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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 9:41 a.m on the

11t 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

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 vaL |V 09/ 11/ 2018 505

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:

GAMMVAGE & BURNHAM

M. Susan E. Demmtt

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
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CHWN. CHENAL: Good norning, everyone. This is
the tine set for the full day of hearings on the
appl i cation.

There's a couple procedural matters we shoul d
address before we enter deliberations.

M. dexa, we had a discussion off the record
about Exhibits --

MR OLEXA: M. Chairman, it was Exhibits 22,
23, 25, and 27.

CHWN. CHENAL: Wy don't you nmake a record.

MR OLEXA: Sure.

During ny opening statenent, | had referenced
the fact that we had w thdrawn or renoved those as
potential exhibits because they were related to the FAA
i ssue, and that issue had resolved itself. But then,
| ater on, when | went to nove into evidence the SRP
exhibits, | did not again clarify that those would not be
admtted. W weren't seeking to admt those.

And so, to clarify the record, we would like to
make sure that 22, 23, 25, and 27 were either w thdrawn
or renpved and not adm tted.

(Exhi bits SRP-22, SRP-23, SRP-25, and SRP- 27,
were wi thdrawn by the applicant.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. W'Il|l use the word
"W thdrawn." But would you pl ease provi de copi es of

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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those exhibits for identification to the court reporter
so she can at |l east attach those to the transcript so the
record is clear what it is those docunents are.

MR OLEXA: W will do so.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay.

Now, we have sonme nore docunents that we were
presented wth this norning. Do you care to -- the maps.
Do you care to discuss what those are before we begin
del i berati ons?

MR OLEXA: Sure. Wat SRP has nmarked as two
new maps are SRP-063 and 064. And those are new naps
that were prepared overnight. And, essentially, they
just reflect the agreement with the Town of Queen C eek
t hat SRP, below or south of Germann, would be on the east
side of the road with its new proposed |i ne.

And so, when you | ook at that map, you see that
the green dotted line that's on either side of Crisnon
Road on the east and west side north of Germann is no
| onger on the west side south of Germann.

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Very good. Thank
you.

All right. Are there any other procedural
matters we shoul d address before we begin the
del i berations?

MR OLEXA: | don't believe so.

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Does the Commttee
have any questions before we begi n?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Let's put up on the
screen, if we can, Exhibits 60 on one side, which is the
applicant's | think nost recent version of the CEC, and
then, as well, SRP Exhibit 62, which includes sone
changes that | amoffering for discussion, not
necessarily to include, but for discussion.

So we're |l ooking at two screens. And on the
left is Exhibit 60, which includes the changes that | am
suggesting for discussion. And then the right side is
Exhibit 62, which is the nost recent version of the
applicant's CEC

Is that correct, M. d exa?

MR OLEXA: Yes, M. Chairman, Exhibit 60 being
t he proposed one from SRP and 62 bei ng yours.

And just to let the Commttee know that, as of
yest erday, even after we filed our Exhibit 60, there were
sone additional changes that M chele wll probably wal k
through in ternms of -- just sone clarification in terns
of | anguage that was used in the initial part of the CEC
to make sure, for instance, that we're referring to the
line right-of-way as opposed to the just the line itself,
things like that.

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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Ckay. The left screen is 62, and the right
screen i s Exhibit SRP-60.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Yes.

Yes, Menber Wodal | .

MEMBER WOODALL: So 60 does include the
nodi fi cati ons that you nade overni ght?

MR OLEXA: No, not yet.

MEVMBER WOODALL: Ckay. Thank you.

CHW. CHENAL: Al right. So the one on the
left is I'll say mne just to be -- for ease of
reference, which is 62. And the one on the right is the
applicant's, which is 60.

So | knowit's going to be difficult, but if we
can refer to the exhibit nunbers as we're goi ng through
this as much as possible where we need to to keep the
record clear. And what we'll be creating as we go
through this is kind of a final version, which wll
i ncl ude the changes whi ch we di scuss today.

So that wll be, then, given the final exhibit
nunber, which then is what will be one of the exhibits to
t he proceeding. So when soneone's review ng the record,
they' Il know they're referring to the two that we're
| ooki ng at on the screen; but then what we conme up with
all the changes that will be nade will be given an
exhi bit nunber at the end.

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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Yes, Menber Wbodall.
MEMBER WOODALL: If | mght nmake a notion that
we enpower the Chairman to nake technical and conform ng

| anguage changes such as grammar, syntax, punctuation,

etc. |I'msure he has a very robust grammar spell check
at his office, and I'mconfident that he'll catch those.
So | would -- in connection with ny notion, | would

propose that we not really tal k about those because we're
going to be relying on the Chairman to ensure that's
accur at e.

So that is ny notion.

CHW. CHENAL: That's a notion. |Is there a
second?

MEMBER NCLAND: Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: GCkay. Thank you.

MR, SUNDLOF: M. Chairman, could | add one
nore thing?

CHWN. CHENAL: Yeah, sure.

MR. SUNDLOF: Yesterday, instead of passing out
all new versions, sone of the SRP peopl e | ooked to make
sure our wording is consistent all the way through, and
it wasn't. And so, as we go through, Mchele wll point
out nonsubstantive changes so we're using the sane words.

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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CHWN. CHENAL: Sure. Yeah. | expect that
there will be changes made to it, so the changes wll be
made to the screen on the right. Let's nake that our
docunent that wll reflect the changes. And then at the
end, once we finalize it, we'll give it Exhibit No. 65, |
believe we'd be up to.

Ckay. Well, the Commttee, | think, knows the
drill. W kind of go through starting with the capti on,
and we'll spend nost of the tine on the screen on the
right, which is Exhibit 60. So let's just dive in.

Are there any changes that would be recomended
or di scussion regarding the capti on?

Menber Wodal | .

MEMBER WOODALL: The caption is what it is, and
this is what has been filed with the Comm ssion. So for
pur poses of historical reference, whatever errors are in
there, they're going to continue to renmain because that
was the caption that this was fil ed under.

CHWN. CHENAL: That's probably correct.

MEVMBER WOODALL: So | don't think we need to go
t hrough that, personally.

CHWN. CHENAL: The title that's on Exhibit 60
i ncl udes the word "proposed,” so | think we should strike
t hat .

All right. Now, let's try to do this paragraph

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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by paragraph, and let's take our tine to review the

par agraph. And unless | refer to Exhibit 62
specifically, the discussion will be regarding the
applicant's proposed version on the right screen, which
is Exhibit 60.

So let's take a nonment and review the first
par agraph, and let us know if there are any -- and speak
up, anyone on the Conmmttee, if there are any changes
that need to be --

VEMBER PALNMER: M. Chairman, | believe it
shoul d say "through Septenber 11th."

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes. Thank you.

All right. Looking at the first paragraph on
page 1 of Exhibit 60, lines 15 through 23.

Do | have a notion to approve?

MEMBER WOODALL: | did have one issue.

CHWN. CHENAL: Oh, please.

MEMBER WOODALL: | note that the case is
defined as "transm ssion line project.” But wthin the
body of the CEC, there are references to just "the
project” without the -- so | would recommend that we add
"transm ssion |line project or project” in parentheticals.
Just that way, we won't have to change anyt hi ng.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NOLAND: | think there's another way to

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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put that that's of common | anguage, "al so known as
project,” so it's just clear.

MEMBER WOODALL: That was ny preference, but
t hey' ve used "transmi ssion line project” throughout, and
| think that derived fromthe case that we had where
there was a plant and a transm ssion |line project. So
t hat woul d have been ny preference, but | don't really
care.

MEMBER NOCLAND: | don't either.

MEMBER WOODALL: \Whatever it is, it should be
consi stent or clear.

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, I've made an effort when |
went through it to pick up every reference to "the
project” and added "transm ssion line" in front of
"project” that you'll see on the exhibit that | created.

So we can keep it the way Menber Wodal |l has
suggested, but hopefully, |I've picked up all those
references and cl eaned it up.

But wth that change, are there any further
changes?

May | have a notion?

MEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

CHWN. CHENAL: A second?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: |Is there any further discussion?

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. The ayes have it.

Let's go to the bottom of page 1, lines 24
t hr ough 26.

Any di scussi on? Changes?

Menber Haeni chen.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Not on those lines, but on
t he next page, the list of nenbers, Russell Jones is
not ed, and he was not present.

CHWN. CHENAL: GCkay. Wll, any changes on page
1, lines 25 through 2772

May | have a notion to approve.

MEMBER PALMER: Mbtion to approve.

CHWN. CHENAL: Second?

MEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Let's go to page 2. The
screen only allows certain portions of the paragraph, so
let's take page 2, lines 1 through 12.

Any di scussi on?

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: NMbtion to approve?

MEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

CHWN. CHENAL: Second?

MEMBER RI GA NS: Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

Menmber Woodal | .

MEMBER WOODALL: |I'mnot clear. Maybe soneone
can enlighten me. But we say on page 2, line 18 to 19:
The follow ng parties were granted interventi on pursuant
to ARS. 40-360.05. Then there's a |list.

And then, on the next page, it says: And the
followi ng nunicipalities participated through a notice of

intent to be a party.

Is it inportant to segregate then? | just
didn't know. | don't care.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yeah. | think it's okay the way
it is. | think that reflects what occurred.

So lines 13 through 23.
The change nmenti oned by Menber Haenichen to
renove Russell Jones as a participant, as a nenber of the

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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Conm ttee, since he was not here.

Are there any ot her changes for discussion on
page 2, lines 13 through 237

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: May | have a notion?

MEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

CHWN. CHENAL: A second?

MEMBER NCLAND: Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Thank you.

Let's nove down to the rest of page 2.

And just so we're clear, what we're voting on
is not approving the CEC. W' re sinply approving the
formof it. W'IlIl do aroll call vote at the end, up or
down vote, on that.

And for the other parties that are here, if you
have any comments or changes you would |like to see as we
go through this, don't hesitate to speak up

Yes, M. Braselton.

MR. BRASELTON: M. Chairman, you could just
delete Bradley A Burns, if you' d like to, fromthe |i st
of | awers that appeared from D cki nson Wi ght.

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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CHWN. CHENAL: Wiat i ne?
VEMBER NOLAND: 24.

MR BRASELTON: |I'msorry. Maybe |'m ahead of
nmyself. 1'm|ooking at page 2 over here on the | eft-hand
screen. |I'mnot sure if you' re editing.

MEMBER HAMMY: It's |line 7 on page 3.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yeah. All right. Let's take a
nonent to | ook at what we've got here. W're going to
have changes between these two exhibits. [In other words,
the lines aren't going to |line up, so we've got to focus
on Exhibit 60, which is on the right-hand side.

And when we are trying to collate that with
what's on the left screen, it's not going to be the sane
page or line, so we've got to refer then to exhibit
nunber and |ine and page.

Yes, Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: Well, the other issue is |I've
made notes on the CEC that we were given in paper fornmat.
Now that's not coordinating wth either one of these. So
we're just going to have to try and nuddl e our way
through this to be sure we're on the sanme page. So the
| i ne nunbers aren't going to |ine up.

CHWN. CHENAL: So, to M. Braselton's point,
let's wait till we get to that portion of it on basically
t he docunent we're creating, and let's make the changes

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
www. coashandcoash. com Phoeni x, AZ
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at that point. But let's not junp ahead of oursel ves.
It's very confusing.

MR BRASELTON: | apol ogi ze, M. Chairman. |
got ahead of you because | was | ooking at the |left screen
instead of the right.

CHWN. CHENAL: Easy to do.

Now, back to the task at hand.

The bottom of page 2, lines 17 through 26.

Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NOLAND: Can | ask -- | know it was
probably stated, but | can't renenber it. Wat does PPGN
stand for?

MS. DEMM TT: PPGN is short for Pacific Proving
Grounds North. That was the original nane of the
mast er - pl anned comunity before it becane Cadence at
Gat eway, and so the entities that own the property are

PPGN- Core, PPGN-W I lianms, etc. That's the origin of

PPGN\.

MEMBER NCLAND: Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Thank you.

All right. So do we have any further
di scussion on page 2, line 17 through 267

(No response.)
CHWN. CHENAL: May | have a notion?
MEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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A second?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Second.

CHWN. CHENAL:

All in favor say "aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL:

Ckay. Thank you.

Now |l et's go to page 3.

So we have page 3, lines 1 through 13. On line

12, we don't know what the vote is going to be, so we'l|

cone back to that | ater

M. Taebel, do

you have any comments on this

portion?

MR TAEBEL: At line 6, M. Chairman. Wile
| ' ve always been Bill, the bar association thinks |I'm
W bert J.

THE REPORTER:
MEMBER NOLAND:
shoul d have a boom ng voi

you're saying. You need

| can't hear what he's sayi ng.
You are the biggest guy that
ce, but we can't hear what

to talk right into that.

MR TAEBEL: M wife and her friends call ne

the | owtal ker.

CHWN. CHENAL:

Wl bert J. Taebel.

MR. TAEBEL: Just a correction to ny nane.

That's all | was requesti
be Wl bert J.
CHWN. CHENAL:
COASH & COASH, | NC

ng. Instead of Bill, it should

Ckay. Thank you.
602- 258- 1440
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MR, BRASELTON: And then, M. Chairman, if |
may now, |'mjust requesting that we nodify line 8 and 9
so that it deletes the nane of Bradley Burns and inserts
the word "and"” in front of Vail C oar.

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Thank you.

We'll get the hang of this as we go on. But
referring to the line at the beginning of the coment is
hel pf ul .

Ckay. So we've had a few changes. Does the
Comm ttee have any further comrent or discussion
regardi ng page 3, lines 1 through 147

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: May | have a notion?

MEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

MEMBER NCLAND: | have further discussion.

CHWN. CHENAL: W had two peopl e who noved and
anot her one seconded, and Menber Nol and has further
di scussi on.

MEMBER NCLAND: | didn't nove it, but | have
di scussi on.

On the right hand screen, which is 60, it says
on 14: The Applicant, its successors and assigns, this
Certificate for construction of the Project.
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Is that the proper wordi ng? Ckay.

CHWN. CHENAL: Well

MEMBER NCLAND: | thought it was --

CHWN. CHENAL: Transm ssion --

MEMBER NCLAND: -- Certificate of --

CHWN. CHENAL: Environnmental Conpatibility.
But | believe we've defined Certificate of Environnental
Conpatibility on the first page as "Certificate" so that
it doesn't have to be referred to as Certificate of
Envi ronnment al Conpatibility each tine.

But you did point out sonething that | have
m ssed, and that is on |line 14, before the word
"project,” and | guess this is going to be a conti nuing
i ssue, do we add the words "transm ssion line" in front
of that. O do we just leave it as "project"?

MEMBER WOODALL: | don't think we have to
because we've said in the first part of it that it's
ei ther/or.

CHWN. CHENAL: Does the applicant have a
pr ef erence?

MR SUNDLOF: We're fine with the way it is.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Al right. W have a
noti on and a second.

Is there any further discussion on page 3,
lines 1 through 147
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(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Next, let's |ook at
page 3, lines 15 through -- well, the bottom of the page,
i ncl udi ng the footnote.

Take a nonent to review

Menber Haeni chen.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: The only comment | have
regards the wordi ng about the double-circuit transm ssion
line. At one point in the process, they are going to
underbuild an existing line. Should that be in there as
wel | ?

MEMBER WOODALL: The Comm ttee doesn't have
jurisdiction over 69kV lines, only ones that are 115 --

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | understand that.

MEMBER WOODALL: -- | nmean, so | don't think
it's necessary nysel f.

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, I'd like to hear what
Menber Haenichen's ...

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Just ny concern is it was
i mportant to one of the intervenors that the underbuild
t ook pl ace as opposed to |l eaving that other line there.
And | just thought if you verbalized it in the wording.
| don't see what it can hurt.

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 vaL |V 09/ 11/ 2018 523

CHWN. CHENAL: And what | anguage woul d you
i ncl ude and where woul d you include it, Menber Haeni chen,
to your point?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  You nean what |line -- not
transm ssion |ine, but what |ine on what page?

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, what |ine on the page?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: 16 and 17. | was proposing
to add maybe anot her -- not a paragraph, but anot her
sent ence.

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, let's see what it | ooks

i ke. What would you like to include?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Okay. Included in this
project would be perform ng an underbuild of an existing
69kV |line at whatever the |ocation of that line is.

| think we should hear fromthe applicant on
this.

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's get your |anguage up
t here, Menber Haenichen. Let's make sure we have it
bef ore we discuss it.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Underbuild of a 69kV |ine
from what ever the applicant says.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, woul d that be

from Ger mann Road south to P14?

VEMBER HAMAMAY: | think it's P5 to P6.
MEMBER PALMER: | think it was nore than that.
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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MEMBER NCLAND: |'m not sure. | know that's
what - -

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Maybe the intervenor or
applicant can tell us what they want.

MR SUNDLOF: Let ne respond to that.

Thank you, Menber Haeni chen. | understand the
point, but this is not a -- part of the project is not
the 69 lines. And when we get into the total design, the
whol e 69 system hasn't been designed. It's possible that
in parts, they may not put 69, and | hate to have this
Commttee starting to tell us where we can and can't
build 69 lines, respectfully.

Now, the part from Germann Road sout h where
we're going to collocate, | don't mnd that in there.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: That's what | neant.

MR SUNDLOF: But | don't want to have a
general description of the project as including 69. So
maybe we could do that when we get down to the --

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Condi ti ons?

MR. SUNDLOF: Yeah. O down to the part where
we' re tal king about the Crisnon Road alignnment, we can
say we want to build the existing 69.

VMEMBER HAENI CHEN: "Il withdraw that, and
we'll just wait, then.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay.
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So we're -- is there any di scussion -- any
further discussion of page 3, lines 15 to the bottom of
t he page?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: May | have a notion?

MEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

CHWN. CHENAL: A second?

MEMBER PALMER:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. All in favor say "aye".

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

MEMBER WOODALL: M. Chairnan, if | my say,
the footnote that you dropped there on page 3 is
exceptionally hel pful for the Comm ssion and Staff in
trying to track down, so I'mgrateful that the applicant
put that in there.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you. | think that's a
good point, and | certainly concur with that.

All right. Now, we have a fun discussion
because Exhibit 60 offers us two alternatives: Version
One, no corridor, starting on page 4, and alternative or
Versi on Two, starting on page 6.

My | ayman under standing of the two is that the
no-corridor approach would generally require that the
transm ssion |ines abut or be placed as close to the
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right-of-way as possible but still within a border of
speci fic di stances dependi ng on where you are on the
project line as depicted on what will becone Exhibit 63.

And the alternative version with a corridor is
nore typically what we've dealt with, where it doesn't
necessarily have that | anguage that requires that the
| i nes be placed at such a fashion as they abut the
right-of-way but are sinply to be |located within a
general corridor.

And | note that the boundaries and the
corridors are the sanme di stances as you | ook at the two
nmaps.

So | don't know that we've had this before.

We' ve had sone discussion onit. So |l think the thing to
do at this point is to open it up to the Conmttee to see
whi ch version they find preferable and have a di scussi on
on it and any input that's necessary fromthe applicant
and the parties, and then we deci de which versi on we want
and then dive into that version, if that nmakes sense.

MEMBER HAMMY: M. Chairman, | nove that we
drop Version Two. | guess |'mjunping ahead of all the
di scussi on you want, but --

MEMBER NCLAND: Yeah, way ahead.

MEVMBER WOODALL: |I'm supportive of the boundary
approach, as | indicated yesterday.
COASH & CQOASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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MEMBER HAMMAY: | amtoo.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. So we have, certainly,
senti nent anong the Conmttee to go with the boundary
appr oach.

Menber Ri ggi ns.

MEMBER RIRGEANS: M. Chairman, | think the
boundary approach seens just as effective as the corridor
approach as long as it abuts to the right-of-way. I
think it's kind of the semantics of the term So |I'm
supportive of the boundary approach. | know the

applicant and the intervenors seemto be in favor of it

as wel | .

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

Menber Haeni chen.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: M. Chairman, |'m supportive
of that as well, but | just bring up the concept of

precedent for future cases. Does it matter? Wy not?

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Hamnay.

MEMBER HAMMY: | think the precedent is that
we create tight borders, we create a tight boundary, and
we get as close to understanding as we can w thout tying
up the land that a corridor mght tie up. So | think the
precedent is a positive one, nyself.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Wodall .

MEVMBER WOODALL: Because each case is unique, |
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don't think we're establishing precedent at all. This is
a very short line. There's a nunber of intervenors that
have expressed their views. |It's abutting a ngjor
transportation corridor. | think it's perfectly

appropriate. Wether we would take the sane approach for
a 100-mle line running through Southern Arizona is a
separate question. So | don't think there is a
precedent.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Okay. Well, you're the
| awyer, and | --

MEMBER WOODALL: No, |I'mjust a nenmber of the
Comm ttee.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: But you're a | awer. |
don't know anyt hi ng about this stuff, so | just worry, is
sonebody going to cite this on a future case?

CHW. CHENAL: Oh, they will. This necessarily
isn't binding precedent, but it certainly is a new
met hodol ogy that we may face in future cases, w thout
questi on.

Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, | thought about
this a lot last night, and one of the things is | think
we're just using a different word. We could put the sane
abutting |l anguage and call it a corridor, and it would be
exactly the sane.
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We just got an interpretation of the cloud that
m ght be put on a property by a corridor until the
ri ght-of-way was established and purchased and found that
really it doesn't put a cloud on. Now we've got a new
nane. And that's the only thing that concerns ne. And
as | said yesterday, I'll go along with boundary. |
think it could be called a corridor and serve everybody's
pur poses by addi ng the | anguage "abutting" and
"parallel,"” but hopefully the Comm ssion can weigh in on
this and nmaybe gi ve us sone feedback for another CEC

l"mjust alittle confused about it. | think
it's a new step. And maybe that's the way we want to go
instead of calling it a corridor. But the precedent has
been set with "corridor." And we can define within that
corridor, and it would be the sane exact thing.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Villegas, Menber Pal ner,

any words of w sdon?

MEMBER PALMER: | |ike the concept, and |'m
wlling to give it a try and see what kind of feedback we
get. So | can be supportive of running this one up the

f1 agpol e.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Hamnay.

MEMBER HAMMY: So woul d there ever be a future
case where an applicant m ght define a border or a
boundary and a corridor? And do we have a definition
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t hat di stingui shes those other than -- so, you know, |
| i ke the boundary concept because | think it's, l|ike I
said, tighter.

But I think if we go forward and as a group we
decide is this going to be a boundary or a corridor, |
don't really -- | think Menber Noland's point is well
taken. There's not nuch difference.

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, | will bowto the will of
the Comm ttee.

MEMBER HAMMAY: What's your Vi ew?

CHWN. CHENAL: Personally, | don't see any
di fference between "boundary” and "corridor." A corridor
is defined by boundaries. And a boundary, once
establi shed, establishes a corridor. You' ve got to be a
t heol ogian to figure out the difference, in ny m nd,
bet ween t he two.

The aspect of what we were calling the boundary
approach is that the line will abut the right-of-way. |If
we require that the line abuts the right-of-way adopting
the corridor approach, | see absolutely no functional
di fference between the two. W're just using a different
word, "boundary" for "corridor." So ..

Menber Drago.

MEMBER DRAGO So | agree that it's semantics,
but | would say that if we go with "corridor," we're just
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putting a condition on "corridor."” So in future
projects, if we continue to use "corridor," we can al ways
add a condition to that corridor given the circunstances
of the project. So it's a conditional corridor is how I
see it.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Menber Haeni chen.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Thank you, M. Chairnman.

| mght add a little color to this discussion.
| believe the term"corridor" originated with the
Departnent of Energy. And they were trying to predict
pl aces where future lines m ght go en nasse, and that's
why t hey used that grandi ose word "corridor."” And I
don't know, because | was not on this Conm ttee at that
time, but maybe we just picked it up fromthat. But I
think that was the original intent of that word.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: Thanks, M. Chairman. | al nost
forgot what | was going to say.

Again, | just think that we're defining better
wthin a corridor if we add the | anguage "abut" or
"parallel.”™ And this is ny -- I'"'mgoing on ny -- this is
ny tenth year on this Commttee and first tine with this
di scussion. And, you know, change is hard. Change is
really hard. But this, | think, is sonething we should
really think about because now, everybody knows what
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corridors are.

We change to "boundary" -- and | kept having
troubl e | ast night renmenberi ng, What was that word that
isn't "corridor"? It started with a B. And it was
boundary. That's the problem | think it's a change in
a known process.

| I'ike the thoughts behind the boundary.

Again, it's better defined, so let's just better define a
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corridor. But I'mnot stuck on that. |'mjust saying,
"1l go along with the Commttee. |'mnot stuck on it.
MEMBER WOODALL: | would just point out, as

everyone in the roomknows, that this is going to go in
front of the Conmm ssion that will make the ultinmate
decision. And if they have any questions or
uncertainties with respect to the use of the term
"boundary," | can assure you that they will nake that
change. |1'mnot anticipating that, but |I don't think
we' re nmaki ng a decision for the ages here.

Thank you.

MEMBER HAMMY: M. Chairman, can we ask the
appli cant why they chose "boundary" versus "corridor"?

CHWN. CHENAL: Sure.

MR, SUNDLCF: Thank you, Menmber Hamnay.

| think the Chairman hit it on the head.

Functionally, it's exactly the sane. The reason we did
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not use the word "corridor"” was because | think of the
connotation that Menber Haenichen said, that corridor is
a concept that you can build anywhere within this
corridor. And we were trying to get away fromthat. In
ot her words, no, we're not going to build anywhere w thin
a corridor. W're going to build along a linear feature
w th a maxi mum devi ati on, which effectively has the sane
i dea.

But that's the only reason. That was the
reason, because of what we thought the connotation of the
word "corridor.” And if we want to add the word
"corridor” in there, we can do that. | don't think it
makes that mnuch difference.

CHWN. CHENAL: M radical idea would be we take
t he boundary approach, but we substitute "corridor" for
the word "boundary."

MR. SUNDLCF: Let nme tell you how we could do
t hat .

Soif | go to the bottomof, for exanple, line
25 on page 4, we could easily change this. It says:
Cause the right-of-way to extend nore than 200 feet from
t he edge of the ADOT right of way.

We could say: In no event shall the deviation
cause the right-of-way to extend beyond a corridor of 200
feet.
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We could do that throughout. That's just a few
word, and that adds the corridor concept.

CHWN. CHENAL: Again, | will bowto the will of
the Commttee; but as M. Sundlof is tied intrinsically
to a jacket, | amtied intrinsically to precedent. Not
precedent in a |l egal sense so much as terns that have
cone to nean sonething over the course of now -- what is
this? Wat case nunber? 180. So we've had 180 cases.

| can't say "corridor" has been used in each
one, but | suspect it has been. And now we're
i ntroduci ng a new concept that, for the life of ne, I
can't see what it changes if we do what M. Sundl of said.
| just think |l anguage that's used over a period of tine,
that takes on a kind of a neaning that becones
established and a confortability that people have that
peopl e know what it nmeans. | guess that's the |awer in
me. And | just -- | feel nore confortable with a word
t hat we' ve al ways used.

If there were a new concept here that was
functionally different that had a result that was
different than words that we've used, 1'd certainly be in
favor of it. But | don't see a difference between the
two terns if you include the | anguage, as Menber Nol and
said, which is you require the structures to abut and be
parall el to.
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But that's ny two cents.

MEMBER WOODALL: M. Sundlof, can | ask you a
questi on?

MR, SUNDLOF: Yes, nm'am

MEMBER WOODALL: Which exhibit -- using your
approach to add that | anguage everywhere we have a
description, which exhibit would you use?

MR SUNDLOF: Well, we're editing No. 60.

MEMBER WOODALL: No. | neant the map. [|I'm
sorry.

MR. SUNDLCF: Ch, on the map.

MEVMBER WOODALL: Wbuld you have to nmake any
changes?

MR. SUNDLOF: No, because it still defines the
edge. W're just calling it a corridor. You'd still use

t he Version One exhibit.

MEMBER WOODALL: If this would resol ve
consternation, then |I'm supportive of M. Sundlof's
reconmendat i on.

MR. SUNDLOF: M chel e has put up sone | anguage,
which is what | suggested, changing it to a corridor.

CHW. CHENAL: And then if we adopt that
approach, M. Sundlof, would we be | ooking at attaching
as an exhibit Exhibit 64, which uses the word "corridor"?
| think that woul d nake sense.
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MR SUNDLOF: | think we could still use
Ver si on One even though it says "boundary," and we could
change it to "corridor."

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, | would di sagree
wth M. Sundlof. | think we should use SRP-64 if we're
going to say "corridor," because to have sonething that
says "boundary" and then describe "corridor” I think is
then going to get confusing.

MR SUNDLOF: M. Chairman, that woul d work
too. Since we've got the | anguage in the order, that
woul d wor K.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yeah. | |ooked at the two
exhibits, 63 and 64. And other than the "boundary"”
versus "corridor," aren't they both identical?

MR SUNDLOF: Well, the difference is in the
Version One, it actually shows a thin |line hugging the
boundary; and then in Version Two, it doesn't.

CHW. CHENAL: | see that now.

MR. SUNDLOF: But since we've got the
description in words in the order, | don't think we need
that thin |ine.

CHWN. CHENAL: | see. Al right.

Yes, M. Braselton.

MR. BRASELTON: Thank you, M. Chairnman.

Just to show that | awers can al ways think
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opposite on al nost any subject, ny understanding of the
precedent that's been established with the term
"corridor" isit's atermthat allows for flexibility
wthin the corridor. So, in other words, in the past,
when you' ve adopted corridors, you've pretty much given
the applicant discretion to | ocate anywhere t hey want ed
to.

It seens to ne that we're all in agreenent on
this particular proceeding that we're trying to focus the
applicant to build as close to the right-of-way |ine as
possi bl e as opposed to giving themdiscretion to build
w thin the corridor.

So it seens to ne that whether we use
"boundary" or we use sone other terminology, it really is
an appropriate tine to deviate fromthe "corridor™
term nol ogy here because we're trying to convey a nessage
that is different fromwhat "corridor” has conme to nmean
over tine.

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, yes. But we would not
stop with the | anguage that we're | ooking at on the right
screen, which is Exhibit 60. W would include additiona
| anguage that would require that the structures abut the
right-of-way. |In other words, we take sone additiona
| anguage out of the boundary approach and require that
the structures be -- abut the right-of-way.
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And when we' ve used corridors, we have said
that -- that's all 1'lIl say on that.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, we have nore
closely defined line siting within corridors before.
Sone we haven't; sone we have.

So | think they do have the | anguage about

538

abutting 202 or abutting the right-of-way |line that would

take care of this even if we used the term"corridor."

Because, again, | don't think there's any difference in
"boundary” or "corridor." It's just the defining
| anguage of where the line will be sited, whenever

possi bl e, along the |inear boundari es.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes. And if | could ask -- if
we could scroll up to line 15 or so.

You can see that -- could you scroll up a
little further.

Ckay. So the Northern Segnent. And we're
| ooki ng at page 4 at the Northern Segnment. |If you | ook
at line -- starting at 14, you'll see | anguage that
requires that the line is parallel to and abuts the
ri ght - of -way.

So | think that conbi nes both of the concepts
we're tal king about, placing the line as close as
possible to the right-of-way but creating an outside

boundary beyond which the |ine cannot be placed. And

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 vaL |V 09/ 11/ 2018 539

since we always use the word "corridor,” | think that
t hat neans sonet hi ng based on the 180 cases we've al ready
had.

So I know we're not going to nmake everyone
happy here, but | think what we're trying to do is take
t he suggestion that the applicant is offering, which I
think 1s a noble one, which is, Hey, we want to even put
it closer. W're going to tie our hands voluntarily, and
we'll be wlling to put it abutting the right-of-way,
whi ch ties our hands nore than if we were just using the
word "corridor,"” which M. Braselton has referred to,
whi ch connotes, in sone sense, a little nore flexibility.

And | think we want to take advantage of that
offer. But we're tal king about, okay, so do we use
"boundary" or do we use the word "corridor"? And | think
we've got input now fromthe Commttee, fromthe
applicant, fromthe Town of Queen Creek

Does any ot her party have any comment to nake?

Member Vill egas, any thoughts?

MEMBER VI LLEGAS: M. Chairman, pl ease consi der
ny background. |'m an accountant by trade, so we're,
just like a |l awer, used to words, concepts, that neans
sonet hing to us.

Ever since | joined this Commttee, the word
"corridor" neans sonething to ne. And I thought that was
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one of the main reasons that this Commttee was forned
for, just to do the corridor, do a suggesti on where we
want those lines to be at.

So, for nme, it's a matter of semantics. |, of
course, prefer the word "corridor" than "boundary."

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: One | ast statenent. | think
everyone we heard fromthat were intervenors or other
parties, they liked the word "boundary" because it was
nore specific about abutting the |linear feature. And
that was a common thread. So that was why they |iked
"boundary.” | think they'll equally like "corridor"” if
it has the sane tight | anguage about where the line wll
be located. At least |I'd hope so. And then if we're
wrong, the Comm ssion can change it to "boundary."

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Drago.

MEMBER DRAGO. So, Ms. Nol an, the way you just
explained it hel ped ne understand nore. But can you
explain to ne, in the previous cases you've been in,
there were sone exceptions to that corridor, but you
conti nued to use the nane "corridor"; correct?

MEMBER NOLAND: Correct.

MEMBER DRAGO  Ckay. What are we debating
today? So a corridor has a wdth; am|1 correct?

MEMBER NCLAND: Correct.
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MEMBER DRAGO Ckay. And all we're going to
say is that in that corridor, there's going to be a
condition to abut to, what, the right-of-way?

MR OLEXA: Right-of-way, correct.

MEMBER NCLAND: As much as they can, but still
allow themto deviate but stay within the 150 feet or 200
feet or 300 feet.

MEMBER DRAGO Ckay. So with that said, why do
we need to renane it?

MEMBER NCLAND:. Yeabh.

CHWN. CHENAL: So your suggestion is we stick
wth the word "corridor"?

MEMBER DRAGO Yeah. I'mjust trying to play
it out because I'm m ssing the debate.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yeah. Ckay.

Menmber Woodal | .

MEMBER WOODALL: A corridor is a strip of |and
t hat has defi ned boundaries. So | thought | would just
add to the nel ange here.

| don't think it matters. | nean, |'m
supportive of the boundary description approach because |
think it inplies that we're a little tighter. But at
this point, | don't know that we need to spend that nuch
nore oxygen on it.

MEMBER HAMMY: Can | just neke one nore
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comrent ?

CHWN. CHENAL: Sure.

Menber Hamnay.

MEMBER HAMMY: So | think the primry
difference is a corridor has two undefined sides. So
we're saying a corridor is here and here.

Wth a boundary, one boundary is defined by the
| inear features, and then the other side is defined by

the width of the maxi numw dth that we're able to go. So

| kind of |ike the boundary approach because it is
different than a corridor and -- with that expl anati on.
CHWN. CHENAL: | don't understand. | don't

under stand the --

MEMBER HAMMY: Well, a corridor -- that
corridor that we' ve always tal ked about is just a swath
of land, and we don't really tie it to anything on one
side or the other. | nean, sonetines we do. Sonetinmes
it's obvious. But this is a defined -- one side is
defined to follow the |inear features.

And maybe that's a difference. A corridor

doesn't have defined -- one side is not defined as
opposed to -- | don't know. I'mnmaking it worse. Sorry.
CHW. CHENAL: I'mstill not understanding it.

Member Drago.
MEVMBER DRAGO  Menber Hamway, so | just tal ked
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about what ny understanding of a corridor is. It's a
wi dt h.

MEMBER HAMAMAY: Ri ght.

MEMBER DRAGO So how woul d that be different
than a boundary? |It's kind of how I'mthinking, but I'm
really trying to get soneone to hel p me maybe under st and
sonet hing that |I' m not.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: | think the difference is the
definition within the wording that we're putting in the
CEC. That is the total difference because the boundary
that -- |anguage that they're using is using the | anguage
that the line wll abut and run parallel to the |linear
right-of-way unless they can't exactly put it there.

That's the only difference, and we can put that
exact sane defining |language in a corridor. And that
makes it the same thing, defined, better defined, than
just a swath of | and.

Have we beat this horse to death yet?

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, yeah, mght need a few
nore -- alittle nore --

MEMBER NCOLAND: Fl oggi ng?

CHWN. CHENAL: -- fl ogging.

"Boundary" and "corridor" to ne are the sane
meani ng.
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But the reason | |iked the approach that was
offered by the applicant is they agreed to put the |lines
as closely as possible to the right-of-way.

The | anguage they use is, for exanple, with
respect to the Northern Segnent: The line will then
proceed parallel to and abutting (to the extent
reasonabl e feasible for a linear right of way) the
eastern ADOT right of way boundary of the Loop 202.

So, to me, we just take the best of both. W
stick with the word that we're famliar with, "corridor,"
but we also take the applicant's offer, if you wll, to
put the line and abut it as close as possible to the
ri ght - of - way.

MR OLEXA: M. Chairman, if | just may add.
And we can get to this if we're going with this option
one.

But that |line that you just read, "the |line
w il then proceed parallel to it abutting” is one of
those clarification points that we'd like it to say: The
line right-of-way wll then proceed parallel to and
abutting the eastern ADOT ri ght-of-way boundary.

W were just mssing the words "ri ght-of -way"
next to the word "line."

CHWN. CHENAL: W can get into that when we
adopt an appr oach.
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So | think we're at the point -- and we can
have further discussion, if necessary, but | think we're
at the point where we should probably entertain a notion
on whet her we adopt the Version One or Version Two.

Version One says: No corridor, align with road
right of way. But | think, as we've been discussing it,
we would still use the word "corridor" but take the
concept that the line would be parallel to and abut the
right-of-way. O we go the other way and sinply adopt a
corridor with no -- with sinply the flexibility the
applicant put it wherever they want within that corridor.

So | guess I'mlooking for a notion.

Menber Pal ner.

MEMBER PALMER: M. Chairman, in the interest
of moving this along and not kill debate, but | would
make a notion that we adopt Version Two and add the
| anguage that is referred to in Version One of "parall el
to and abutting" wherever feasible. That's not a
verbati m quote, but | think you know where |I'm getting
at, and nove this al ong.

MEMBER HAMAMY: | second that.

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

Any further discussion?

MR SUNDLCF: Can we comment too?

CHWN. CHENAL: Sure.
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MR SUNDLOF: Let nme comment on it.

W were very careful in Version One to define
exactly how we woul d abut and the possible conditions. |
don't want to go to No. 2 and just put sone new | anguage
init. 1 think the better way would be use Versi on One
and add the corridor |ike we've put in here.

MEVMBER NOLAND: M. Chairnman, | agree wth
that, and I was going to nmake that suggestion too. Just
use option one, call it a corridor. Adopt the map that
goes along with that, which is SRP-064.

MEMBER PALMER: W th consent of the second,
"1l amend the notion to do that.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Riggins.

MEMBER RIGEA NS: | second Menber Nol and. |
agree. Just use Version One and change the | anguage as
pr oposed.

CHWN. CHENAL: M. Taebel.

MR. TAEBEL: On behalf of intervenor Gty of
Mesa, we'd also like to see option one.

CHWN. CHENAL: M. Braselton

MR, BRASELTON: Two points: W certainly
prefer option one over option two.

And, secondly -- and this is just a m nor
procedural point -- | thought Menber Hamvay made a noti on
when we began this whol e di scussion that --
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MEMBER HAMMY: Nobody seconded it.

MR, BRASELTON:. Ckay. | just wanted to nake
sure you didn't have a record that was procedurally
fl awed.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you for that,

M. Braselton.

MEVMBER WOODALL: W' ve actually never fornally
adopt ed Robert's Rules of Order. W use that by custom
and practice, but it's not anything we've adopted.

MR BRASELTON: | thought your comrent was a
second in addition to whatever you said in response to
her noti on.

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, so let's review where we
are.

Menber Pal ner, you noved that we adopt Version
One but substitute the word "corridor"” for "boundary" and

addi ti onal changes as we go through the | anguage; is that

correct?

MEMBER PALMER: That's correct. And the second
w |l consent.

CHWN. CHENAL: And who seconded?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: 'l second it.

CHWN. CHENAL: W have a notion and second.

Any further discussion?

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

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's take a ten-m nute break.

(A recess was taken from10:41 a.m to
10: 56 a. m)

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's go back on the record and
conti nue the deliberations on the CEC

So when we broke, we had cone to a
determ nation that we were going to use the Version One
approach as set forth in Exhibit 60, but we were going to
basically, in concept, substitute the word "boundary"
wth "corridor."

Now, let's go -- continuing wth Exhibit 60,
page 4, lines 1 through 13.

Qbviously, we'll renove the | anguage
highlighted in yellow. Let's take a mnute and review
t he | anguage.

I s there any di scussion or conment regarding
the | anguage on lines 1 through 137

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: My | have a notion?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | nove that we approve it.

MEMBER NCLAND: Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Mbtion and second.

Any further discussion?
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(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Let's look at lines 14
t hrough 26.

M5. MASER Chairman, this is Mchele. | have
a couple of just tweaks.

CHWN. CHENAL: Sure. Wiy don't you just insert
them and we'll continue to read.

All right. There's been sone | anguage added.
Let's take a nonment to read it and consider the
signi ficance of what's been added.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, | nove that we
adopt the | anguage as anended on |ines 14 through 26.

MEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.

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

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Let's nove to page 5,
lines 1 through 12.

MEMBER PALMER: Mbtion to approve.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: W have a notion to approve, and
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Menber Haeni chen has seconded it.

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Next is lines 13 through 26.

M5. MASER. Chairman, this is Mchel e again.
Shoul d | just keep addi ng?

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes. That's absolutely fine.
Just add the additional | anguage.

Are there any nore changes that the applicant
W shes to make on this | anguage?

M chel e?

M5. MASER No.

MR OLEXA: M. Chairman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, M. d exa.

MR. CLEXA: | believe the "nore than" | anguage
right before 300 feet --

CHWN. CHENAL: \What |ine?

MR OLEXA: [|I'msorry, line 16. |If you take
the words, M chele, "nore than" out and add "beyond a
corridor of," I think that woul d be consistent w th what
we did in the previous paragraphs.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Wth the additional
| anguage that's been added -- thank you, M. d exa, for
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that. And | assune you're going to be doing that for the
remai nder of the discussion here.

Page 5, lines 13 through 25.

May | have a notion?

MEMBER WOODALL: So noved.

CHWN. CHENAL: A second?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: M. Chai r nman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Haeni chen.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: This is a small point, but
on line 24, | think it should be "but only where
reasonably necessary,"” not "reasonabl e necessary."”

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, b-1I-y.

MEVMBER NOLAND: She's got a |ine through the E,
but you can't see it.

CHWN. CHENAL: Oh, okay. Yes.

Very good. So with the changes noted, we have
a noti on and a second.

All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: W go to page 6, lines 1 through
14, if we can fit themall in. | guess we can't.

Let's take lines 1 through 12.

VMEMBER NCOLAND: M. Chairman, | think -- I'm
not sure. Do we need to put the corridor |anguage in
this?
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CHW. CHENAL: | think we do on line 1

MR OLEXA: | was going to say, on line 1, the
"more than" | anguage woul d be crossed out, and
substituted woul d be "beyond a corridor of."

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, also, | would
just like to nove that we adopt lines 1 and 2 with that
change.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes. | can see why that is a
good suggesti on.

So notion to adopt lines 1 and 2 on page 6.

MEMBER PALMER: Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Mbtion and second.

All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. And | realize now we're
going to have to get into a little nore discussion for
lines 3 through 14, which is depicted as the Sout hern
Segnent. And | think we need to nmake sure that the
agreenent reached by the parties that south of Gernann
Road, the line will be on the east side of the |ine.

So is there | anguage that the parti es have
agreed upon or the applicant proposes?

MR. SUNDLOF: Consistent with our agreenent
wth Queen Creek, we want to nmake very clear that the
line will be on the east side of Crisnon south of Germann
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and also to mss the house, but that | anguage is already
in there.

So what | want to do on line 5, at the
begi nning of the sentence, add: From point P5 to Gernann
Road, the line may be constructed on either side. So
fromP5 to Germann Road.

And then at the end of that sentence, we woul d
add a sentence: South of Germann Road, the |line shall be
constructed on the east side.

s that okay with Queen Creek?

MR, BRASELTON: Not the first part of it. The
first part of it needs to say sonething about: Provided,
however, if constructed on the west side, the |ine shal
not conme within sonme nunber of feet of the house or -- in
the ideal world, it would be better to cut this off
somewhere north of that house so that we've got it clear
on the record that we're not going to go near that house.

MR. SUNDLOF: Starting on line 11, we have:

The transm ssion |line shall be constructed so as to avoid
t he exi sting house.

MR. BRASELTON: | understand that. |'mjust
concerned that first sentence standing al one, which could
be taken out of context, would not read to refl ect that
second agreenment or the agreenent that's in that sentence
down further. So | don't like the way it's witten with
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extendi ng to Gernmann Road on both sides.

How about extending to X nunber of feet north
of the property line of that house on the corner,
sonet hing like that.

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, okay.

MEMBER NOLAND: M. Chairnman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, Menber Nol and.

MEVMBER NOLAND: | think you're going to have to
have a little faith here, M. Braselton. | think it's
menti oned that they're going to avoid the house. And
we're going to get specific south of Germann Road, but
|'"mnot going to start locating the poles in this. I'm
not going to vote for that. W've got to give alittle
|atitude and a little faith, and I think we've spelled
out what we want to have them avoi d.

MEMBER WOODALL: | concur with Ms. Nol and, and
| also note we don't know what the honeowner's desires
are inthis regard, so | would hate to specify a foot
w t hout talking to them

MR. BRASELTON: Well, | disagree. And we're
just going to disagree, and you guys are the ones that
are going to nake the decision. The reason | disagree is
that | awers take words out of context and sentences out
of context all the time; and this sentence, taken and
standi ng al one, doesn't say what the agreenent of the
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parties is.

It's very easy to fix it in sone way that I
think we could agree to, but I -- I've spent ny life
litigating words that are taken out of context, and I
don't want to see it happen here.

CHWN. CHENAL: |Is that house in the Town of
Queen Creek?

MR. BRASELTON: No, it's not. Not at this
point intinme. | don't knowif it's in the County or in
Mesa.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: Now is the tinme for us to nake
decisions on the CEC. W' ve heard all the input. W've
given nore |latitude to the intervenors than nmany tinmes
have been gi ven before because we care about this. But |
amsatisfied with the | anguage as anended in lines 3
through 14. | believe it does take into account the
residence that is just north of the Queen Ceek
boundari es and then takes into account what Queen Creek
wanted to see for Crisnon Road |ine being on the east
side of the road from Germann Road south to the
Abel - Moody |ine -- Abel - Mbody-Pfister, whatever, I|ine.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any other discussion by the
Comm ttee?

MEMBER NCLAND: That was a noti on.
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CHWN. CHENAL: So notion to approve lines 3 to
14.

MEMBER WOODALL:  Second.

MR, BRASELTON: M. Chairman, one other
comment. The collocation line, which | think Menber
Nol and brought up earlier, would be an appropriate item
to add in this particular portion of the text.

MEMBER NOLAND: Actually, | believe it was
Menber Haeni chen that brought that up, and | agree with
you. And | would anend ny notion to add that | anguage if
Menber Haeni chen wanted to propose it.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  You nean you want ne to say
t he actual words?

MEMBER NCLAND: Yeabh.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Oh, help ne here. Help ne.

MEMBER WOODALL: Maybe the applicant can
provi de some qualifying | anguage.

MR SUNDLOF: If we're going to put it on the
east side, we have to take the 69 | anguage down because
that's where we're going to put it.

Wiy don't we -- at the end of the sentence that
tal ks about it being on the east side, we can add this:
The existing 69kV line on the east side of Gernann
Road - -

CHWN. CHENAL: What |ine, M. Sundl of ?
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MR SUNDLOF: Well, it's not a |line because
it's after the | anguage we just added, which is on, |
guess, |line 8.

It would say: The existing 69kV line on the
east side of Germann Road shall be collocated on the new
structures.

MR. BRASELTON: W | ove the thought, but
M. Sundl of has now fallen into the trap | was in
yesterday where he's got Germann Road running north and
sout h.

MR SUNDLOF: You tricked ne. Crisnon Road.
Cri snon Road.

MR. BRASELTON: Wth that correction, we agree
conpl etely.

MEMBER NOCLAND: M. Chairman, then | woul d
amend ny notion to include that | anguage.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. So --

MEMBER WOODALL:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: So we're on page 6, lines 3
t hr ough - -

MEMBER NOLAND: 17.

CHWN. CHENAL: -- 17.

All in favor say "aye.
(A chorus of ayes.)
M5. MASER. Chairman, ny apologies. | forgot a
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coupl e of changes on lines 1 and 2.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Let's go back to lines 1
and 2. No problem

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, | made that
notion, so | would anend ny notion -- or nake a new
noti on to adopt the anended | anguage.

CHWN. CHENAL: On page 6, lines 1 and 27

MEMBER NCLAND: Correct.

CHW. CHENAL: Do | have a second?

MEMBER WOODALL:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Now we have the fun job of
novi ng through a few pages of Exhibit 60 and ski pping the
second version, and then we junp over to page 8 in the
condi ti ons.

Now, let's be clear what we're | ooking at.
Again, on the right side of the screen is Exhibit 60,
which is the -- before today, kind of the final version
proposed by the applicant.

On the left screen is ny Exhibit 62. MW
Exhibit 62, you wll see, wll have different col ored
words. Sone of the words are in blue and sone are in
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red. The applicant's proposed changes were in blue, and
so they have been adopted on the right screen. M
changes will be in red. So that's what we'll cone to.

So I think we can verify it as we go through
it, but I think the changes you see in blue have been
adopted in the exhibit on the right screen.

MEMBER NOLAND: M. Chairnman, can | clarify
sonet hi ng, because | was asked this earlier. What they
have done is take a tenplate froma previous CEC that was
a TEP project and have deleted that and put in the new
information for this project; is that correct?

CHWN. CHENAL: Correct. They've taken the CEC,
usually in the nost recent case that we' ve done, and
they've nodified it to fit this case.

MEMBER NCLAND: Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: And these we'll try to do
condition by condition. | think that's just a | ot easier
to fol |l ow

So let's ook at the conditions -- if you could
scroll up, Mchele.

So page 8 -- we won't be able to get the full
one in. Page 8, lines 9 through 21.

Any di scussi on?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: May | have a notion?

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | nove lines 9 through 21.
CHWN. CHENAL: May | have a second.

MEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. This is going to be

difficult. Let's go wwth |ines -- go ahead, Menber

Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: Can we just finish off

Condition 17?

full

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, let's do that. | agree.

So lines 22 and 23 on page 8.

May | have a notion to approve.

MEMBER WOODALL: So noved.

CHWN. CHENAL: A second?

MEMBER NCLAND: Second.

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHW. CHENAL: And I'lIl see if we can get the
Condition 2 in. W probably can't. | don't think

we can.

MEMBER WOODALL: M. Chairnan, | think the

statute requires themto do that, so | personally don't

think 1t's necessary, but

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, this is a standard
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condition we've put in al nbst every case -- | nean, every
case that |'m aware of.

MEMBER NCLAND: Except the |ast one. W
changed the -- we changed the | ast CEC sonewhat to not
try and i nclude everything and everybody if it's already
covered in the statutes. And you didn't put 179 in
there. This was Case 178. And | thought we changed t hat
w th Menber Whodall's suggestions on that. But | may be

wong. They all kind of run together sonetines.

MEMBER WOODALL: | don't have strong feelings
on it. Repetition is usually good -- you know, |awers
usually don't like repetition.

CHWN. CHENAL: But on this one --

MEMBER WOODALL: | don't care.
CHWN. CHENAL: -- we're tal king about a | arge
power line that could very well interfere with radi o and

television. For the benefit of the citizens of the
cities that live in that area, | think that's one that we
woul d want themto have the -- to nake sure that the
applicant wll nake efforts to investigate and repair and
fix.

MEMBER WOODALL: | thought we had a separate
condition for that. In any event, | don't care.

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's |ook at Condition 2 on
page 8, lines 24 through 26. Let's just do it like that.

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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Any further discussion on that | anguage?

MEMBER PALMER: Mbtion to approve.

CHWN. CHENAL: Second?

MEMBER VI LLEGAS: Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's go to page 9, lines 1
t hrough 11.

Any further discussion?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | npbve we adopt 1 through
11.

MEMBER WOCODALL:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Mbtion and second.

All in favor say "aye.
(A chorus of ayes.)
CHWN. CHENAL: Now, on the left screen,
Exhibit 62, let's nove up to Condition 2. This is one
we've included in -- | can't tell you how nany we've
added this to, but it requires -- Condition 1, as offered
by the applicant, basically says that they will conply
wth the | aws.
Condition 2 says that they' ||l obtain all

approvals and permts necessary. And this is one where |
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know at one point we had sone di scussion. This has been
included in the nost recent ones. | believe Menber

Haeni chen, in the |ast hearing, said, Wll, let's include
it. What does it hurt. Sonething to that effect.

But, obviously, this is one for discussion, so
| open it up to the Commttee. | think we should have
it, but

MEVMBER WOODALL: M. Chairnan, if we are going
to have it, | think I would insert a phrase there with
respect to the tribal entities that have expressed sone
interest in what's going on with this project. | don't
know whet her you should add: Consult wth the State
H storic Preservation Ofice.

CHWN. CHENAL: No, No. 2, Menber Wodall. |
think you' re referring to No. 3.

' m | ooking on Exhibit 62 on the left screen,
Condition 2: The Applicant shall obtain all approvals
and permits necessary to construct.

MEMBER WOODALL: |'m confused because |'ve got
a printed copy, and then I'mtrying to ...

MEMBER HAENICHEN: I'Ill nove 2. Aren't we
tal ki ng about 2 now?

CHWN. CHENAL: We're tal king about, on the left
screen, Exhibit 62, Condition No. 2.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Right. | just noved it.
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CHWN. CHENAL: Now, when we nove it over -- |if
we nove it over into Exhibit 60, it wll have a new
nunber. But we're | ooking at Exhibit 62 on the |eft
screen, Condition 2.

So we have a notion.

Do we have a second?

MEMBER HAMMY:  Second.

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

All in favor say "aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you. Now, | know it's
going to get a little confusing. Just bear wth ne.

On the right screen, Exhibit 60, we have a
condition. And nowthis is going to get alittle
confusi ng because it was paragraph 2, and nowit's -- the
comput er has autonatically given it a new nunber, which
is No. 4.

And when soneone's |l ooking at this in the
future, they're going to be | ooking at Exhibit 60, and
they're going to see a docunent for Condition 2 that w |
start with: [|If human remai ns and/ or funerary objects are
encountered. So when we refer to the paragraph, we
should refer to paragraph 2 because that's the one that
was originally in Exhibit 62.

So that condition that's offered by the
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applicant deals wth hunman renmai ns and funerary objects,
and you can read the | anguage.

The one that | -- | am not suggesti ng we adopt
this. Please don't m sunderstand ne. But what is
offered in ny Exhibit 62, paragraph 3, discusses
hi storical preservation consultation with respect to
cultural resources. |I'mnot saying they're the sane
thing, but | think we should discuss them at the sane
tinme.

And for certain projects, | want to say we used
that. We used it in Case 176 and 173. But |'m not
suggesting that that's sonething that we shoul d adopt,
necessarily, for this one given the evidence that's been
presented, but | just throwit out for discussion.

Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, ny only issue
wth this, and I think |I've stated sonewhat the sane
i ssue previously, | think we're getting too specific. |If
we're going to use sonething that's going to guide the
State, the historical or other agencies, we should use
the AR S. | anguage.

We're saying 50 years. What if the | anguage
changes by the legislature to 75 years or 30 years or 40
years. W've put in 50 years. And | think, as much as
we can, we should go with the statutes and the agencies
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that oversee this rather than trying to be so specific.
We''ve heard the testinony that this is fairly
di sturbed | and anyway. They're going to go through al
t he steps they have to go through according to the State,
Cty, County regul ations.
SoIl'"mjust -- I"'mjust alittle hesitant to
put that nmnuch | anguage into it, but that's just ne.
CHWN. CHENAL: And | agree, Menber Nol and.
Again, | throw sone of these out for discussion, not
because |' m suggesti ng.
And in this case, | probably would say that's
overkill for a 7-mle line. | have no issue with not

including it in this case. But because we've had it in

previ ous cases, you know, | thought it was appropriate at
| east to discuss it. But |I'mhappy to withdraw that from
consideration if that's the will of the Commttee.

MEMBER WOODALL: If you wanted to have

sonething in there, 1'd | eave the first sentence in.
That would be it. | nean, if you wanted to have
sonething. | don't think it's necessary under these

ci rcunst ances based upon Ms. Pollio's testinony, but
MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, | woul d agree
with that, that you add that sentence and then keep the
| anguage on the right screen, which is --
CHWN. CHENAL: Paragraph 2.
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MEMBER NOLAND:. -- paragraph 2 that will now be

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay.

So, Mchele, if we could ask you to, after
paragraph 4, add it to the end of --

MEMBER NOLAND: To the begi nni ng.

CHW. CHENAL: O to the beginning.

MEVMBER WOODALL: Does the applicant have any
suggestions for reference to the tribal entities that
expressed a desire to be kept inforned? Because this
woul d be the logical place for it to go, in my opinion.

MR. OLEXA: The applicant doesn't have any
suggestions at this point in terns of that. W're not
opposed to addi ng that | anguage, though, in terns of the
tri bes that responded.

MEMBER WOODALL: You're not hel ping ne here.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, | thought that
the letters fromthe tribes wanted to ensure that the
procedures were foll owed according to state lawwth the
Hi storical Society or the Preservation office. Now, |
can go back and find that exhibit, but | read those
fairly carefully, and | didn't -- | think they would be
notified through the procedure set up by the State on
that. And Ms. Pollio m ght know nore about that than we
do.
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MR OLEXA: Ms. Pollio suggested just continued
consul tati on | anguage be added.

MEMBER NCLAND: W th whont?

MS. POLLIO The tri bes.

MEMBER WOODALL: So, in other words, the
applicants shall consult with the State H storic
Preservation Ofice and insert the nanes of the pertinent
tribes?

M5. POLLIO SHPO has a list of tribes that are
the consulting tri bes.

MEMBER WOCODALL: Ch, got it.

M5. POLLIG So | think if you consult with the
two, which | think is Hopi and Gla R ver Comunity, you
woul d consult wth that whole group. They now have an
online tool. So | think it would be SHPO and associ at ed
tri bes because SHPO that's their nmandate.

MEMBER WOODALL: That | ooks good to ne based
upon an expert's assessnent.

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, associated -- okay. |
don't know. Relevant or associated. |If "associ ated"
wor ks.

MS. POLLIO Consulted tribes.

CHWN. CHENAL: Consulted tribes. Maybe that's
better.

MS. POLLIO That's better.
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CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Very good.
Any further thoughts fromthe Commttee on --
" mgoing to refer to it as Condition 2 because that's

how it woul d appear in Exhibit 62 as we're reviewng it.
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Any further thoughts or discussion?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right.

MEMBER PALMER: Mbtion to approve.

MEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.

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

All in favor say "aye.
(A chorus of ayes.)
CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

Let's go to Condition -- here we go. Condition

No. 3 on page 9 of Exhibit 62 regarding the plant |aw,

Ari zona Native Pl ant Law.

Any di scussion by the Committee?
MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | nove Condition 3.
CHWN. CHENAL: Second?

MEMBER HAMMY:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: W have a second.

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)
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CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

Let's nove to Condition 4 on page 10.

| know this is confusing. W' re |ooking at the
ri ght-hand screen. That's the control docunment, if you
wll, and that's Exhibit 60. And if you would --

MEVMBER WOODALL: M. Chairnman, do you think you
could just read the first sentence al oud? That m ght
help us, | think, find it.

CHWN. CHENAL: | think these nunbers are
changi ng. Both nunbers are changi ng as we go through
this.

So what we're looking at is originally
Exhibit 5 -- excuse ne -- Condition 5 on page 9 of
Exhibit 60, and it starts with the words -- and it
relates to the Ganme and Fi sh gui del i nes.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Did we skip the sal vage
requi rements? Did we vote on that?

CHWN. CHENAL: Actually, | want to go back to
the plant, to the previous condition, to Menber
Haeni chen' s poi nt.

It's originally Condition No. 4 in Exhibit 60
regardi ng notice and sal vage requirenents. |'d like to
make sure we have had a notion and a second and we
approve it.

So may | have a notion?
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MEMBER NCLAND: Yes, | nmake a notion that we
approve what was Condition 4, is now Condition 5, wth
regard to Arizona Native Plant Law.

MEMBER WOODALL:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Di scussion?

Member Hamnay.

MEMBER HAMMY: So do you want to add "and
operation” as you did in Case No. 177? Because in that,
it's only "construction of." Over here, you have "during
construction and operation.”

MEMBER NCLAND: Good cat ch.

MEVMBER WOODALL: |I'mnot a big fan of the
"operation,"” | nean, because you're -- | can't see how
that woul d be pertinent during the actual energizing of
the lines, but I'"'mnot going to fall on ny sword over it.

CHWN. CHENAL: We've used the word "operation”
i n previous cases. And, Menber Hamnay, thank you for
that, because that is in one of the suggestions that |
of fered for discussion.

MEMBER NOLAND: M. Chairnman, | nodify ny
notion to include "and operation.”

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Second.

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

Any further discussion?

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

(A chorus of ayes.)

MEMBER WOODALL: Pass.

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. The next one we'l]|
di scuss is what was originally Condition 5 on
Exhibit 60 -- in Exhibit 60 dealing with Gane and Fi sh
gui del i nes.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | nove what was Condition 5.

MEMBER WOODALL:  Second.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, is that with the
addi ti onal | anguage that was proposed on your tenplate on
the left screen?

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, that's what we have to do.
We have to include the concept "and operation of the
Transm ssion Line Project."” Thank you, Menber Nol and.

All right. W have a notion and a second, |
believe. D d we have a second?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Yes.

CHWN. CHENAL: Including the | anguage that was

just added in "and operation of the Transm ssion Line

Project,"” any further discussion?
(No response.)
CHWN. CHENAL: All in favor say "aye."
(A chorus of ayes.)
MEMBER WOODALL: Pass.
COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Next, we'll deal
wth the termof the CEC. This is Condition 6 in
Exhi bit 60, which proposes a ten-year period of tinme
bef ore expiration.

If you | ook on the left screen, which is
Exhi bit 62, you'll see sone additional |anguage that |I'm
offering for discussion which was taken from a previ ous
case, which kind of nodified and clarified what that
nmeans. It would expire ten years with or w thout
nodi fi cati on, and construction shall be conpl ete such
that it is in service within the ten-year timeframe.

To M. Braselton's point of lawers trying to
t ake advantage of | anguage, | would say this clarifies
what it neans, and | think we' ve adopted that approach in
a previous case.

What does it nmean to say it expires? |If the
shovel is in the ground? O is that sufficient to keep
the CEC alive? O do the structures have to be
constructed?

And | think it, you know, adds sone clarity in
my mnd as to what it takes for the CEC not to expire.
How | ong does this project have to be along before it's
deened not to expire?

And I"'mthrowng this out for discussion. |I'm
not taking a hard position on this one.
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MEMBER WOODALL: M. Chairman, the nodifier
"Wwith or without nodification,” |I don't know that that
adds anyt hi ng because, obviously, the certificate is
going to be approved with or without nodification. So |
don't think we need to add that | anguage there.

And in general, I"'mjust going to pass on this
one because | think it's -- | don't think that it does

add clarity, but that's ny point of view (Ohers can

di sagr ee.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

VMEMBER NCOLAND: M. Chairman, | agree with
taking out the "with or without nodification,” but I I|ike

your | anguage in the "construction of the Transm ssi on
Li ne Project shall be conplete such that the Transm ssion
Line Project is in service within this ten-year
timefrane. "

And | woul d nove that we adopt that | anguage.

CHWN. CHENAL: So, Mchele, could we ask you to
i nclude the sentence starting with "constructi on" and
ending with "tinmefrane."”

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: By the way, that |anguage was
what we cane up with in a previous case. |It's not ny
| anguage.

All right. W have a notion and a second.
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Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

MEMBER WOODALL: Pass.

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. The next condition
is Condition 7 in the original Exhibit 60 regardi ng
extensions of the certificate. And on the screen that
we're looking at on the right, there's only one change to
it offered by the applicant, which is to insert the word
"the" before the word "Applicant."”

MEMBER PALMER: 1'll nove it as nodifi ed.

MEMBER HAMMY:  Second.

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

Any further discussion?

MEMBER WOODALL: | would just note that the
fact that we're saying six nonths does not nean that the
Comm ssion wll think that that's pronpt given the |length
of tinme here, so I'mgoing to pass on this one.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. | would only note that
this is taken froma previous CEC where that | anguage was
adopt ed or approved by the Conm ssion, SO --

MEMBER WOODALL: | think I would just say --
| " mjust noting that for the record because in the past
t here has been sone di scussi on about you're too | ate and

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 vaL |V 09/ 11/ 2018 576

why didn't you file before and you knew this when and
what have you. So |I'mnot going to object to it. I'm
just going to pass.

CHWN. CHENAL: GCkay. So we -- you'll note I'm
not referring to lines anynore or pages because this is
going to beconme hopel essly changed when we cone up with a
final document which we'll give a new exhi bit nunber,
again, what was Condition 7 on Exhibit 60 dealing with an
extension. So with the change of adding the word "the,"
| thi nk Menber Haeni chen, you noved for it.

Was there a second?

MEMBER HAMMY:  Second.

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

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

MEMBER WOODALL: Excuse ne. Pass.

CHWN. CHENAL: Now, to nake this even nore
interesting, if you look at the left screen, which is ny
Exhibit 2, and |l ook at what's noted as Condition
No. 10 --

MEMBER WOODALL: 627?

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes. My Exhi bit 62,

SRP- Exhi bit 62. On the left screen, you'll see in red a
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provision that requires the applicant to -- where the
applicant seeks to nodify the terns to provide copies to
rel evant entities, the towns, parties to the docket, and
parties that made a |limted appearance.

| think this is one we've had di scussion in
previ ous cases and thought it was good, and | seemto
recall Menber Pal ner as having been in favor of this.
And not to put himon the spot here, but, again, this
isn't taken out of the blue. This is froma previous
case. So | would like to consider that because | believe
that's probably -- this is the tinme to consider that
provi si on.

Sol'dlike to know if there's any di scussion
on this provision.

MEMBER PALMER: M. Chairman, | am supportive
of this and would nmove its inclusion in the CEC

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Second.

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

M chel e, could we ask you to include that
| anguage.

Al right. Thank you.

All right. Next, we will |ook at what was --

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Don't we have to vote on the
one we just --

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

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 vaL |V 09/ 11/ 2018 578

second to include the | anguage dealing with notification
to entities.

All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you. Thank you, Menber
Haeni chen.

Next, we deal with the condition that deals
wth bird issues. Gve ne a nonent.

All right. W're next considering Condition 8
that's in the version offered by the applicant, which is

Exhi bit 60, which deals with measures to m nim ze inpact

to avi an speci es.

MEMBER HAENICHEN: ['ll nove Condition 8 as
witten.

CHWN. CHENAL: |If you |look on the left screen,
Exhi bit 62, you'll see some additional |anguage that

woul d add the concept to the assignees and would refer to
raptors, cranes, waterfow , and other avian speci es.
And, again, this is |anguage that was pulled from
previ ous CECs where we were maybe a little nore specific
in those. But, again, this is sonething | thought we
shoul d di scuss.

Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, well, | think
this originally came up with our WIl Il cox hearing, and |
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can't renenber fromour prior discussion whether raptors,
cranes, waterfow are included in the standards of the
Avi an Power Line Interaction Commttee.

MEMBER WOODALL: May | ask the applicant a
question. Are you a nenber of this commttee? |Is SRP?
| s anyone there?

No?

MR CLEXA: Yes.

MEMBER WOODALL: Ckay. So you're well famliar

wthit. GCkay.
MEMBER PALNMER:
is, along wth Menber Nol and,

M . Chai r man,

ny recoll ection

that these were specific to

a case where these species were specifically involved in

the project. | don't know that,
of this, that it necessarily would fit.
t hi nki ng.

CHWN. CHENAL: [|I'mfi

Now, the question is
"the Applicant or
cone up with this point |ater.
is going to be building this.
| have, frankly, where we have
don't know if the applicant is

it,

of the people they use to construct

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

its assignee."

gi ven the urban nature

Just ny

ne with that.

the first change woul d be

Again, you'll see ne
| have no doubt that SRP

This is nore of a concern

mer chant |ines and we

actually going to build

and we want to nake sure that the applicant and any

It are bound by it.
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Al t hough, | don't want to undercut the |l ast condition
that | think is inmportant that we include. But | think
if we scroll up to the one we just added, | think we did
use the word "assi gnees."

MEMBER WOODALL: | will note that in order for
the CEC to be transferred, there's a condition in the
statute that requires that they comply with ternms of the
CEC. So | think this is not necessary, and | don't think
we need raptors, cranes, and waterfow , just avian
speci es.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, just for
consi stency sake, | don't think it's needed either. But
| would nove that we adopt the | anguage that's on the
left side of the screen for SRP-62 that includes "the
Appl i cant or assignees" but deletes "raptors, cranes,
wat erfow , and ot her."

CHWN. CHENAL: GCkay. And so thank you, Menber
Nol and.

For consistency, if we -- "assignees or
successors. "

MEMBER NCLAND: "Assignees or successors.”

CHW. CHENAL: So it's consistent with the
previ ous paragraph. | think that's howit reads. |It's
"assi gnees or" -- maybe the previous one -- so we've got
to make a change here. "Assignees or successors," |
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t hi nk.

MEMBER NOLAND: That's one of those changes
that | think we enabled you to make.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. And then in the follow ng
par agr aph, we can make that change to "successors."

So wwth that and with the additi onal change we
made to the previous condition to add an "S" to the word
"successor,"” may | have a notion?

MEMBER NCLAND: | did nake the notion.

CHWN. CHENAL: May | have a second?

MEMBER WOODALL:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: W have a notion and second.

All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

MEMBER WOODALL: Pass.

CHWN. CHENAL: | appreciate everyone's
patience. It's kind of hard to keep this -- to try to
make a clear record of it. I1'mdoing the best | can, so

| appreciate your assistance here.

The next condition deals with the nonspecul ar
conductor and nonreflective surfaces, which is
Condition 9 to Exhibit 60.

And the only | anguage that | would offer for
consi deration, as you'll see on the | eft-hand screen,
that a conparable provision in Exhibit 62 adds the
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nodi fier "unl ess otherwi se required by a | andowner."

Again, | don't know if we want that or need it.
|'"d al nbst think we don't want it, but --

VMEMBER NCOLAND: M. Chairman, | don't really
think that's necessary. |In fact, | think it's not a good
idea. | think that the applicant is working with the
| andowners. But then to have to get that approved or
have every land -- one saying, | want this, the other
saying, | want that.

| just would nove that we adopt this condition
about the nonspecul ar conductors with the original
| anguage and not wth "unl ess otherw se required by a
| andowner."” And that's ny notion.

MEMBER WOODALL: M. Chairman, there's no
evidence in the record regarding color, so, personally, |
think it should be deleted, and I will be voting no.

MEMBER NCLAND: | nade a notion to delete that.
My notion was to delete that | anguage.

MEVMBER WOODALL: Oh, the entire, "The Applicant
shal |l use nonspecul ar conductors and" --

MEMBER NCLAND: Ch, no.

MEMBER WOODALL: That's what |'m sayi ng.
There's nothing in the record about that.

M5, HAMMAY: We didn't tal k about color at all.

MEVMBER WOODALL: And the witness didn't provide
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any evidence. So ny position would be that we shoul d
del ete t hat whol e paragraph, and I'"m going to vote no.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, |'mgoing to
w t hdraw ny notion because Menber Wodall makes a very
good point. And it didn't cone up. |In fact, we asked
about it, and we didn't discuss any of that. So I'm
going to wthdraw ny noti on.

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, that's a good point. Now,
this is a condition that's been suggested by the
applicant itself.

So | guess since we have the applicant here,
M. Sundl of, would you care to comment on it? | think
Menmber Whodall and Menber Nol and are correct, but you did
propose this condition.

MR. SUNDLOF: W proposed that condition. |

think we have had it in other CECs. It is SRP' s standard
practice. | would very nmuch oppose the additional
| anguage, unless -- otherw se, we have different poles

going on. But that's the standard practice. Wether
it's in there or not, we don't really care.

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, | guess I'd leave it up to
the Comm ttee.

"Il tell you, in the next case, I'mgoing to
ask a question about it. But the applicant is proposing
this. This is the applicant's proposed | anguage.
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MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | nopve the | anguage as
suggested by the applicant.

MEMBER RI GA NS: Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: W have a notion and second.

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

MEMBER WOODALL: Nay.

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's go to the next one, which
is Condition 10 in Exhibit 60, providing notice to
counties and cities and towns.

MEVMBER NOLAND: M. Chairnan, | nove we adopt
t he | anguage as anended in Exhibit SRP-62. It basically
nodi fi es "copies” to "copy" to each of the entities and
just, | think, cleans up sone | anguage there.

MEMBER VI LLEGAS: Second.

MEVMBER WOODALL: M. Chairnan, | was going to
ask the municipalities. |In another case, they asked that
it be sent to a specific official so it didn't end up in
the recorder's office.

For exanple, is there sonmeone |like the clerk of
t he board that you would like this to go to?

MR. BRASELTON: The clerk of the town -- the
"town clerk™ we could put in there, if you want to be
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nore specific, but we don't feel strongly about it one
way or anot her.

MEMBER WOODALL: All right.

Mesa? You don't care? | hope it doesn't end
up with the county recorder.

CHW. CHENAL: Al right. Wth the

nodi fi cati on proposed by Menber Nol and, do | have a

noti on?

MEMBER NOCLAND: | did nove it.

CHWN. CHENAL: And second?

MEMBER VI LLEGAS: Seconded it.

CHWN. CHENAL: W have a notion and second.

All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

Next provision deals with standards.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: M. Chai r man.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Haeni chen.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: That's a pretty standard
condition that's on all these cases. | nove it as
witten.

MEMBER HAMMY:  Second.

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

If you |l ook at the left screen, you'll notice
that -- and this is, again, sinply for discussion. W,
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in a previous case, had struck the word "construction”
nodi fyi ng "standards" and required that, | guess, all

standards be conplied with, not just construction

st andar ds.

And | confess to you, | don't know that there
are -- what other standards there are, but we felt in the
previ ous case that "construction” mght limt other

standards that nay ot herw se be applicable, so we struck
that term

So I throw that out for discussion.

MEMBER WOODALL: M. Chairnan, | think this is
enconpassed in the statute, and |'mgoing to be voting to
pass on this one. Plus, | don't understand about
paral |l el structures each supporting a single circuit. |
don't know that that's di scussed here.

CHWN. CHENAL: | think we're on the previous
one.

MEVMBER WOODALL: Sorry. | apologize. It's
very challenging to figure out what we're tal king about.

CHW. CHENAL: It's the one that deals wth the
Western Electricity Coordinati ng Council and the NERC and
t he FERC st andar ds.

MEMBER WOODALL: Ckay. No objection.

CHW. CHENAL: So if you see it, the second to
| ast word, we have the word "construction," and we had
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struck that word in a previous case. Basically, the sane

condi ti on.

ny notion

Condi ti on

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: M. Chairnman, |'m nodifying
to strike that. Include striking that word.
CHWN. CHENAL: W have a noti on.

Do we have a second?

MEMBER HAMMY:  Second.

CHW. CHENAL: To strike "construction."

All in favor say "aye.
(A chorus of ayes.)
CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

The next is the FAA condition, which was
12 in Exhibit 60.

MENMBER NCOLAND: M. Chairnman, can | ask whose

| anguage this is?

CHWN. CHENAL: This is the applicant's

| anguage.

MEMBER NOLAND: On 627?

CHWN. CHENAL: The |anguage in blue is the
applicant's | anguage. The | anguage that I"moffering is
in red.

MEMBER NCLAND: Ckay.

CHWN. CHENAL: So this is the applicant's
| anguage.

MEMBER NOLAND: This is the applicant's
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| anguage nodifying -- on SRP-62 nodifying their SRP-607?
O is it in 607

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes.

MEMBER NCLAND: Now |' m conf used.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Forget the bl ue-col ored
lettering on the left screen. That's |anguage that the
applicant is proposing, and you'll see it on the right
screen. And in the original --

MEMBER NCLAND: It wasn't in the original.

CHW. CHENAL: It's Condition 12 in the
original CEC that they proposed, which is Exhibit 60,
SRP- 60.

MEMBER NCLAND: But it is different fromthe
original |anguage in their proposed CEC

So, M. Chairnman, |I'mgoing to nove that we
adopt the proposed | anguage in SRP-62 be adopt ed.

CHW. CHENAL: And 62 is -- in blue is the sanme
as what's -- what was paragraph 12 in 60, which is --

MEVMBER NOLAND: Sane t hing.

CHW. CHENAL: It's the sane | anguage.

MEMBER NCLAND: That's ny noti on.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | second that notion.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. So -- yes, M. Braselton.

MR, BRASELTON: M. Chairman, nenbers of the
Comm ttee, the second sentence there troubles ne a | ot.
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The evidence has been that the FAA has approved the
project as currently proposed. There wasn't any

di scussi on about having a second set of towers and wires

constructed on two parallel tracks here at all. That
whol e concept is sonething that we haven't had -- we
haven't dealt with in this hearing. | don't know why we

woul d go any further than the first sentence and then
| eave it there.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Yeah. | agree with that.

MEMBER WOODALL: | concur.

MR. TAEBEL: Could | have an opportunity to
respond?

CHWN. CHENAL: Sure.

MR. TAEBEL: So on behalf of the Cty of Mesa,
sonme of the | anguage was as originally proposed by the
Salt River Project. GCkay? And if you look at the
document ary evi dence, you can go back and see that
originally, to nake this project work, there was one
proposal that involved taller pole heights that woul d
have required nodification of the FAA procedures.

There was an alternative that involved the
| oner pole heights that would avoid that change in the
procedure. And | believe that one of the Commttee
nmenbers had that discussion wth the FAA w tness.

So the | anguage that you see up there is
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partially what was proposed by SRP and partially what was
proposed as a nodification by the Cty of Mesa.

What we had as testinony fromthe w tness was
t hey have approvals for an individual pole site that can
only vary by 20 feet, and then they have to go back and
get anot her approval for that individual pole site. And
t hat pol e approval is only for 18 nonths plus 18 nonths,
but we've got a ten-year certificate. So after three
years, they have to go back and start the entire process
agai n.

So the idea here is to just capture the
conti ngency that things can change, standards can change,
procedures can change. And SRP should conply wth
what ever is applicable at the tinme the pole actually goes
up in the air.

Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: And thank you for that,
M. Taebel .

Now, |let me ask you, what is intended by the
| anguage on line 22 on the left screen? "Applicant may
construct, where necessary, parallel structures each
supporting a single circuit."”

| don't understand what that neans. | get
that, based on what M. Taebel said, you know, there may
have to be sone flexibility provided for the reasons he
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stated. But the parallel structure supporting a single
circuit, | don't understand that.

MR, SUNDLOF: M. Chairman, let nme respond to
t hat .

That | anguage was really in there to provide a
contingency for the radar issue. And you may recall, it
was the day one of the hearing in the norning that we
| earned that the FAA did not find a problemw th radar.
And the reason for the two sets of poles is we thought
there mght be a | ocati on where we have to go so | ow as
to break the two circuits into separate poles to avoid
radar. But the FAA has said no.

Now, M. Taebel says the FAA may change its
mnd, and | think that's probably true; but we don't have
a strong feeling about this |Ianguage right now

MEMBER WOODALL: So you woul d be okay with its
del eti on?

MR, SUNDLOF: We would be fine with just
| eaving the first sentence only.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: | thought that the discussion
from SRP on this was that there was a possibility there
woul d have to be a different type of structure if they
had to have a |ower profile pole, not dual poles. And I
appreciate M. Braselton's heads-up about this.

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 vaL |V 09/ 11/ 2018 592

l'd like to nodify -- I'"mgoing to withdraw ny
notion and | et sonebody else deal with this.

MEMBER PALMER: M. Chairman, ny recoll ection
is that they tal ked about shorter poles that woul d have
to be cl oser together so the spans weren't so long if
they ran into problens, not a dual circuit. | don't
remenber this discussion.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yeah, | don't renenber the
paral l el structure so much as, yeah, adjusting the height
of the poles to neet the FAA requirenents.

MR, SUNDLCF: M. Chairman, the engi neers say
they would like to keep it in. You know, you never say
never. And maybe the FAA wll say there's a pole right
here we want you to shorten or there's sonething. So |
t hink that probably |eaving the contingency in is a good
i dea.

CHWN. CHENAL: But what's the parallel pole
i dea, the parallel structure?

MR. SUNDLOF: The idea there is that if you
have to go really low, really low, then you can't get two
circuits on a single pole, and you need to break one
circuit on one set of poles and one circuit on anot her
set of poles. And that's the reason.

MEMBER NCLAND: But, M. Chairnman, we did not
have any testinony to that type of pole. They had I|ike
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the Hstructure that specifically, | think M. Snedl ey
said, would be used if they had to shorten the height,
and they'd put a line on each end of it. That's what |
remenber. | don't renenber parallel poles.

MR BRASELTON: W agree with that. This is a
big i ssue because | can't go back to the Town and say,
Well, there's a possibility there could be two |ines
runni ng next to each other now on Crisnon. That was
never contenpl ated by anybody, and there was no evi dence
submtted to that effect.

MR TAEBEL: My | respond?

CHWN. CHENAL: Sure.

MR. TAEBEL: Again, SRP admtted all of their
exhibits and they were admtted w t hout objection, so
there is evidence in the record that discusses the
paral |l el pol e configuration.

In addition, | proposed this amendnent to this
condition nore than two weeks ago, and SRP t hen
subsequently on August 30th filed yet another version of
this that included this condition verbatim

MR BRASELTON: Why woul d you want this? |
don't understand it.

CHWN. CHENAL: Wwell, | think we're at a uni que
point in tinme, which is called lunchtine. And | think
this is a good tine to take a break and then have the
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parties kind of confer on this.

And, M. Taebel, if there's evidence in the
record, if you could point us to where that is so when we
reconvene after lunch, | think that would be very
hel pful. And then if the parties wsh to discuss this
and work on sone | anguage on this point, | think that
woul d be hel pful as well. But |I think we're at a good
point to take a | unch break.

Menmber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: Just to add to this, two weeks
ago was di fferent than when the FAA nade a different
determnation the day we started this Commttee neeting.
And so, vyes, I'dlike -- I'd like to be pointed to the
structure that M. Snedley gave in his exhibit as well as
M. Taebel's information that | don't renenber seeing.

MEMBER WOODALL: | will note that in the
application under Exhibit G there's a |list of nunber of
configurations, sone of which, to ny untutored eye,
appear that they mght conply with the | anguage t hat we
have t here.

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Let's take our hour
 unch break, and we'll reconvene.

M. Braselton, did you have sonething to add?
You | ooked |Ii ke you were going to say sonet hi ng.

MR. BRASELTON: Not right now, M. Chairnan.

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 vaL |V 09/ 11/ 2018 595

(A recess was taken from 12:07 p.m to
1:13 p.m)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right, everybody. Let's
resune the afternoon portion of the hearing and see if
there's any procedural matters we need to di scuss before
we get into the discussion on the FAA condition.

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Wen we broke for |unch, we had
di scussi on about the provision that -- the FAA provision
condi ti on.

Wiy don't we hear fromthe applicant and the
parti es regardi ng what di scussions they had during the
br eak.

MR OLEXA: M. Chairnman, on behalf of the
applicant, during the break, we had di scussions with both
the Gty of Mesa and the Town of Queen Creek.

And what the parties agreed to was, with regard
to the FAA condition, to just insert the first sentence.
So on Exhibit 60, the first sentence would read: The
Applicant shall conmply with all regul ati ons and
requi rements of the Federal Aviation Adm nistration.

MR. BRASELTON: And on behalf of Queen Creek,
we woul d agree with that.

CHWN. CHENAL: M. Taebel ?

MR. TAEBEL: Yes on behalf of Mesa as well.
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CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Wth that, any other
further discussion on this provision on behalf of the
Commi ttee?

And, again, this is Condition 12 to Exhibit 60.

So may | have a notion?

MEMBER PALMER: Mbtion to approve.

MEMBER HAMMY:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Second. That's just sinply,
again, the first sentence.

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's go to what was
Condi tion 13.

M chel e, could you take an opportunity to
scroll down to the next screen.

Let's take an opportunity to read what's on the
ri ght - hand screen.

I's there any di scussion invol ving what was
Condi tion 13 to Exhibit 607

MEMBER WOODALL: M. Chairman, just as a point
of interest, why is the Governor's Ofice -- has there
been a request fromthe Governor's O fice that one of the
agency representatives has conmmuni cat ed?
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Never m nd.

CHW. CHENAL: | would say | don't have any
idea why that's there, other than it's al ways been done
i ke that, which is a heck of a reason; isn't it?

VMEMBER NCOLAND: But, M. Chairman, isn't it
bei ng changed on SRP-62 to strike the "Governor's Ofice"
and add "Ofice" after "Arizona Attorney CGeneral"?

CHWN. CHENAL: Wiich is ny change. Wich is
t he change | think should be nmade because | don't have
any i dea why we would have reference to the Governor's
Ofice in this context.

All right. So do | have a notion?

Let's -- one other -- Mchele, could you scroll
up on the right screen.

W have two different dates, and |I'm not sure
what date it should be. The applicant's suggesting that
the first letter should commence -- certification letter
Sept enber 1st, 2019, which I'mfine wth.

So | just want to nmake sure we're clear, when
we approve this, what date and what changes we're
specifically nmaking to Condition 13 on Exhibit 60.

MEMBER PALMER. M. Chairman, in the interest
of discussion, I'll nmake a notion that we approve the
ver bi age i ncl udi ng " Sept enber 1st, 2019," and stri ki ng
"and the Governor's O fice."
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MEMBER WOODALL:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: W have a notion and second.

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: The next condition is
Condition 14 on Exhibit 60 regarding transfers or
assignnents of the certificate. | believe this is a
pretty standard provision.

MEMBER NOCLAND: M. Chairman, | nove that we
adopt Condition 14 as provi ded on SRP-60.

MEMBER WOCODALL:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Mbtion and second.

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

The next condition is Condition 15 on
Exhi bit 60 providing notice to certain groups identified
therein. Take a nonent to read it.

Any di scussi on on Condition 15?

MEVMBER NOLAND: M. Chairnan, | nove we adopt
Condi tion 15 on SRP-60.
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MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Second.

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

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's go to Condition 16 on

Exhi bit 60.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | nove 16 as witten.

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, let's -- Menber Haeni chen,
let nme -- what we don't see on the right side of the

screen i s the | anguage bel ow t hat.

M chele, if you could scroll down.

All right. Let ne remind the Commttee that at
the |l ast hearing, we had | think an excell ent discussion
on what information should be provided on the signage,
you know, that's the subject of this condition. And the
deci si on was nade -- the discussion and the deci sion was
made to basically reduce the anount of the information on
the sign to nake it nore user friendly, nore capabl e of
bei ng read by passerbys.

And so | took that fromthe previous condition
and made t he changes that you see on the |left side of the
screen in Exhibit 62 to basically, you know, conformwth
the decision we nmade in the | ast case on this conparable
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condi tion.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, if | renenber
right, part of that discussion was there was so nuch
information that we wanted on the signs, the printing
becane so small that you couldn't read it even if you

were wal king by it, let alone driving by it.

So | would -- well, there's a notion --
MEMBER HAENI CHEN: [1'lIl withdraw ny notion.
MEMBER NCLAND: | woul d nove that we adopt the

| anguage on SRP-62 nodi fying this condition.

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Thank you, Menber
Nol and.

If you look at -- on the left screen,

Exhi bit 62, you'll see, also, there's a -- the signage
woul d be no nore than one-half mle apart.

The condition offered by the applicant | don't
bel i eve addresses how far apart the signage would be. So
| just want to make sure.

| believe | took that | anguage "not nore than
one-half mle apart” fromthe last condition we
di scussed, although | can't swear to that. But | believe
it was froma prior case.

MEMBER WOODALL: |'m not supportive of that
because | think that kind of littering the highways is
not particularly helpful, so | would rely on the
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applicant's judgnent. Plus, | don't know if they can get
consent from ADOT to do that.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, our cities and
towns, nany tines, they also have nore restrictive sign

|l aws that the state does.

MEVMBER WOODALL: |I'm supportive of your
notion -- | nmean, of your |anguage, Chairman. | just
don't like the distance there.

CHW. CHENAL: Can we -- on the |eft-hand side,
could you scroll up alittle.

Not quite that much. That's good.

And can we get the sane | anguage on the right
screen.

MEMBER PALMER: That one says the sane thing.

CHWN. CHENAL: It says the sane thing. |'mnot
understanding why it's in red ink on the |left side.

So the applicant is proposing the requirenent
to place the signs at reasonable intervals but no nore
than one-half mle apart.

So unless there's an objection to using the
| anguage offered by the applicant, I'mfine with that. |
think the thrust of the change that | was proposing in
t he | anguage was to nmake it conply with what we deci ded
in the previous case to basically reduce the anount of
i nformati on on the signs.
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So unl ess there's further discussion, if we
could have a notion that kind of sunmmarizes where we are
on this one.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, | woul d nake a
notion that we adopt Condition 16 -- it's now 19 -- wth
the wording on SRP-62 as nodified, including the | ast
par agraph: Such signs shall be inspected at | east once
annually and, if necessary, be repaired or replaced and
renoved at the conpletion of construction.

That's a noti on.

MEMBER WOODALL:  Second.

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

Let's have the -- see how this | ooks, then,
before we vote on it.

VEMBER PALMER: M. Chairman, if | could ask --

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes.

MEMBER PALMER: Also, in 60, there is |anguage
that gives thema pass on the unbuilt portion of 24 until
such tine as that right-of-way is determ ned.

Is that | anguage in 62 as well? |If not, it
probably shoul d be added there.

MR, SUNDLOF: l'"'msorry. Are we on No. 17 now?

MEMBER NOLAND: No, we're on 16.

MR, SUNDLOF: 16. Okay.

MEMBER PALMER: OCh, wait a mnute. | junped
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one. Never m nd.

CHWN. CHENAL: | want to conplinent Mchele's
mastery of this. This is a difficult task to foll ow.
She's doing a great job.

MEMBER HAMMY:  Chairman, can | ask a question?

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes.

MEMBER HAMMY: |If a local nunicipality has
tighter sign ordi nances, whi ch one supersedes?

CHWN. CHENAL: Tighter in what sense?

MEMBER HAMMY: Well, for the Town of Paradi se
Val l ey, we woul d not allow those signs every half mle.
So whi ch one supersedes?

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, that's kind of
what | was sayi ng too.

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, we could nodify the
| anguage in Condition 16 where it says: The Applicant
shall place such signs in prom nent | ocations at
reasonable intervals (no nore than one half --

MEMBER HAMMY: See, |'d probably get rid of
the "not nore than one-half mle.” | think a mleis
pl enty.

MEMBER PALMER: M. Chairman, would that not be
covered on line 7 -- what |'mlooking on -- where it says
"to the extent authorized by |aw'?

MEMBER HAMMY: But whose |aw? Wich one is in
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control here?

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Palner, | think that's
exactly what that | anguage would provide, to the extent
aut hori zed by | aw woul d control, so that | ocal
muni ci palities, if their sign ordinances were nore
restrictive than that, then |I would say that would
control this condition.

MEMBER HAMMY: So the Town does have contro
over placing signs in its right-of-way?

CHW. CHENAL: | would say so. And | think
this | anguage that Menber Pal ner read acknow edges that,
that the applicant will post signs in public
right-of-ways to the extent authorized by law. So that
if a local ordinance limted to one mle, that that would
control over this condition because we specifically
provide in the condition that it has to be subject to
| ocal | aw.

MEMBER HAMMY: You don't say "local law. " You

say "law. "

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, "to the extent authorized
by law." It could be any |law, federal, state, town,
city.

VEMBER HAMMAY: Al right.
CHWN. CHENAL: So can we scroll down to see
what the rest of 16 | ooks |i ke.
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| don't renenber, do we have a notion?

MEMBER NCLAND: W do.

CHWN. CHENAL: And a second?

MEMBER PALMER: |1'Il second it if there's not.

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

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's go to Condition No. 17 in
Exhi bit 60.

MR SUNDLOF: M. Chairman, on Condition
No. 17, PPGN has proposed two changes, and those are
acceptable to us. And if it's okay with you, "Il just
have M chel e put those in so you can see those on the
screen.

CHWN. CHENAL: Sure. Let's do that now.

MR SUNDLOF: And, also, while we're at it, we

ought to add Queen Creek to that list. That was just an

om ssi on.
MR. BRASELTON: Thank you.
MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman.
CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.
MEVMBER NOLAND: Well, | think that | anguage
shoul d be changed. | think the Town of Queen Creek
COASH & CQOASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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should follow the Gty of Mesa.

MR. BRASELTON: That's correct.

MEMBER NCLAND: Havi ng been an official at a
town before, and |I think that Menber Hammay woul d agree,
that they just should be included along with the other
governnmental entities.

MEMBER HAMMY: Thank you, Menber Nol and.

MEMBER PALMER: Al ong that vein, would there be
any reason to include Maricopa County in that? 1Is there
sonme of this that's unincorporated portions?

CHWN. CHENAL: That's a question for the
applicant. M. Oexa --

MR SUNDLOF: | think that would be
appropri ate.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Just to be safe, to add
Mari copa County as well in the litany.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, not saying
anything against this, and it doesn't natter one way or
the other, but we're already tal king about private
property owners. Wy are we singling out PPG\?

MEMBER WOODALL: | had the sane thought.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ms. Demmitt.

MS. DEMM TT: Chai rman and Menbers of the
Commttee, |I'm happy to address that.

So PPGN s property hol dings, as you may recall
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fromthe exhibits that were shown at the end of | ast
week, we are not directly in the path of the corridor
that's being di scussed today. W are adjacent to it on
the north side of the SR 24 freeway.

As the CECis currently witten, the only
notice that we would be provided as a | andowner that's
not being -- has property that's not being acquired is
W thin 90 days of construction of the actual transm ssion
i ne.

PPGN, which is now -- the community is called
Cadence at Gateway, is a nmaster-planned conmunity that is
now under devel opnent and under construction. W have
several parcels that have been sold to builders. W have
honmes that have been sold to honeowners. W have public
reports that have al ready been issued for our comunity
that don't have any nention of the transm ssion |ine.

And so we have asked that we continue to be a
notified party going forward so that we can continue to
updat e our buil ders and our honeowners and make sure that
our public reports and other itens are updated on a
tinmely basis and that we're not reacting to this once
construction -- because we are aware of it. So we'd |like
to just be kept in the | oop.

CHWN. CHENAL: Does the applicant or any of the
ot her parties have any objection to that | anguage?
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MR. SUNDLOF: No objection.

MEVMBER WOODALL: Well, and the conpany is a
party to these proceedi ngs, so on that basis, | wthdraw
ny all eged concerns.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. |It's kind of hard to do
this when we're only seeing part of the condition, but --
t hrough no fault of anybody.

MEMBER NCLAND: M. Chairman, | woul d nove that
we adopt the |anguage in SR-60 for Condition 17 as
nodi fi ed.

MEMBER PALMER: Second?

CHWN. CHENAL: W have a notion and second.

Let's see. And the | anguage is struck, then:
This condition shall not apply along the unbuilt segnent
of SR-24 until such tine as ADOT publishes or otherw se
determ nes a final alignnent and a sout hwest right of way
boundary.

That | anguage is being struck. So, obviously,
the nmoti on woul d i nclude that | anguage bei ng struck.

So we have a notion and a second.

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. The next is what was
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Condition No. 18 in Exhibit 60 regarding participating in
good faith in study foruns. There's really only one
sent ence.

May | have a notion?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | nove Condition 18.

MEMBER WOCODALL:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Mbtion and second.

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

Let's go to the next one, which is Condition 19
on Exhibit 60. Gve ne one nonent to --

MEMBER NOLAND: |'m conpletely |ost.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: We have to change TEP in
t here.

MEMBER NCLAND: Ch, it is.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Li ne 11.

MEVMBER WOODALL: May | ask the applicant, does
this correspond exactly with the recommendati on made by
Staff in the letter that they filed? Do you know?

MR SUNDLOF: | haven't checked it word for
word, Menber Whodall, but | think it is.

MEMBER WOODALL: That would be ny --
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MR. SUNDLOF: And | haven't heard about any --

MEMBER WOODALL: It's been a standard condition
that Staff has proposed in every letter.

Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. So, Mchele, would
you be kind enough to scroll down on the right side
screen to see if there are any other changes to Condition
19.

Ckay. So this is pretty standard | anguage. |
don't know, again, from Menber Wodall's question,
whether this is exactly what is being recommended, but
it's close to it.

So is there any further discussion?

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Just change the thing on
line 11, that's the only one I have, to SRP, | guess, or
t he applicant.

MEMBER PALMER: It's done.

MEMBER NCLAND: Yeah, it's done.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | nove it as anended.

CHWN. CHENAL: GCkay. W have a notion.

Do we have a second?

MEMBER WOODALL:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Mbtion and second.

All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)
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CHWN. CHENAL: Now, Mchele, if we can go back
on the left screen and scroll back to the two provisions.

MEMBER NCLAND: Scroll back to 21 on SR-62.
Just above that. There we are.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

MEMBER NCLAND: We m ssed that one.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. So thank you very nuch.

So what | have added for discussion is
Condi tion 21 on SRP Exhibit 62. And this deals with
training and such -- this is froma previous case -- for
environnental ly sensitive areas and activities.

Again, this is froma previous case. | don't
remenber exactly which one 178 is. But we have used it
in the past. I'mnot saying it's absolutely necessary
here, but | thought it was appropriate for us to discuss
it. It is a7-mle line.

MEMBER WOODALL: M. Chairnan, | don't think
it's necessary in this particular case based upon the
evidence in the record. This is disturbed agricul tural
| and, so | would propose that we elimnate it.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any further discussion fromthe
Comm ttee?

MEMBER PALMER: | would concur. This is
referring to environnentally sensitive areas and
activities. I'mnot sure it would be pertinent here.
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CHWN. CHENAL: | don't see a groundswel | of
support, grassroots support, for this provision, so ...

MEMBER HAMMY: Get rid of it.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. All right.

Moving on, let's go to No. 23, Condition 23, in
Exhi bit 62.

MEMBER NCLAND: We didn't do 22.

CHWN. CHENAL: Well, let's scroll up to 22,
then, Mchele, on the | eft side. | think that's bl ue
| ettering.

MEMBER NCLAND: Ch, we did do it. Ckay.

CHWN. CHENAL: So 23 requires transm ssion
service agreenents provided to the Conm ssion Staff
wthin 60 days after the agreenent is filed with FERC

MEMBER WOODALL: | think this is appropriate
for nmerchant projects but not in this particular case, so
| woul d propose to delete it.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any coment fromthe applicant?

MR, SUNDLOF: This is entirely located within
SRP's control area attaching to other SRP substations.

It doesn't seemto nake sense.

CHWN. CHENAL: GCkay. I|I'mfine with that.

And then let's -- so | woul d suggest that 23
not be incl uded.

Condition 24, again, with transm ssion
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I nt erconnecti on agreenents that would be provided to
Conmi ssion Staff.

MEMBER WOODALL: | don't think that's really
pertinent to this particular case, so | would propose
elimnating it.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay.

| expected that would be the result here, but |
know we have used those in nerchant cases, so | thought
we shoul d at | east nake a decision not to include it,
whi ch is, apparently, what we've done.

So now we cone to Condition No. 20 in
Exhibit 60. And this deals wwth a nunber of things, the
substation site, in particular.

MR SUNDLOF: M. Chairman, |I'll rem nd you
that this is a joint condition from Mesa and SRP

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Any discussion with
respect to Condition 207

MEMBER HAMMY: | nove we accept this | anguage.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN:  Second.

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

Let's see. | just want the Commttee to | ook
at the left screen and see that there was sone | anguage
that's been stricken.

If the parties are agreeable to this, I'm
certainly agreeable to it, and | think the Commttee is.
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Qbvi ously, there's been sone negotiation with regard to
this provision. | know we've had a | ot of discussion
about it.

So is there any further discussion regarding
Condi tion 20 in Exhibit 607

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

MEMBER NCLAND: Did we have a notion?

CHW. CHENAL: | think we had a notion and a
second.

MEMBER HAMMY: | think | nade the notion, and
Jack seconded it.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yeabh.

Let's go to the next one, Condition 21 in
Exhi bit 60.

MR SUNDLOF: M. Chairman, this is another
condi ti on where PPGN proposed sone changes, and we're
agreeable to those. And M chele can put them up.

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Let's do that.

MEMBER WOODALL: | have a question. Wy are we
i ncluding PPGN? Are you planning on taking any property
fromthen? Wiy don't you just add "and" PPGN? It's
confusing to ne.

CHWN. CHENAL: | agree with Menber Wodall.
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The way that reads, it sounds as though the transm ssion
line will be included on PPGN property, which | believe

is not the case. And | think, to nmake it nore cl ear,

it's -- instead of using the word "including,"” you should

use the word "and. Is that acceptable to --
MR. SUNDLOF: That's acceptable to us.

MS. DEMM TT: Chairnan, that's acceptable to us

t 0o.

CHWN. CHENAL: Then strike the word
"incl udi ng. "

Any further discussion on Condition 217

MEMBER PALMER: Mbtion to include 21 as
anmended.

MENMBER NCOLAND: Second.
CHVWN. CHENAL: Moti on and a second.

All in favor say "aye.

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Let's go to ny favorite, which
is on the left screen in red, lots of red ink.

This | always think is inportant when we
include it. W included it in the |last case we had, 178,
whi ch was not a nerchant case. | just believe that any
utility conpany that has outside contractors doing the
wor k, that those folks need to be -- they need to conply

wth these conditions, and | think it just adds that nuch
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nore protection to the public. That's how | feel about
this one.

MEMBER WOODALL: As | have stated previously, |
think this is unnecessary ornanentati on of the CEC, and I
w |l be voting "pass."

MEMBER NCLAND: | nove that we include the
Chai rman' s | anguage for Condition 28 as di spl ayed on
SRP- 62.

MEMBER HAMMAY:  Second.

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

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

MEMBER WOODALL: Nay -- excuse ne. Pass.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you.

| knowit's a | aborious process and it's kind
of conplicated, but I think we should finish with the
Fi ndi ngs of Fact and Concl usi ons of Law, have a
di scussion on what map wll be attached, and then go back
one nore tinme and review the docunent on the right
screen, at the end of which we'll give it an exhibit
nunber. And then, based on that, we'll have our vote.

Does that sound acceptable to everybody?

MEMBER NOLAND:.  Yes.

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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CHW. CHENAL: So let's do the Findings of Fact

and Concl usi ons of Law.

of Law No.

of Law No.

And | ook at the Findings of Fact and Concl usi on
1.

MEMBER PALMER: Mbtion to approve.

MEMBER NCLAND: Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Mdtion and a second.

All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Finding of Fact and Concl usi on
2, please.

MEMBER NOLAND: | nove that we approve No. 2.
MEMBER PALMER:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Mdtion and a second.

Any further discussion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: No. 3.

Mbtion to approve?

MENMBER NCOLAND: M. Chairman, | would make a

notion that we approve No. 3, and | think that this one

really applies to SRP in this case.

MEMBER PALMER: Second.
CHWN. CHENAL: Moti on and a second.

COASH & COASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: No. 4.

MEMBER PALMER: Mbtion to approve No. 4.

MEMBER WOODALL:  Second.

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

All in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

CHWN. CHENAL: No. 5.

You know, let ne just throwthis out. | don't
know if this is a standard -- I'mgoing to ask this.

M. Sundlof or M. Oexa, | don't believe No. 5
Is a standard one.

MR SUNDLOF: That is not a standard one. And
as we've thought about this and as |I've expl ained a
little bit, we want to nake sure that the record is very
clear that the Comm ssion considered the limts of its
authority, as has been discussed by others, and it nade a
finding that this is wwthin its reasonabl e di screti on.

And so, in this case, although it's sonewhat
uni que, we suggested this finding.

MEMBER WOODALL: M. Sundlof, is this
consi stent with what has been added in the -- when the
Conm ssi on approves the CEC? Because | think there's
simlar |anguage that is used routinely with respect to
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t he bal anci ng.

MR, SUNDLOF: Menber Woodall, | think that's
right. | just thought it would be a wise idea for this
Comm ttee, as the finder of fact, to make this concl usion
based upon the evidence before it.

MEMBER NOLAND: M. Chairnman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEVMBER NOLAND: | woul d nove that we adopt
Condi tion No. 5 and del ete Condition No. 6.

MR SUNDLOF: | think that's right.

MEMBER PALMER: Second.

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

Any further discussion on that notion?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

MEMBER WOODALL: Pass.

CHW. CHENAL: Al right. Let's |ook at what
was No. 7 regarding balancing the need. | should read it
for the record.

The conditions placed on the Transmni ssi on Line
Project in this Certificate resolve matters concerni ng
bal ancing the need for the Transm ssion Line Project with
the i npact on the environnment and ecol ogy of the state
arising during the course of the proceedi ngs, and, as
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serve as findings and concl usions on such nmatters.

Any di scussion on that particular finding of

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: May | have a notion?

MEMBER HAMMY: So noved.

MEMBER NCLAND:  Second.

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

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al in favor say "aye."

(A chorus of ayes.)

MEMBER WOODALL: Pass.

CHWN. CHENAL: And then the last finding of

fact and concl usi on of | aw.

Any di scussi on?

(No response.)

CHWN. CHENAL: May | have a notion?
MEMBER HAENI CHEN: | nove Condition 7.
MEMBER HAMMY:  Second.

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

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

MEMBER WOODALL: Pass.
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MEMBER PALMER: M. Chairnan, just a point of
clarification. | believe Menber Haenichen said 7, and
t hat shoul d have been 8.

MEMBER NOCLAND: It's the new 7.

CHWN. CHENAL: It's the |ast one.

MEMBER NOLAND: Bol d 8.

CHWN. CHENAL: | think Menber Haeni chen was
t hi nki ng of his Confucian fortune cookie. Look afar and
see the end fromthe begi nni ng.

MEMBER HAENI CHEN: Ri ght.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. So let's decide what map.

I'"mthinking that it's SRP-64, which uses the
word "corridor,"” but | guess there is a difference
between 63 and 64 if we |ook at the exhibits that were
provi ded to us, because 63 does indicate a proposed
al i gnnent.

MEMBER NCLAND: But, M. Chairman, in the
description in the CEC, | think it's fairly specific of
where the alignnment will be placed unless it has to
devi at e because of sonet hi ng.

CHWN. CHENAL: Right.

MEMBER WOODALL: M. Chairman, | would ask the
applicant if it has a preference.

MR. SUNDLOF: Thank you, Menber Wodall.

We think -- as Menber Nol and said, we think
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t hat Exhi bit SRP-64 that shows the corridors is fine.
All we'll say is just elimnate the exhibit marker and
t ake out the Version One, and that would be the exhibit.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any discussion fromthe
Comm ttee on that?

I"'mfine with that. | was only going to say if
we were going to consider Exhibit 63, which uses the word
"boundary,"” we would substitute "boundary" for
“corridor."

But I'mfine with 64. | think the word
"corridor"” should be used on the exhibit because that's
the word we use in the body of the CEC.

Now, | et us go through.

M chele, if you don't mnd, if you'll kind of
take us through the docunent, which should show all the
changes that we've nuade.

And | don't have any bright ideas on how to do

this other than scroll through till you cone to sone
changes, and we'll see if -- nake sure we're okay wth
t hem

| think on page 2, we agree with the changes
that we're | ooking at.

On page 3, | believe we are all in agreenent
w th those changes.

And if you just keep scrolling to the bottom of
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page 4, all of page 4, those | ook acceptable.

And, please, if any Comnmttee nmenber or any
ot her party sees sonething that needs to be changed or is
incorrect, |let us know.

Top of page 5 | ooks accept abl e.

All right. Now -- all right. Let's |ook at
lines -- we're | ooking at paragraph 4. On line 4, you
see we referred to point P5 on Exhibit A Then the next
line, we referred to point 6A on Exhibit A And then
we' ve added sone | anguage "frompoint P5." | think we
should add the words "on Exhibit A" at that point so
we' re consistent.

Any changes, Queen Creek? M. Braselton,

M. Coar, any -- are you okay with the | anguage we're
| ooki ng at on paragraph 47

MR. BRASELTON: Yes. Just give ne another 30
seconds.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Sure.

MR. BRASELTON:  Yes.

CHWN. CHENAL: Al right. Let's keep
scrol ling, then.

All right. Now we skip over to, | believe,

page 8. Changes | ook accept abl e.

All right. Now, let's start -- anywhere where
we refer to a previous condition, | think we should
COASH & CQOASH, | NC. 602- 258- 1440
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renove that as we did in paragraph 3 -- or Condition 3.
I think page 9 | ooks accept abl e.
Looki ng at changes on page 10, that | ooks
accept abl e.
Let's go to page 11. | think we renmenber all
t hose changes, including paragraph 12 with regard to the
FAA.
Scrol ling down, page 11 | ooks good.
And t hen page 12. Those changes.
And page 13, we nmade changes to what
i nformati on woul d be included on the signage and
requirenment to repair. That | anguage | ooks accept abl e.
Paragraph 17, | think we're fine wth all that,
unl ess soneone sees sonmething we need to tal k about.
Page 18. And that | ooks acceptabl e.
Page 19. And the bottom of page 19, we're
| ooki ng at Condition 22. That | ooks acceptable.

And t he Findings of Fact and Concl usi ons of

Law.

MEMBER NOLAND: M. Chairnman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: Before we get into the notion
and voting, | just have to say, M chele, you' ve done an

awesone job keeping up with this and sticking with the
Chairman. Really great job.
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CHWN. CHENAL: Yes. Thank you very much.

M5. MASER.  Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: And to the entire staff.

Ckay. And we've decided, then, to use
Exhi bit SRP-64 then as the map; is that correct?

"1l ask M. dexa and M. Sundl of .

MR, OLEXA: (Nodded in the affirmative.)

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Are there any other
changes that we need to nake to the docunent that M chele
has created based upon all of our additions and
del eti ons?

(No response.)

CHW. CHENAL: Al right. This |I propose
maki ng SRP-65. The docunent that we have finally created
wll be SRP-65. And that will then be used to create the
final CEC.

| s everyone in agreenent so far?

MEMBER NOLAND: M. Chairnman.

CHWN. CHENAL: Menber Nol and.

MEMBER NCLAND: 1'd like to nake a noti on that
we adopt the Certificate of Environnental Conpatibility
for Case No. 180 as nodified and |listed as
Exhibit SRP-65. |Is that correct?

CHWN. CHENAL: That's correct.

May | have a second?
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MEMBER PALMER:  Second.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Before we go to a roll
call vote, I'"'mgoing to ask the applicant to provide
me -- when they provide ne with the -- assuming it's
vot ed upon and approved, when |I'm provided with the final
CEC that you al so provide a copy of Exhibit 65 in col ored
ink just so we make it easy just to conpare to verify the
changes just as a cross-check.

And as it's ny practice, | try to get those
turned around very quickly, wthin a day or so, when it's
provi ded to ne.

MR. SUNDLOF: Thank you, M. Chairman. W wll
provide that to you.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ckay. Good. So | think it's
time for a roll call vote.

Any comment or di scussion before we do a rol
call vote?

MEMBER WOODALL: Just that | commend all the
parties for resolving their differences amcably. It's
very hel pful to us. Thank you.

CHWN. CHENAL: Any discussion by the Comm ttee?
| also want to open it up to -- since we have the
applicant and parties that are represented here, if there
are any comments that they wi sh to make before we vote.

M. Braselton
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MR. BRASELTON: None from us.

CHWN. CHENAL: M. Taebel.

MR TAEBEL: Mesa supports SRP-65.

CHWN. CHENAL: M. HiIlI.

MR HILL: The Inner Loop |andowners al so
support SRP-65.

CHWN. CHENAL: Ms. Demmtt.

M5. DEMM TT: PPGN al so supports the proposed
CEC, and we thank you for your consideration.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you very much.

Menber Riggins, do you want to take the honors?

Let's do a roll call vote up or down on
approving the CEC that we've approved as to form as

reflected in Exhibit 65, which was noved and seconded.

MEMBER RIGEA NS: | vote aye.
MEMBER DRAGO | vote aye.
MEMBER HAENI CHEN: 'l explain ny vote.

On the tour, it becane pretty obvious to ne
that this is a good project and it's going to be
required. W could already see bull dozers working on
certain devel opnent projects, and | think it's going to
be a good project.

The only other comment | mght nmake is it was
inspiring to ne to see the cooperation that existed
bet ween the applicant and the intervenors and the way,
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right on the fly during this hearing, they resolved sone

of the contentious issues.

So with that, | vote aye.
VEMBER HAMMAY: | vote aye.
However, | was a little disappointed that I

didn't get to hear M. Braselton's cl osing argunents
because he was about to render ny question about the

sol ar substation. Everyone was saying it was irrel evant,
and you were going to prove it was relevant. So |I was

di sappointed | did not get to hear that.

Wth that, | vote aye.

MEVMBER WOODALL: | just wanted to note that
this is a newteamfor SRP doing the siting. And | think
all of you did an outstanding job, and | think it augers
very well for how your future siting proceedi ngs are
goi ng to go.

And | vote aye.

MEMBER NOLAND:. Aye.

MEMBER PALMER: | would like to just make a
conment qui ckly.

| think SRP has been exenplary in their show ng
how t hey can work with private property owners, wth
governnent entities. | think the intervenors have been
very cooperative in this, and | think it's been a great
pr ocess.
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And with that, | vote aye.

MEMBER VI LLEGAS: | al so vote aye.

CHWN. CHENAL: 1'Il explain ny vote.

This is a good -- it's a good process. It
takes into account the concerns of |andowners. | think

this case is a perfect exanple of that, where this
process was set up for this very purpose, where we
actually listen to the concerns of the | andowners as
represented by their counsel. W also had call to the
public, affected | andowners speak. And we heard and
i stened and made deci si ons based upon that very input.
And | think this is a case that just proves the system
wor Kks.

And with that, | vote aye.

So we'll -- I'"ll look forward to the origina
CEC with a copy of Exhibit 65.

Any further comrents?

Menber Nol and.

MEVMBER NOLAND: Wuld you then fill in 9 to O
on the vote?

CHWN. CHENAL: Yes, we woul d.

M. Braselton

MR. BRASELTON: Two qui ck comrents.

One, | just want to thank Ken Sundl of, in
particular, and the rest of the people wth SRP and al so
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Bill fromthe Cty of Mesa for working with us to get
these two i ssues resolved here in the | ast two days.

And | want to invite Ms. Hammay to stay after
we conclude, and I'll be happy to go through that cl osing
ar gunent .

MEMBER WOODALL: It wll be worth the wait.

MEMBER HAMMY: |'mnot sure | care all that
nmuch.

CHWN. CHENAL: W don't get to hear the fina
argunment and we don't get to hear the cross-exam nation;
but in spite of that, | think it worked out well.

All right. So anything further fromthe
parties, the applicant, or the parties or the Commttee
bef ore we adj ourn?

MR, SUNDLOF: | just want to thank the
Comm ttee for your attention. And | think it's a good
project, and thank you for your vote.

CHWN. CHENAL: Thank you very nuch.

Thi s hearing is adjourned.

(The hearing concluded at 2:09 p.m)

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 vaL |V 09/ 11/ 2018 631

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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