

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Wll, sois there
any further direct of M. Snedley on behalf of SRP?

MR OLEXA: No, M. Chairmn.

CHWN. CHENAL: M. Braselton, and | will get
that right, any questions on cross of M. Snedl ey?

MR. BRASELTON: Based on the understandi ng that
M. Sundl of has just articul ated, no, no questions.

CHW. CHENAL: M. Hill, any questions on
behal f of the Inner Loop Omers?

MR HILL: No questions, Your Honor.

CHWN. CHENAL: M. Artigue, any questions?

MR. ARTI GUE: No questi ons.

CHWN. CHENAL: M. Taebel ?

MR. TAEBEL: No questi ons.
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CHWN. CHENAL: And Commttee Menbers, any
further questions of M. Snedley?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Thank you. It's always
nice to see an exchange between Menber Haeni chen and
M. Snedley, both MT graduates. [It's kind of fun.

M. Sundl of, you too?

MR SUNDLOF: | do not claimto be an engi neer.

CHWN. CHENAL: GCkay. So do we have any further
testi nony or evidence on behalf of the applicant?

MR OLEXA: Nothing further fromthe applicant,
M. Chai r man.

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Very good.

M. Braselton, on behalf of Queen Creek?

MR BRASELTON: No.

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. M. H Il on behalf
of the I nner Loop Omers?

MR HILL: No, Chairnman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. M. Artigue?

MR ARTIGUE: Yes, M. Chairman. 1'd like to
take you up on your offer to make a brief offer of proof
on the record, and I think I will do that up there.

CHWN. CHENAL: Pl ease.

Are there any exhibits you would like to see on
t he screens?
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MR ARTIGQJE: Yes. |If we could put up PPG\ 1
and PPG\-2, that woul d be wonderful.

M. Chairman, Menbers of the Commttee, ny nane
is Cameron Artigue. |'m here on behalf of the Harvard
| nvestnents entities that own the property that conprises
t he Cadence naster-planned conmmunity on the northeast
side of the State Route 24 corridor.

There's about three-quarters of a mle of
freeway frontage here between the master plan and the
State Route 24, so it's a substantial anpunt of freeway
cover age.

The reason |"'mhere -- this is really unusual,
but the reason I"'mhere is not to litigate sonething or
to sort of try and help you solve a problem but to
address a hypothetical issue that really doesn't exist.
So bear with ne for just a few m nutes.

In its original application filed on
August 1st, SRP sought approval of a single corridor that
covered both sides of the State Route 24 right-of -way.
And what SRP said in their application was they want ed
optionality because the FAA process was not yet
concl uded. SRP was not asking the Commttee to pick one
side. SRP wanted to reserve that flexibility to itself.

Now, since then, the request for approval on
t he northeast side has been w thdrawn, del eted, SRP has
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not pursued that option before this Conmttee, you know,
and we're glad to see that. That's why we're supportive
of SRP' s application.

So you are wondering to yourself, Caneron, then
why are you here? Wiy are you spending time to talk
about this?

The answer is there is sort of a theoretical
possibility, there is a point of view that rational
| awyers can have that the scope of the application is
fixed by the application itself, and it's kind of I|ike
indelible ink, and you can't change it; and, therefore,
sonebody, whether it be the Corporati on Conm ssion or the
Court, in sone nightmarish scenario, could approve the
al i gnnent on the northeast side.

So there's three things | could do with respect
to that eventuality.

One is to do nothing and let ny client just
accept that risk. That would be in dereliction of ny
responsibilities as ny clients' | awer.

The second thing | could do is put on ny case
and call w tnesses to oppose an alignnent that SRP isn't
asking for, which would annoy you and waste everybody's
time. And | don't want to do that.

So the third option is what trial |awers call
an offer of proof, which is where I'mhere not to put on
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a case but to describe for you the case that woul d have
been put on if circunstances were different. And that
enables me to protect ny clients' rights w thout wasting
everybody's tine.

So ny offer of proof is threefold. Had this
proceeded under the original application, ny client and |
woul d have made t hree points:

First, we would have argued that this Conmittee
had no authority or power to approve an alignnment that
was on both sides of the State Route 24; that that's too
much flexibility; that that is not a specific location in
the words of the 1971 Session |aw that created this body;
and that when there are different statutory bal ances that
exist on different sides of a right-of-way, you can't
just lunmp them together and give the applicant
flexibility. 1It's sort of a non-del egable duty of this

Commttee to deci de.

Now, |'m not making that argunent. | don't
want to open that can of worns. |'mjust reading the
| abel. That's what the can of worns says on the outside

of the can. So that's the argunent we woul d have nade.

The second argunent we woul d have nade and t he
second bit of proof that we would have offered is that it
Is extrenely di sadvant ageous, perhaps ruinous, to put a
hi gh-vol tage transm ssion |line through a residenti al
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mast er - pl anned conmuni ty.

This is -- can the court reporter still hear ne
if I stand over here?

THE REPORTER: Yes.

MR ARTIGUE: This is the Cadence comunity
right here. The transm ssion |line would have gone
nort heast of the green line. Those are lot lines. Those
are not hypothetical lot lines. Those aren't notional.
This is -- final plats have been recorded. These hones
are for sale. You can go buy one this afternoon.

So it's areal inpact, and it's not just a
matter of, well, there would be sone condemmation, and we
coul d take sonme hones off the edges.

If you | ook closely at Exhibit PPG\2, there
are cul -de-sacs up against the edge -- the sort of
western edge of the property that abut the freeway.

A cul -de-sac is not an optional conponent of a
subdivision plat. They're huge. |It's about a 100-f oot
dianeter in a nodern cul -de-sac bubbl e because it has to
be bi g enough for people to park their cars and for a
trash truck or a UPS truck or a fire truck to turn
around. And every street needs a cul -de-sac at the end.

Well, if you put the power line there, you clip
off all the cul -de-sacs. And what you then have to do is
decrease this foll owon effect where you have to go three
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or four or five lots over and put themin cul -de-sac.

So it's not just a matter of trimmng |lots off
the edge |ike you would off an alfalfa field. You would
severely disrupt the sort of design and functionality of
the entire subdivision if you tried to drop a
transm ssion line through it.

The other thing I'd like to point out to you is
this site right here is an elenentary school. There
was -- in the flyover discussion on Friday, there was
di scussi on about the sensitivity of avoiding a daycare
center. | don't know what the popul ati on of the daycare
center is, but that's reserved for the Queen Creek
Uni fied School District as an el enentary school site.

And t he school districts have enough on their plate where
they don't need parents and everybody asking why is there
a transm ssion line in our playground.

So the short of it is, | would have called ny
client, appraisers, planners to testify that there are
just enornous disruptions contingent to putting this
t hrough a master-planned conmunity. That's the second
poi nt | woul d have nade.

The third and final point I want to nake for an
offer of proof is that we have relied upon the efforts
that this Comm ttee has undertaken to narrow and hone the
I ssues for purposes of this proceeding. It's |like any
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litigation. Starting right after the application is
filed, there's, you know, pretrial conferences and
conference calls and efforts to narrow and w nnow and
figure out what's really at issue and what isn't so we
don't waste people's tine.

What cane out of that is the northeast
alignnent was taken off the table. WelIl, you know,
what's -- ny offer of proof is that if you're going to
take stuff off the table, it has to really be off the
t abl e because we have relied in actuality on these
efforts to narrow the scope of this proceeding. And if
sone further body in the future wants to change the
alignnent, | reserve the right to cry foul and say that
that was grossly unfair and take it up with them

That's all | have.

Ch, | do have one nmore. | would nove the
adm ssion of Exhibits PPGN1 and 2, M. Chairman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any objection?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: There being no objection, PPG\1
and PPGN-2 are adm tt ed.

(Exhibits PPGN-1 and PPGN-2 were admtted.)

MR ARTIGUE: M. Chairman, if | have |ike 45

nore seconds, | was asked a question during my opening
st at enent .
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CHWN. CHENAL: Take as nuch as tine as you
need.

MR ARTI GUE: Ms. Wodall asked what steps ny
client had done to ensure an electrical supply and
distribution. 1've looked into that. | said | would get
back to you.

The answer is it was handled entirely
routinely. In February of 2017, ny client approached
Salt River Project. They said, Can you provide
el ectrical service? They said yes. A standard two-page
servi ce agreenent was executed. There was a snall fee
for design and construction. It was a total of $44, 000.
That happened | ast year, and it was no nore conplicated
t han that.

More generally, like |I said, we recognize the
need for a robust grid, and that's why we support SRP' s
efforts.

Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you very nuch.

M. Artigue, | have a question, and I knowit's
going to be out of order, but | also know you' re not
goi ng to be here tonorrow.

MR ARTI GUE: Sur e.

CHWN. CHENAL: So you, on behalf of your
client, filed a pleading today, if | understand
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correctly, PPGN s Proposed Anmendnents to Applicant's
Proposed Revi sed CEC.

That's a nouthful. But you have a change --
and I know we'll get the final argunents and we'll| decide
what we're going to do after that. But | think it's nore

appropriate to have you nmaybe answer this question than
whoever is going to appear tonorrow. And so | want to
make sure to have the opportunity to hear if you're clear
on this.

And | don't know if you can put it up on the
board, but --

MEMBER WOODALL: And we don't have a copy of
that, do we, M. Chairman?

CHW. CHENAL: | don't think we do. | believe
this cane to ny office this norning. And Marie sent it
to the Committee, and it's been filed with the docket.

Is there a way to put up Condition 20 to the
CEC? Because this is really a couple snmall changes. So
maybe Exhi bit 60.

M5. MASER. Do you want the Wrd version?

CHWN. CHENAL: No. Just a PDF is fine.

MEMBER WOODALL: M. Chairman, could we ask SRP
to provide a witten copy of that?

| see them noddi ng yes, so thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: And for the Commttee, if you
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| ook at SRP-60, which you have in front of you, Condition
20.

All right. So we have it up on the screen.
Thank you very much for that. And | think the Comm ttee
has in front of it the hard copy.

So the two changes are to add to applicant and
City of Mesa to include PPGN as a notified party. Now,
that's not really what I'mgetting to.

This isn't the right -- I'msorry. Excuse ne.

It's the provision that tal ks about within 120
days of the Conmi ssion's decision granting the
certificate.

It's 16. I'msorry. |In PPGNs filing today, |
was | ooki ng at No. 20.

Wth this revised CEC, it's No. 16.

MR ARTIGUE: Yeah. | would help you if I
could. | could describe for you what the two changes
wWe' re proposing are.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yeah. But let's have the
| anguage in front of the Commttee.

MEMBER WOODALL: Excuse ne, M. Chairman, is
this the one that says: Wthin 120 days of the
Comm ssion's decision --

CHWN. CHENAL: Yeah. 17.

MEMBER WOODALL: On Condition 17, | think there
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was a request that we add the Gty of Queen Creek to that
17, line 23. And are you saying that M. Artigue wants
to add his client's name?

CHWN. CHENAL: Yeabh.

MR ARTI GUE: Yes.

CHWN. CHENAL: But that's not the part that |
think 1'"d like to hear from M. Artigue.

If you | ook at what is Condition 17, excuse ne,
for this, in SRP-60, you'll see that there's a reference
to the applicant making efforts to commence discussion to
identify specific |ocation and pl acenent of the poles.

So the first request is to add PPGN as a
notified party.

The second change is to strike the sentence
that starts with "This condition."

And 1'lIl read it: This condition shall apply
al ong the unbuilt segnment of SR-24 until such tine as
ADOT publishes a final alignnent and right-of -way.

And | wonder if you could scroll -- can you get
both of themon the screen at the sane tine?

Does the Conmittee see that?

MEMBER HAMAMY:  Yes.

CHWN. CHENAL: M. Artigue, in his filing
t oday, suggested that sentence be struck, and I would
just like to hear the rationale for it. | know we're out
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of order on this, but since you' re not going to be here
tonorrow, | don't think it's fair to place whoever is
going to replace you tonorrow with explaining it.

MR ARTIGUE: Qur rationale for striking it --
there are two possible ways to go with this,

M. Chai r man.

Qur rationale for striking it was that good
faith should be required at all tines. The prinary
thrust of what is paragraph 17 in this draft is inposing
an obligation of good faith consultation and that there
shoul dn't be any sort of tinme in which the obligation of
good faith comences. There should al ways be an
obligation to sort of consult and coordinate in good
faith.

The other issue that we saw with this was the
version that SRP proposed was hitched to the date or the
time on which ADOT publishes a final alignment. And I'm
not an ADOT | awer. | don't know what it neans or
doesn't nean for ADOT to publish a final alignnment. M
understanding is, based on infornmation | received Friday
afternoon and we shared this norning, is that ADOT's God.
ADOT knows where it wants to put this and has al ready
communi cated that to Pacific Proving, the people on the
sout hwest side. Whether it needs to be put on the
website before it's published or go in the Arizona
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Adm ni strative Register or sonething, | don't know.
But -- or if there's sonme ADOT regul ati on.

But we're just trying to be practical here.
That once ADOT knows where it's going to go, that
everybody should be able to sort of work together in good
faith. That's all we're trying to acconplish.

CHWN. CHENAL: But aren't you striking that
| anguage?

MR ARTI GUE: That, vyes.

Well, the other way to -- the initial thought
was to strike the | anguage so as to require good faith at
all times. The idea was -- going back to the first part
of my remarks -- that the saying: This obligation shal
only apply after ADOT inposes a final alignnment.

If you strike that, what you have is, well,
now, there's sort of always this obligation to consult in
good faith. Like | said, we can either strike it as
we' ve proposed, or the other way to work it out is this
| anguage: Publishes or otherwi se determnes a fina
alignment. Which | think is alittle nore -- enbraces
nore than publication, because | don't knowif that's a
formal termof art or not.

| shouldn't get out ahead of you, M. Chairman.

Susan Demmtt wll be here tonorrow. She's the author
here, and | don't want to -- she wll cone prepared to
COASH & CQOASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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enlighten all of you on this.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Had | known that, |
woul dn't have put you in the position of answering
questions that naybe Ms. Demmtt shoul d answer.

Menmber Wbodal | .

MEMBER WOODALL: So the gist of your position
is you don't believe that this sentence concl udes an
obligation of good faith? That's your basic concern?

MR ARTIGUE: One of our concerns is that the
obligation to use good faith should not be -- it should
be al ways. There should al ways be an obligation. And
you shouldn't say, there's a condition of good faith, but
this condition only starts upon the occurrence of sone
specific event.

MEMBER WOODALL: R ght. And as an attorney who
used to represent ADOI, |'m not aware of any obligation.
So if you struck "publishes" and say until ADOT
determ nes -- assum ng that we could i npose an obligation
of good faith, that would be acceptable to your client?

MR ARTI GUE: Yes.

MEMBER WOODALL: Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you very mnuch.

And | think, lastly, M. Taebel, do you have
anything you would like to add to the record?

MR TAEBEL: No, M. Chairnan.
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CHWN. CHENAL: Unless |I'm m staken, we're at
t he point where we woul d have final argument. This has
approached us a little nore quickly than I had thought.
Don't worry. We'Il give you a minute. Let ne
just check with the Commttee and see if they have any

t houghts at this point on additional infornmation they'd

like to hear. | nean, as we nornally go through the
process of -- the deliberative process, we're not afraid
to ask questions, but | like the idea of getting as much

of the evidence in during the case versus our
del i berati ve period as possi bl e.

Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NOLAND: Thank you, M. Chairman. Could
you pl ease put SRP-59 up on the screen.

My question is with regard to the proposed
al i gnnent between P2 and the future substation site. And
there is no corridor or whatever in there. And if, in
fact, we were to put a corridor -- not saying it would be
200 feet. Say it was 500 feet for a distance, what would
the applicant say to that? Wuld they feel that would be
enough, or would it further conplicate the |ocation?

And | understand the | ocation just hasn't been
pi nned down. | just think that that's the only place we
don't have any type of corridor or defined area for the
transm ssion line. Not so nmuch the substation, but the
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transm ssion |ine.

MR SUNDLOF: M. Chairman, Conmttee Menber
Nol and, the idea -- we could put a corridor in there, but
to us, the way we've witten this, is that the orange
part is really the corridor. |It's within the orange
bubble, if you wll.

Now, | admt -- | understand that P2 is a
little bit above that. But we have that we're going to
m ss the daycare center and go into the bubble. To us,
it seened fairly self-evident that we're going to cone
ri ght down past the -- in a |logical way, past the daycare
into the bubble, and then we'll |ocate the transm ssion,
as M. Snedl ey said, depending on where the substation is
| ocat ed, depending on where |linear features are | ocated,
so that we could best integrate it into that devel oped
little area.

If you wanted to put a corridor between P2 and
the orange part, we could do that, but | think the
corridor would have to go out to the edge of that orange
bubble to be able to give the flexibility. W can do it
that way if that's your preference.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Sundlof, | think we had
testinony that there are several property owners within
t hat whol e substation area, the orange area.

Do you know if there's nore than one property
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owner between P2 and the begi nning of the proposed
substati on area i n orange?

MR SUNDLOF: Chairnman, Conmmi ttee Menber
Nol and, that's all State Trust | and.

MEMBER NOLAND: It is?

MR. SUNDLOF: Yes. other than the daycare
which is that little corner. But other than that, it's
all State Trust | and.

MEMBER NCLAND: Everything south of WAarner Road
to the substation, beginning proposed substation, is
State | and?

MR. SUNDLOF: Everything north of the orange
bubble is State Trust | and.

MEVMBER NOLAND: Ckay. Then I'mnot as worried
about that because | think they are pretty famliar with
dealing with the transm ssion |lines, and | suppose you'l
be dealing with themw th the acquisition of the
substation site.

Thank you.

MR. SUNDLOF: Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: To follow up on Menber Nol and's
poi nt, however, from P2 south, a direct shot south wl|
cause the line to -- | don't want to say bisect, but cut
off or go over and cut off a portion, a triangular
portion, between the power line to the west -- between
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the power line and the freeway.

And | know that there are nmany cases where
State Land is jealous of its ability to devel op as nuch
of a parcel as possible and does not |ike roads or power
| i nes bisecting or going through the | and because the
argunent is it decreases the value of the | and because of
t he devel opabl e areas i npact ed.

So we haven't had any testinony from ADOT or
the State Land Departnent. | believe we have a letter
that's in support of the project. So | guess their
opportunity to cone in and say sonething -- but |I would
have t hought, | guess, that State Land woul d have
preferred that the power line frompoint P2 continue to
abut as nuch as possible the 202 until it gets to the
orange section for the reasons |'ve stated.

And I"mjust curious if you' ve had di scussions,
if the applicant has had di scussions, wth State Land on
t hat specific point.

MR. SUNDLOF: Let ne raise a couple points.

On the first point, it would nake a | ot of
sense to follow the 202. The problemis that it goes
ri ght over the roof of the daycare center. The daycare
center is right at that orange bubble by the freeway. So
we have to swing out, and we said at | east 200 feet.

And do you want turning structure, turning
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structure, turning structure, turning structure? So
that's why we wanted to have a little flexibility so we
can swoop in in the best way.

And SRP works with State Land every day. W
have a nostly good relationship. And so | think we'll
work that out. State Land has said they want it as cl ose
to the 202 as possible, and that will be our intent. So
we have had di scussions, and they have said they want it
as close to the 202 as possible, given the fact that we
have a daycare center

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

Even though we just had the tour this norning,
we stopped and went -- did a drive-by right in front of
t he daycare center. You've refreshed ny recoll ection.
That is where the daycare center is, so that nakes sense.

Menmber Woodal | .

MEMBER WOODALL: The long and short of it is
you're not going to be able to put this |Iine anywhere

unless it's where State Land wants it; isn't that about

right?
MR SUNDLOF: | think that's about right.
MEMBER WOODALL: Thank you.
Ch, may 1 ?
CHWN. CHENAL: Sure, Menber Wodall.
MEMBER WOODALL: If, in the closing argunents,
COASH & CQOASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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the parties could express a preference for either the
boundary concept or the corridor concept, that would be
very hel pful. 1'mnot suggesting this will be a majority
vote, but I would like to know if you care or if you
don't care. And if you do care, what's your preference?
That woul d be hel pful to ne.

CHW. CHENAL: So is there any other evidence
that the Commttee would like to elicit before we close
t he heari ng?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: | don't hear anyone asking to do
that. Are there -- does the applicant or do any of the
parties have anything further they'd like to introduce
into the record?

MR, SUNDLOF: No, Your Honor.

CHW. CHENAL: So we have a choice, then. |'m
going to turn to the Comm ttee here.

We have a nunber of options. One option is we
have the parties provide their final argunents, and we
adjourn till tonorrow to consider -- to begin
del i berati ons.

Anot her option is we hold off doing anything
till tonmorrow. The third option is we have the final
argunents now, and we start deliberating the CEC

It's quarter to 4. | don't know how | ong the
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final argunments would take, and maybe | should ask if the
Conmttee has a preference or if the applicant or if any

of the parties have a preference on whether to do openi ng
argunents now or tonorrow.

MR SUNDLOF: Your Honor, we don't have a
pr ef er ence.

MEVMBER WOODALL: Personally, | would like to
charge forward because | can't inmagine the closings are
going to be that long. That's just ny imnagi nation.

MEMBER HAMMY: | agree with Menber Wodall.
|'"d rather go till 5 and see where we are.

MEMBER PALMER:. My preference would be doing
the closing argunents today but not start deliberations
until tonorrow.

MEMBER NCOLAND: That's ny preference al so.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: C osi ng argunents now and
then adjourn. W're all commtted, us out-of-towners, to
t he hotel.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Let's do that. Let's
have final argunments, and then, unless there's a strong
objection fromthe Commttee -- and | think the Committee
has expressed its preference to have the final argunents
now, and then we'll begin the deliberative phase tonorrow
norning starting at 9: 30.

So would the applicant |like to proceed now wth
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final argunments, or would you |ike a short break before
we begi n?

MR, SUNDLCOF: I'mready to go. \Wichever you
prefer.

CHWN. CHENAL: M. Sundl of, before we begin,
let ne overrule nyself here. W need copies of hard
exhibits -- the court reporter needs hard copies of all
exhibits. And I'mremss that | have two that | would
like to introduce into the record as Chairman's 1 and 2.
And it's sinply Proving G ounds LLC s statenent of
support for the southern alignnment of the power |ines and
a letter in support of that. Because it was sent to ne,
it is docketed, but I think it should just be part of the
record. So that's Chairman's 1 and 2.

Is there any objection?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Hearing none, Chairman's 1 and 2
are admtted.

(Exhibits CHW-1 and CHW-2 were admtted.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Are there any other exhibits?

My notes reflect for Queen Creek that -- and |I' m not
exactly sure if 1'm 100 percent correct on this, but ny
notes reflect that Queen Creek 1 has been admitted, but |
don't show in ny notes that Queen Creek 2 has been
adm tt ed.
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MR CLOAR Both of Queen Creek's exhibits were
maps taken from Queen Creek 1. So Queen Creek 1 was an
entire 140-page report. |It's the North Specific Area
Pl an. Both exhibits that were up on the screen were
taken fromthat report, and you admtted the entirety of
the report.

CHW. CHENAL: So there's really only Exhibit

1.
MR CLOAR Correct. That is the only exhibit.
CHWN. CHENAL: And then | believe all the other
exhi bits have been admtted, and | will provide the court

reporter with Chair 1 and Chair 2.

Ckay. M. Sundl of.

MR. SUNDLOF: Thank you, Chmn. Chenal, Menbers
of the Commttee. | want to thank everybody for your
attention. You' ve noticed that we have a very new t eam
at SRP. And al though we've had a few very little
glitches, | think they've done an excellent job, and I
want to commend themfor it. And we have a new attorney,
M. O exa, and he's done an excellent job.

And | want to thank the attorneys and the
parties. | think they' ve been very cooperative, and
we' ve been able to work out what differences we have, and
| want to thank the Commttee for your attention.

'l never say never, but this may be ny | ast
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one, so | accommvbdated the opportunity to do the closing
fromM. d exa.

CHWN. CHENAL: This is your second | ast one.

MR, SUNDLOF: | know. | say never say never.

But, anyway, | always enjoy addressing you
guys, and | wanted to do it.

| amreally happy about this project. This is
one of the best ones we've ever brought to you because --
the first point of it is, it is so strong electrically.
|'ve never seen a project quite like this that is
i nterconnected at four substations, cones in with routes
| ooping in fromthe south and the north, provides a
nort h-south connection. It provides huge redundancy to
this new substation, all of which is really inportant for
Mesa and Queen Creek and the adjoining areas of the East
Vall ey that also benefit fromthis structure.

It is really inportant for devel opnent of this
area, which, of course, we really encourage because that
means nore electric custoners for the Salt R ver Project.
And so we're happy to get a junp on this.

| think the other thing you'll notice is this
is a very unique project in the sense that when you went
on your route tour, you saw a | ot of vacant |and. But
that won't be vacant for long. Wat is unique about this
is you have | arge parcels that are bei ng devel oped
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quickly. And M. Artigue show ng the Harvard devel opnent
is a good exanple of that. Every tinme you blink, there's
a new house conming up. It's really fast and it's pretty
exciting. So it's very happy that we're able to get
ahead of the devel opnent and get this done.

And then the third thing, we fortunately have
very strong linear features. W don't really see that in
a lot of the projects. W have very strong features that
| end thensel ves to an appropriate route alignment.

And then, finally, | think we are going by one
house. That's pretty good. One house. Now, on Price
Road, we had no houses, but one is pretty good too. So
we're only going by one house. That's a good project.

All around, it's a good project.

We have becone concerned, and |'ve nentioned
this to you before, because of the unique nature of the
project and the possibility that if we ask for too nuch
authority, we could danmage -- cause danage to these
devel opers. And |I'm not saying we would or we wouldn't,
but it's a concern.

And it's also a concern that there's sonme | ega
risk if we ask for too nuch. There's a legal risk to you
if you give us too nmnuch. And so we want to be very
careful in this circunmstance. This isn't the only --
this won't be a precedent for future cases. W're going
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to have very different kinds of environnments in future
cases. But in this case, we wanted to be very careful
that we ask for what is reasonable and you grant us what
is reasonabl e, no nore, no | ess.

So we took a lot of tine to go through mle by
mle but even closer than that to say, okay, what can we
do here and how can we skinny up these corridors.

M. Artigue nentioned the limts of the
jurisdiction of the Commssion. And | don't want to get
into that, but we don't want to test the limts of the
jurisdiction of the Conmm ssion either or the Committee.
And so that's why we spent a lot of tinmne. And | w sh you
coul d have been there to see how nuch tine the engineers
spent and everything to say, How can we build this. W
don't want to turn a siting case into a building permt
or a construction permt case. But, on the other hand,
we want to be very surgical in what we ask for and what
you grant to us, and that's what we' ve done here.

We have two approaches, and they're really
about the sanme, really.

The first one, and we tal ked about, we were
going to hug the feature, but we didn't have any outer
boundary. Now we've put in an outer boundary. And the
outer boundary is the sane boundary as the corridor. So
really what we're doing is we're hugging the |linear
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feature with the corridor. Although, as M. Snedl ey
testified, it's alittle bit |ess burdensone because
there are areas where we're clearly able to hug the
freeway, and people all know that.

So we recommend that one to you. |If the
Conmttee prefers corridors, we're confortable wth our
ski nni ed-down corridors. | think they are reasonably
what we have needed.

And we have put a new finding into the proposed
CEC order. | don't know if any of you have noticed that.
But the finding that we've put in is that the Commttee
finds that the authority granted to SRP i s reasonabl e
under the circunstances to allow SRP to build the
project. That, | think, is a key to what we're trying to
acconplish here, which is to mnimze the risk to you and
tous. And | think we've done it here. So either one of
t hese choi ces that you take is fine.

Let ne go through what we're proposing to you.

W are first -- and |I' musing Exhibit No. 58,
which is the sane as Exhibit No. 59 for the purposes of
this, but I'll use 58.

W will start at the pole on the right side of
the freeway. Now, this map depicts poles, but those
aren't exactly perfectly accurate. So what we've tried
to do is show you there's a little bit of a sw ngout on
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the right side of the 202 because we have to go off of an
exi sting pole, and then we have to get under the 500, and
then we get over to the freeway. So we'll be a little
bit off of the freeway right in the utility corridor.

And then we cone and we hug the 202 all the way
fromPl to P2. And there likely are not a | ot of
obstacles in there. W gave ourselves 200 feet there as
a nmaxi mum because, as M. Snedl ey says, what we're
hearing there is that there nay be sone plans to put
facilities in along the freeway, and we want to have the
flexibility to deal with the | andowners.

And then at P2, we have asked for sone
flexibility. And as we nentioned, this is State Trust
| and. They know what they want. But we want to m ss the
daycare, and we want to go in a reasonable way into the
substation site. Substation site could be in this orange
area. W would take a reasonable route, trying to, of
course, follow linear alignnments and not bisect parcels
and that sort of thing. W've got the substation, and
then we' ve got the substation area.

| went to SRP over the weekend, and | said, Is
there any way that we could reduce this? And they went
very carefully, and they | ooked at it, and they have
ski nni ed down the size of it from 226 acres to 163 acres,
which | think is good and it gives us a little nore
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certainty.

We then cone out of the substation, and we are
going to have to cross the 24, of course, to get to the
south side. And then we talked a | ot about this built
portion of the State Route 24. And the built portion is
basically adjacent to airport property, and there's sone
ADOT property in there too.

And ADOT and the airport and the Cty of Mesa
are all working jointly to try to reconfigure things in
there to support the airport's master plan. And
M. Snmedley nentioned this. One of the things that
they're tal king about reconfiguring is a drai nage channel
that is farther to the west right now, and it's a major
drai nage channel. So they're tal king about putting the

dr ai nage channel al ong the existing ADOT corridor.

Now, if they do that, we're fine. W'Il|l put it
on the west side of the drainage channel. [If they want
to nove it alittle bit farther, naybe we'll put it on
the east side of the drainage channel. But we're asking

for sone discretion there, and that's why we asked for
t he 300 feet.

And you'll see we have a little bit of
di scretion that we've built into our CEC | anguage, and it
m ght even have to go farther than that. But renenber,
we're dealing with the airport. W're dealing with the
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City. They know what they want, and we'll be able to
work with them W can't get too close to the airport
because of avi ation issues.

When we get down to the unbuilt part of the 24,
we were able to skinny it down to 150 feet. And | think
that's really inportant because you do have this nmjor
parcel that is on the southwest side that wll be
devel oped that's owned by Levine Properties. They chose
not to intervene in this case, but we saw them at the
pretrial conference, and they've also filed now a
statenent that | think is one of the Chairman's exhibits
of support of the southwest side. But they're there, and
we want to nmake sure in that area, in particular, that we
don't overly burden the property because we think it's
about to be devel oped.

W have a little bit of an issue al ong here
because we don't, for certain, know the final ADOT
right-of-way alignnent, although we know pretty cl ose.

As M. Artigue said, there's been sone prelimnary
concepts published. W're pretty close to it. W have a
good rel ationship with ADOT. W can go over there, and
we wWll cone up pretty darn close to what their final
design will be. But we've left ourselves a little bit of
roomin the CEC | anguage to, if we have to, estimate the
boundary. And we can do that within -- we can do that
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wthin a fewfeet. | just didn't want to -- we didn't
want to say, okay, we put it here, and there's 3 feet
bet ween us and the final ADOT boundary, so we viol ated
the CEC. So we're giving ourselves a little discretion
to estimate the ADOT boundary if we have to. | don't
think we'll have to.

Everything | hear, we've got plenty of tine.
We' ve got a good relationship with ADOT. They know what
we want to do. The last thing they want to do is have to
pay to pull our transm ssion poles out, so we'll get it
figured out.

Then when we get down to Crisnon Road, | think
M. Snedley said we're on the south side of the 24 -- the

future 24. And we need to stay on the south side because

Crisnon Road will be an overpass, and we can't get too
high, so we'll stay on the south side.
Then we'l |l probably have -- | nean, the

li keli hood is that we cross over then to the east side
and go straight down. But we want a little discretion
there to work with the | andowners.

We' ve agreed with Queen Creek that when we get

down to Gernmann Road, we will, of course, mss the
exi sti ng house on the northwest corner, and we'll be over
on the east side as we enter Queen Creek, and we will go

t hrough the VI achos Nursery, even though that nmeans we're
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going to have to nove sone buildings, but we deci ded
we're okay with that. WVl achos says they're not opposing
it. They just would prefer not. And so if that's what
Queen Creek -- as good neighbors, we're going to do that.

And then we'll cone down to the Abel - Moody
line. And |'ve done this for a long tine, and | know - -
| know when you get into final design, lots of surprises
cone up. SRP only recently acquired that [ and, and so we
haven't had a chance to do potholing or all the kinds of
things that they do to determ ne final design. But we're
going to make it work in order to work with our good
friends at Queen Creek. W wll figure out a way to make
it work, and we don't know of any reason why it can't
wor k right now

Let ne talk a little bit about this corridor.
We've had corridors for many years on both sides of the
street, so |'ve done nany projects where we have
corridors that are on both sides of the street. And
there's good reasons for doing that.

| understand this is a very devel oped or about
to be devel oped area, and |I understand why we do it here.
| just hope that we don't neke it a practice that every
time that we do one of these, we have to choose one side
or the other of a road because sonetines that doesn't
work very well. And this is an area where, you know, we
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can nmake it work, but we'd rather not, but we will.

So we have a revised CEC, and | think it's
taken care of a lot of the issues. Wat we intend to do
during the deliberations, if this is okay with you, is
that we'll put our newest version up on the screen on the
right side, and we'll put Chairnman Chenal's versi on on
the left side, which edits an earlier version of ours.
That way, we can scroll through and go |ine by I|ine,
par agr aph by paragraph, and we can add the things that
M. Chenal has asked for us to add. W can put those in
there. W can al so nmake correspondi ng changes.

O course, on the part about Crisnon Road, we
want to nmake sure we accurately reflect our agreenent
wth Queen Creek, and we will have new maps for you
tonorrow that accurately reflect our agreenment with Queen
Cr eek.

That's it. |'ve enjoyed working with you guys,
and | recommend this project to you.

Thank you.

CHW. CHENAL: Any --

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Bon voyage.

MEMBER NCLAND: Adi os.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thanks, M. Sundl of.

M. doar.

MR. CLOAR  Thank you, M. Chairnan, Menbers of
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the Commttee. |It's going to take ne |onger to have
wal ked up here than it wll for the cl osing.

We had a much | onger version prepared, but in
i ght of our agreenent that M. Sundl of stated on the
record, the Town is fully in support of the proposed
al i gnnent, assum ng that the CEC contains the | anguage
that M. Sundl of alluded to.

The Town woul d support the -- we've referred to
it as the noncorridor approach sinply because it does
tether the future SRP right-of-way to the future Crisnon
Road right-of-way. But the Town can certainly live with
ei t her approach.

So thank you for your tinme, and thank you again
to SRP for working wth us.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you, M. d oar.

M. HII.

MR HILL: Good afternoon, Chairnman Chenal,
Menbers of the Comm ttee.

The I nner Loop | andowners would |ike to thank
you for your tinme and for listening to our concerns
during this hearing.

|'"d just like to recap the i nportant reasons
for siting these lines on the east side of the Loop 202
in the northern segnent.

The purpose of this project is to serve new
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custoners wth significant energy needs. And siting the
line to the east wll help SRP acconplish this goal.
Large commercial custoners will be locating their
facilities east of the 202 where the Elliot Road

Technol ogy Corridor is |located, so this infrastructure
shoul d be sited near by.

You heard testinony from M. Jones that | arge
custoners often take service at transm ssion voltage and,
in fact, SRP has al ready been asked to evaluate a 230kV
service connection in this area. M. Jones al so
testified that because custoners pay for these
I nt erconnecti ons, they woul d save npbney by avoi ding the
costs associated with a freeway crossing if the |line were
to be placed on the east side.

SRP itself prefers the east side. M. Snedley
stated that it is approxinmately $2.5 million |ess
expensive to build this |line on the east because the west
side would require crossing the freeway to reach the site
of the RS-31 Substati on.

M. Snedley also clarified that SRP' s avi ati on
anal ysis contenplated a siting on the eastern side of the
202, so SRP al ready has approval to place these |ines
east of the 202 fromthe FAA

The pl anned uses of the | and on both sides of
the freeway require that the |line be on the east side.
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M. Pickett discussed the line's conpatibility
wth the Inner Loop planned area devel opnment and the
probl ems associated with placing the |ine on the west
side, which would result in the line crossing a parcel
t hat woul d be zoned for residential use.

Further, the speakers at Thursday's public
conment session all cited eastern siting.

And, finally, M. R ch showed you a letter from
Deputy Conmmi ssioner Wsley Mehl, which indicated the
State Land Departnent's preference for the east side.

So in sum we believe this is an easy choice
for the Commttee. Al the parties are in agreenent on
this issue, and we therefore ask that the Commttee only
authorize SRP to build this project on the east side of
Loop 202 as you prepare this CEC

And in closing, to address Menber Wodall's
questi on, we do not have a position regarding the
boundary or corridor concepts.

Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thanks, M. Hill.

M. Artigue.

MR ARTI GUE: Thank you, M. Chairman, Menbers
of the Commttee. It's ny first tine out before this
body, and | have profited fromthe experience.

We support the application. W want you to
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approve the application as submtted by SRP.

Wth respect to our -- the central segnent, you
have all the parties and all the evidence and all the | aw
suggesting that it nust be |ocated -- the transm ssion
i ne nust be | ocated on the southwest side, not the
nort heast si de.

| suggest to you, respectfully, that on this
record, it would be legally erroneous, it would be error,
for this Conmttee to approve the alignnent on the
nort heast side of the State Route 24.

Wth respect to Conm ssioner Wodall's
question, we support the boundary approach because |
think that provides a slightly nore specific
specification for the construction of the transm ssion
i ne.

Let nme just close by offering you a thought.
| " ve been sitting here thinking about how nmuch
flexibility is too much, because | think we would all
agree that it's inpossible for the Commttee to say where
each pole needs to go down to the mllineter. And in the
course of life, the applicant -- any applicant has to
have sonme neasure of l|latitude to actually go build the
thing. On the other hand, too nmuch flexibility becones a
probl em and gets you outside -- gets you on the wong
side of the law at sone point.
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So |I've been thinking to nyself, what's the
answer? Wen do you go too far in terns of too nuch
flexibility becom ng a | egal problenf? And the best
answer | can cone up with lies in the statutory criteria
inl think it's 40-360.06. That as |long as you're not
changi ng the bal ance of considerations, flexibility is
fine. But if you are noving in any way that affects the
actual bal ance of equities and | egal considerations,
that's too far.

And so the -- how much flexibility you have,
it's not a lineal neasurenment of feet. [It's not
necessarily you have to pick one side of the road. But
it's you can't take two different sets of statutory
bal ances and treat them as a single application.

Anyway, maybe |I'm conpletely off base. It's ny
first rodeo, so maybe I'l|l have sonething better to say
next time.

Anyway, thank you so nuch.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you very much. |
under stand that nmuch better now wth that fornula you' ve
gi ven ne.

M. Taebel.

MR TAEBEL: Thank you, M. Chairman, Menbers
of the Commttee.

So Mesa had identified three concerns at the
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begi nni ng of the proceedi ng.

We were concerned about the alignnent being on
t he sout hwest side of route 24. This is addressed in the
certificate as proposed by the Salt River Project, and
there's been quite a bit of discussion on that issue.

In terns of the approaches, the Gty is okay
wth either approach. | think the boundary approach
woul d work, even though there's sone novelty to it, until
we woul d be confortable with that.

The second consi deration that Mesa had was the
FAA-rel ated issues. This is addressed in Condition 12 as
it's been included by SRP, and we'd |ike to ask that that
be included in the ultinmate certificate.

And then we had sone m nor concerns about the
substation, and that's al so addressed in the proposed
Condi tion No. 20.

So the Gty is in support of the certificate's
i ssuance, and that's stated fairly well in the resolution
that was admtted into evidence in COM1 and al so by SRP
as Exhibit 55.

Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you very mnuch.

Yes, Menber Pal ner.

MEMBER PALMER: | just -- this isn't for
M. Taebel .
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Just in general, | just wanted to express
appreciation to the applicant for -- we have quite often
in the past received applications that had corridors that
were 500 or even 1,000 feet that have been concerning to
t he point that we have even sought | egal advice on what
the i npact of that was on the property owners. And it
hasn't gone unnoticed that SRP has been very judicious
and responsible as I'"ve listened to this in narrow ng
those to what they believe is the | east responsible
corridor or boundary -- to ne, it's senmantics -- that
they can use to build this. And | wanted to express that
appreciation. | think it makes our job easier.

And then, finally, | just wanted to say it was
enlightening to hear an attorney confess, as M. Artigue
did, that he profited from being here.

MEMBER WOODALL: I n nore ways than one,

i magi ne.

CHWN. CHENAL: And his client will agree that
M. Artigue has profited from bei ng here.

MR ARTI GUE: In so nany ways.

MR SUNDLOF: He's referring to next nonth's
bill when it gets paid by his client.

CHWN. CHENAL: M. Sundlof, did you have
sonet hing to add?

MR SUNDLOF: M. Chairnman, there was one ot her
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issue that | was going to raise when we went through the
CEC, but I think I'Il tee it up. And that's the point
that Laurie Wodall raised at the very begi nning about
whet her we need sone sort of a consent to file that

suppl enent to the CEC

| don't think we do. | don't see anything that
says we do. But I'mgoing to suggest when we get to this
point that the Conmttee nake a finding that approves the
filing of that supplenmental CEC so at | east we' ve got
that in the record. |1'mgoing to make that suggesti on.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Wodall .

MEMBER WOODALL: If | believed that that's
really a legal conclusion, | would not be supportive of
that. And by raising the issue, | did not nean to
suggest that that is the law, that is the position of the
Commi ssion. | indicated that the reason |I brought it up
was because there was a matter pending before the
Conmm ssion, and that issue was addressed. That's the
only thing.

Sol -- 1 would -- and in any event, the
concl usions of |aw are sonething that, you know, our
| egal departnent can work on. So |'m not supportive of
t hat .

MR SUNDLOF: Well, then | wthdrawit.

MEMBER WOODALL: Ckay.

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



© 00 ~N oo o b~ w N P

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

LS CASE NO. 180 VOL [l 09/ 10/ 2018 498

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Haeni chen gave very sage
advice to ne when we were on the bus based on a fortune
cooki e that he saw years and years and years ago, which
has defined decision-nmaking in his life. Look afar -- do
| have this right, Menber Haeni chen?

Look afar and see the end fromthe begi nning.
Look afar and see the end fromthe begi nning.

So tonorrow, when we start these deliberations,
| can see sone di scussion about a bl endi ng of these
concepts, a corridor and the concept that's in the
proposal about the boundaries, but having the structures
abut the right-of-way. There just may be -- | expect
that there's going to be sone discussion about that, and
so | think we should have -- if | wasn't clear, | think
we shoul d have two maps tonorrow, one wi th boundaries and
one with corridors, and we'll work with the | anguage.

And either one of those will, 1'm sure, be acceptable to
the Commttee, assum ng we grant the CEC

MEVMBER WOODALL: M. Chairnan, just maybe to
show nmy hand, |I'mreally supportive of the boundary
approach here because it doesn't seemthat any of the
i ntervenors have an objection to it. They're indifferent
toit. And | don't see really any advantage one way or
the other. So |I'm nore supportive of the boundary
approach. And | realize we'll have further discussion on
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it, but I just wanted to tip ny hand.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, this is going to
shock all of you, but | feel about the sanme way as Menber
Wodal|l does. | think this is sonething that, really,

t he Comm ssion should nake a final determ nation on or

gi ve us sone guidance on. |It's atotally new thing. W
haven't dealt with this before. WII it work? W won't
know for 12 years, 10 or 12 years. 1'll be gone, that's
for sure.

But I think it's a new concept. Those are

always a little hard to wap your head around. But I

think I -- wthout any opposition fromreally any of the
intervenors, | amwlling to ook at it as an option in
this CEC.

CHWN. CHENAL: GCkay. Thank you.

s there anything the Conm ttee has before we
adjourn for this evening and resune tonorrow norning wth
our deliberations at 9:307

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: |Is there anything the applicant
wants to add before we adjourn for this evening?

MR, SUNDLOF: No, Your Honor.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. And any of the other
parti es?
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(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. One final comment. |Is
t here anyone for public comment in the audi ence?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: | didn't think there was, but |
shoul d ask.

Ckay. Thank you. W'l adjourn this evening,
and we'll resunme tonorrow norning at 9:30. Thank you,
ever ybody.

(The hearing recessed at 4:15 p.m)
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STATE OF ARI ZONA
COUNTY OF MARI COPA )

BE IT KNOM that the foregoing proceedi ngs were
t aken 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 the
out conme her eof .

| CERTIFY that | have conplied with the ethical
ations set forth in ACIA 7-206(F)(3) and ACIA
(J)(1)(g)(1) and (2). Dated at Phoenix, Arizona,
13t h day of Septenber, 2018.
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