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 1           CHMN. KATZ: Good morning, everybody.  I think
 2  everybody has their morning cups of coffee filled, so I
 3  think we're ready to get started.  This is the third day
 4  of our hearing in the West Valley Central 230kV
 5  Connection Project.
 6           And we now have approximate -- it's almost ten
 7  minutes after 9, and we'll get started.
 8           Counsel, we are now, I think, getting to the
 9  noise-related environmental issues.
10           MR. DERSTINE: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Good
11  morning.  Members of the Committee, good morning.
12           CHMN. KATZ: Hold on just a second.  I notice
13  that Member Little and Member Grinnell always have their
14  cameras on.  But I would ask you if you have your camera
15  on that your video is on so that we make sure we have a
16  quorum.  But I would appreciate it if you are
17  participating virtually.
18           That being said, Mr. Derstine, please feel free
19  to begin.
20           MR. DERSTINE: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
21           MR. DERSTINE: We left off yesterday.
22  Mr. Simpson took us through 90 percent or 95 percent of
23  the environmental studies that were performed --
24           CHMN. KATZ: Let me just interrupt you for just
25  a second.  I'm getting a double sound.  It's delayed, so
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 1  I'm hearing an echo.
 2           (Off the record for technical issue.)
 3           CHMN. KATZ: Okay.
 4 
 5         DAVID WILEY, KEVIN DUNCAN, RANDALL SIMPSON,


 6                      AND KRISTIN DARR,
 7  called as witnesses as a panel on behalf of Applicant,
 8  having been previously sworn by the Chairman to speak the
 9  truth and nothing but the truth, were examined and
10  testified as follows:
11 
12                  DIRECT EXAMINATION (Cont.)
13  BY MR. DERSTINE: 
14     Q.    We covered the bulk of your environmental
15    analysis, but one of the topics that any applicant
16    seeking a CEC from this Committee is required to study
17    and present to the Committee is noise impacts,
18    anticipated noise of the project.
19             Mr. Wiley, you're going to cover the noise
20    studies that was performed for the West Valley Central
21    Project.
22     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Certainly.  APS performed noise
23    impact analysis under various weather conditions,
24    including light rain conditions and fair weather
25    conditions.
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 1             If you take a look at the right-hand screen,
 2    you'll see two different plots.  The top plot here
 3    represents fair weather conditions.  In the worst case,
 4    it would be about 13 decibels of audible noise in fair
 5    weather conditions.  The bottom plot shows noise impacts
 6    under light rain conditions.  Under light rain
 7    conditions, we can expect up to 25 decibels of audible
 8    noise.
 9             If you take a look at the temperature gauge, if
10    you will, on the right-hand side, it gives you some
11    insight into what level that would be.  And 40 decibels
12    would be a soft whisper from 5 feet away.  And, again,
13    the worst-case scenario of light rain, you would be about
14    25 decibels.
15     Q.    The noise as you've modeled it here, the noise
16    that would be generated by the segments of the project,
17    is it comparable, the same as, what we would anticipate
18    from other 230kV lines on APS's system?
19     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, it is.  It is comparable with
20    other 230kV lines.  These lines are located in
21    industrial, residential, and agricultural areas and, as
22    you heard on the site tour yesterday, the operations of
23    Luke Air Force.  So we do feel that there will be minimal
24    noise impacts due to this project.
25     Q.    Anything else you want to add on noise impacts
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 1    or anticipated noise impacts?
 2     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  No.
 3     Q.    So, Mr. Simpson, that takes us back to you to
 4    kind of wrap this all up for the Committee in terms of
 5    the environmental analysis, your analysis and your
 6    opinions regarding the impact of the project.
 7             And I guess, ultimately, is it compatible?  Is
 8    it environmentally compatible, to use the term that's
 9    applied to these projects and that the Committee takes
10    into consideration?
11     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Thank you.
12             Yes.  Everything we've discussed during the
13    hearings and even in the field yesterday is included in
14    our application and exhibits.  There's a fair amount of
15    detail in those studies.  All of our methodologies, all
16    of the results of our impact assessment is included in
17    there as well as conclusions for each of the different
18    environmental disciplines.
19             So we feel pretty confident in our findings
20    here.  This was a long process, and we had a lot of good
21    engagement with the public and the agencies.  So the
22    conclusions that we're making are based on the technical
23    studies we've completed, the field work we've done, and
24    the participation we've had from the public and agencies.
25    And it also included a lot of analysis from APS on the
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 1    operations and engineering side.  And all that blended
 2    together to come up with these proposed routes that we
 3    have deemed environmentally compatible.
 4             A couple things I'd like to point out is that
 5    because the lines are primarily located in industrial
 6    areas or areas that we anticipate will be industrial in
 7    the future, they do conform to the applicable general and
 8    comprehensive plans that each of the jurisdictions have
 9    that we cross.  And, you know, that was an important
10    early consideration when we first started gathering data.
11    And as the route processing was done, it became evident
12    that that was the best location for this project.
13             We are located adjacent to 5 1/2 miles of
14    existing transmission lines, so about half the project
15    area.  We have 8 miles of roadway that we're paralleling,
16    which has a high degree of compatibility, oftentimes
17    sharing common rights-of-way.  We have 1 mile of
18    railroad, and we have four substations which exist and
19    one that will be build in relation to this project, that
20    being the TS-2 Substation.
21             Overall, our conclusion is that we don't have
22    any adverse impacts to existing and planned land uses,
23    recreation resources, visual resources, cultural
24    resources, and biological resources.
25             There are impacts out there.  We've disclosed
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 1    those in our findings.  It's very difficult to construct
 2    one of these projects without having some sort of impact;
 3    but considering the whole environment of this area, these
 4    routes minimize the impacts and don't have any
 5    substantial impacts that would be considered as, you
 6    know, a restriction for developing this type of project.
 7             Again, the design standards that APS employs on
 8    these projects as well as selective mitigation measures
 9    are intended to further reduce any impacts.  They do
10    include a number of things, for example, using dull
11    metal-finish towers, spanning of certain sensitive
12    features that may be in a given area.  Nonspecular
13    conductors.  A lot of that is kind of part of their
14    standard design nowadays with these mines.  And that
15    helps to reduce some of the impacts.
16             Other areas, you know, they may take specific
17    actions to reduce impacts.  We've heard some about the
18    potential for undergrounding.  That would be a specific
19    mitigation measure that they could include if that is the
20    decision the Committee makes to reduce impacts.
21             And, again, I mentioned this yesterday, we have
22    seven letters of support from various entities, Luke Air
23    Force Base being an important part of that.  It included
24    letters from the agencies that are responsible for
25    administering plans and approvals in this area.
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 1             And then a couple of key land developers that we
 2    worked very closely with who own a large portion of the
 3    open space or the developable land in the area.  So we
 4    had a lot of discussions with landowners.  And at the end
 5    of those discussions, we got a lot of support from them.
 6    And we have an understanding of how their designs are
 7    going to go forward, and they have expressed pretty
 8    explicitly where they would like the location of the
 9    lines to be.  And I think that's going to help APS when
10    they move into their right-of-way acquisition phase and
11    also their design phase.  It should really do a lot to
12    help move that process along.
13             So, overall, in conclusion, I want to emphasize
14    the total process taking many months, and I think we had
15    a lot of support from the community.  And we have the
16    best routes given the over 50 miles of route alternatives
17    that we studied.
18             MR. DERSTINE: Member Grinnell, I think I saw
19    you on the screen, but was there a question you had?
20             MEMBER GRINNELL: No.  I was just going to -- I
21    was back to the previous slide that discussed -- one of
22    our conditions is about radio waves and radio towers,
23    television.  I just wanted to make sure that that's all
24    been addressed.
25     Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  Mr. Simpson, can you speak to
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 1    that.  Are you aware of any potential for interference
 2    with radio towers or radio communication or cell towers
 3    within proximity to the new proposed transmission lines?
 4     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes.  Thank you for the question.
 5             APS did evaluate those types of interference,
 6    and that is included in Exhibit I, and there were no
 7    expected interferences.
 8             MEMBER GRINNELL: Thank you.
 9             MR. DERSTINE: Thank you for raising that,
10    Member Grinnell.
11             MR. SIMPSON: This question was asked yesterday,
12    and maybe this is a good place to introduce that.  There
13    was a question about the proximity of the residences
14    within a half mile of the routes.  And I did do some
15    tabulations to identify the number of residences that are
16    in proximity to the route just for perspective.  These
17    aren't precise counts.  I wasn't able to go out in the
18    field to verify them, but I used some pretty reliable
19    aerial imagery and feel like these numbers are fairly
20    accurate or at least representative of the number of
21    homes near the lines.
22             The Agua Fria Ranch community, which is north of
23    Peoria, this long stretch -- or, excuse me -- north of
24    Olive Avenue in Youngtown is one of the communities
25    that's adjacent to the line.  And if you look at a half
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 1    mile from the line, it takes you approximately halfway up
 2    the subdivision.  And I estimated there to be about 290
 3    homes in that area.  So give or take 300 would be a
 4    reasonable reference for that.
 5             For the north side of the Suncliff Subdivision,
 6    which is located between Olive and Northern, I estimated
 7    there to be approximately 400.
 8             At the south end of the Agua Fria -- or, excuse
 9    me -- Suncliff Subdivision along the Agua Fria River, it
10    narrows here.  This was one of our stops yesterday.  I
11    estimated there to be about 145 homes in that area within
12    a half mile of route.
13             And then in the Dysart Ranchettes area along
14    Peoria, I estimated to be approximately 125, which would
15    be up in this vicinity right here.  So a half mile north
16    of Peoria Avenue.
17             And then we have some of those more isolated
18    rural residences we pointed out in the field tour, a few
19    of which exist along Olive Avenue.  There's approximately
20    ten in this area.  There are a few along Litchfield Road,
21    which are set inside the farming operations there.  And
22    there are about three on the east side of the road and
23    then two that I'm aware of on the west side.
24             So, in total, approximately 975.  So give or
25    take 1,000 would be a reasonable estimate within a half
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 1    mile.
 2             Maybe to further break that down to give some
 3    perspective, if you were to half that distance, so a
 4    quarter mile, you would probably expect 500 residences.
 5    At an eighth mile, which is about 660 feet, so two
 6    football field lengths, which is a pretty good distance,
 7    you could assume a quarter of that.  So maybe 2- to 300
 8    would be a reasonable estimate for that.
 9             And so I think the question is why don't we get
10    more participation.  And I actually feel like when I
11    compare this to a lot of projects I've worked on, we had
12    fairly good participation.  It's not uncommon to have
13    fairly large study areas and a lot of population.  If you
14    get two or three hundred comments, it's probably a pretty
15    good process, pretty good results.  Sometimes we work on
16    projects where we get very little input, and sometimes
17    you get a lot.
18             But compared to some projects in the West
19    Valley, I think we got a very similar level of
20    participation.  And I think, as Ms. Darr said, the people
21    that are in close proximity to the routes are probably
22    the most likely to participate, and I think that's what
23    we're seeing to some degree here.
24     Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  And I guess to close the point
25    on the number of residences, whether they were a half


Min-U-Script® Coash & Coash, Inc.
602-258-1440         www.coashandcoash.com


(4) Pages 339 - 342







Arizona Public Service Company - West Valley Central 
Docket No. L-00000D-22-0030-00198 - LSC Case No. 198


Evidentiary Hearing - Volume III


Page 343


 1    mile away or 660 feet away, they were within our study
 2    area, notification area, and received newsletters and had
 3    an opportunity to provide comment?
 4     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yeah.  Our notification would
 5    have been at least a mile outside of any proposed
 6    alternative, so quite a broad area.
 7     Q.    All right.  Mr. Wiley, I need to circle back
 8    with you on one item, and that is APS Exhibit 20, which
 9    is the letter from Mr. Abinah, the Utilities Division
10    director.  As always, the Chairman solicits input from
11    Commission Staff.  In this case, it's a letter dated
12    February 23, 2021.  Do you have that letter in front of
13    you?
14     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, I do.
15     Q.    Under the -- on the second page under
16    Conclusions and Recommendations, it states:   Based on
17    Staff's review of the Application, as well as the
18    Applicant's response to Staff's issued data request,
19    Staff believes the reliability and safety of the grid
20    would be maintained within the proposed 230kV
21    transmission lines.
22             Did I read that correctly.
23     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, you did.
24     Q.    The conclusions go on to state that Staff
25    recommends inclusion, as a condition of the CEC, the
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 1    standard cathodic study condition to evaluate the risk of
 2    any existing natural gas or hazardous liquid pipelines.
 3             Is that condition contained in APS's proposed
 4    form of CEC?
 5     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, it is.
 6             CHMN. KATZ: And I would comment we would
 7    include it whether or not you had already done so, but I
 8    appreciate that you've done that.
 9     Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  And then the last point raised
10    in APS-20, Staff's recommendations, Staff further
11    recommends inclusion, as a condition to this CEC, the
12    requirement for the Applicant to lower the affected
13    transmission structures on Route A to at or below 1,235
14    Mean Sea Level as requested by Luke Air Force Base.
15             And I think what they're referring to there is
16    to Luke's letter, which is APS-15, Luke Air Force Base
17    letter dated January 21, 2022.
18             How do we translate 1,235 mean sea level as a
19    height restriction into structures?  As I understand it,
20    APS is requesting authorization to build structures that
21    will support the segments, the line segments of this
22    project, that will range up to 195 feet.
23             Is that at or below the 1,235 mean sea level
24    height?
25     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  I believe that could vary depending
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 1    on the specific location of that structure.  However, APS
 2    will adhere to Luke's requirement of being at 1,235 feet
 3    within their APZ.
 4     Q.    Okay.  So the request in terms of heights that I
 5    think Mr. Duncan covered for the structures, we're happy
 6    to include and abide by Luke's request and include a
 7    condition in the CEC that ensures that we don't exceed
 8    that height limitation on Route A, which is the specific
 9    focus of Luke's comment, right?
10     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes.
11     Q.    All right.  Mr. Simpson gave us the conclusions,
12    the environmental conclusions, and kind of wrapped up all
13    the issues that come into play when we're developing a
14    project like this from an environmental perspective.
15             I wanted to circle back with the members of the
16    panel and see if you had any final comments.  Maybe we'll
17    start with you, Mr. Wiley, since you started us off back
18    on Monday with a discussion of the purpose and need for
19    the project.
20     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes.  I believe that the three
21    separate lines that we're requesting do meet the needs of
22    our customer, and they will serve the ultimate load of
23    245 megawatts.
24             Additionally, this allows them to meet their
25    reliability requirements without needing backup diesel
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 1    generation and along with that, the emissions and the
 2    noise impact that that would bring.
 3             Lastly, it allows us to continue to allow for
 4    economic development within the project area.
 5     Q.    There's a bullet there that says Regulatory
 6    Requirements.  I think that refers to the topics that you
 7    and I just covered in terms of Staff's requests in terms
 8    of proposed conditions for the CEC; is that right?
 9     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, that's correct.
10     Q.    Before I get to you, Ms. Darr, let me turn back
11    to Mr. Duncan.  If you have anything you'd like to --
12    final words you would like to say to the Committee
13    concerning the project and aspects of the project for
14    which you were responsible.  And I've got some funny
15    feedback on my mic at the moment.
16     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Thank you, Mr. Derstine.
17             So I just want to thank my fellow panelists here
18    for the thorough and accurate story that they've told
19    about this project and just want to conclude by
20    emphasizing that this project meets APS's requirements to
21    fulfill our customer request.  And this project is
22    designed not only to fulfill that purpose and need but to
23    meet it in a way that minimizes the impacts while still
24    meeting that purpose and need.
25             As Mr. Simpson stated, it does not eliminate
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 1    impacts.  Projects of this nature have impacts.  But we
 2    have diligently worked to identify a project route and
 3    segments that are compatible.  Compatible with the nature
 4    of the study area.  Compatible.  They're not zero impact.
 5    They do have impacts, but they are compatible, and they
 6    minimize those impacts.
 7             We have done a diligent and thorough public
 8    outreach process to inform the public and gain support
 9    when available but also identify those issues and work to
10    address those issues and have done so as best we can
11    while still meeting the objectives that we have to
12    fulfill our purpose and need for our customers.
13             As Mr. Simpson testified, we went through a very
14    thorough siting study.  And through regular and routine
15    processes that this Committee has seen before and
16    approved projects through, we followed this process to
17    identify a reasonable set of alternatives that were
18    feasible and constructable, provided opportunity for our
19    stakeholders to hear about those and provide input.  And
20    we have designed, again, a project that best fits all
21    those.
22             And as Mr. Simpson has stated, the fact that we
23    have widespread support from multiple jurisdictions in a
24    very complex area is a testament to the thoroughness of
25    our public outreach, the thoroughness of our stakeholder
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 1    outreach, as well as the fact that we have identified a
 2    project that does not conflict with the interests of
 3    these multiple jurisdictions and the objectives that each
 4    of those agencies have.
 5             Seven letters from multiple jurisdictions
 6    supporting our process or even supporting the proposed
 7    route is a tremendous achievement on a project of this
 8    nature and should not be discounted in terms of what that
 9    means for your consideration.
10             Again, this project is located in compatible
11    spaces, meets the project purpose and need, is
12    environmentally compatible, and meets the objectives of
13    the factors that we are asked to consider for any project
14    that we bring forward in front of this Committee.
15             So thank you for your consideration on our
16    project.
17     Q.    Ms. Darr, I know that you know, now having been
18    before this Committee, that the Committee takes very
19    seriously the need for public outreach and how important
20    that is to engage the public and getting their feedback
21    and input as best we can.  I mean, we can't force people
22    to open their mailbox and read what's in there, but we do
23    our best, through a variety of channels, to communicate
24    with them about our project and ask them to give us input
25    and feedback that we can then use that informs our
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 1    decisions about the project.
 2             Why don't you give us your wrap-up and any final
 3    words you'd like to present to the Committee on the
 4    outreach and public engagement campaign.
 5     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Thank you, Mr. Derstine.
 6             Chairman Katz and Members of the Committee, I
 7    appreciate this very much, being my life's work, public
 8    and stakeholder involvement and engagement.  I appreciate
 9    the importance that you place on stakeholder and public
10    involvement.
11             It is never appropriate to apply a cookie-cutter
12    approach to stakeholder and public involvement.  And we
13    had some unique challenges, as on all projects, but we
14    had some is unique challenges on this project, one being
15    the COVID-19 pandemic and another being the complexity
16    and rapid development of the study area.  And it is
17    always a challenge to engage the public in infrastructure
18    projects.  It is never easy to get a lot of response.
19    But we did develop a deliberate strategy and had a robust
20    attempt to reaching out to the public in this area.
21             Just to recap, we began by interacting with the
22    various affected jurisdictions in the study area, and we
23    interacted with them throughout the process as the
24    process unfolded.
25             We mailed newsletters three times during the
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 1    project to approximately 38,000 residents and businesses
 2    in this area.
 3             We had a website that provided information and
 4    opportunity to comment that was live throughout this
 5    process and is still live today.
 6             We held live virtual meetings so that we could
 7    have direct I want to say face-to-face interaction.  It
 8    wasn't in person, but we still could see faces.
 9             Also some other direct interaction was achieved
10    through the telephone hotline.  I had the opportunity to
11    speak with several residents and property owners in the
12    area and explain the project and answer their questions.
13             We also reached out -- APS reached out via
14    social media and did that by paid advertisements, which
15    is different than organic posts because they are targeted
16    to specific areas.
17             And APS also sent emails to customers in the
18    study area.  So if someone didn't read their mail, maybe
19    they read their email.
20             Finally, we had an email address where people
21    were able to email us.  It was me that answered those
22    emails.  And so we were able to have interaction that
23    way.
24             I'm very pleased to have the opportunity to work
25    on the project and very pleased to have had this
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 1    opportunity to participate in these hearings.  So I thank
 2    you, and that's all.
 3     Q.    Thank you.
 4             MR. DERSTINE: Mr. Chairman, that concludes our
 5    case.  I'm ready to make our witnesses available for
 6    cross.  I can move our exhibits at this time, or I can
 7    wait till the completion of the cross.  Whatever your
 8    pleasure is.
 9             CHMN. KATZ: If you wanted to offer the exhibits
10    that are marked as APS exhibits, you may do so.
11             MR. DERSTINE: All right.  I would move the
12    admission of the following:   APS-1, which is the
13    application for Certificate of Environmental
14    Compatibility.  Mr. Duncan spoke to that.
15             APS Exhibits 2, 3, 4, and 5 are the witness
16    background slides that were used and/or part of APS-6.
17             And APS-6 is marked as the entire slide deck,
18    the PowerPoint slides that were presented here in the
19    hearing room on the left and the right screen and were
20    presented by Zoom to the Members of the Committee who are
21    appearing virtually and to member of the public.  The
22    witnesses have testified to those slides and testified to
23    the accuracy of the information contained in those slides
24    and maps.
25             APS-8 -- I'll skip APS-7 for the moment.
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 1             APS-8 is the Affidavit of Publication.
 2    Mr. Duncan testified concerning the Notice of Hearing
 3    that was published and the evidence of the publication
 4    contained in APS-8.
 5             APS-9, the proof of the delivery of the
 6    application to the library locations as required by the
 7    Chairman's Procedural Order.
 8             APS-10 is the proof of the website posting.
 9    That was testified to by Mr. Duncan.
10             APS-11 is the proof of notice to the affected
11    jurisdictions.  Again, Mr. Duncan covered that in his
12    testimony.
13             APS-12 is the proof of the posting of the signs
14    that we saw on the route tour but are also included with
15    the map that's included on APS-12.
16             The APS-13 is the summary of public outreach
17    that was testified to extensively by Ms. Darr.  APS-13 is
18    simply a narrative description or a summary of what's
19    contained in Exhibit J to the application.
20             APS Exhibits 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18 are the
21    letters of support that Mr. Duncan and Mr. Simpson just
22    referred to that came as a result of the engagement and
23    outreach with those agencies or entities.
24             APS-19 is the route itinerary and the map that
25    we followed on our tour on Tuesday morning.
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 1             APS-20 is the letter dated February 23, 2022,
 2    from Commission Staff that Mr. Wiley spoke to just a
 3    moment ago.
 4             APS-21 is a photo of the riser structure that
 5    will be utilized if -- as agreed to with the City of
 6    Peoria, APS's investigation of the possibility of
 7    undergrounding along the segment of Route G that borders
 8    on the City of Peoria.  If that segment can be
 9    undergrounded, we would need to utilize a riser
10    structure.  So APS-21 supplements the structures that are
11    presented in Exhibit G to the application.  And our
12    intent would be that that photograph would serve as an
13    example of the type of structure that we request the
14    Committee to approve as an alternative to the overhead
15    construction along Route G if we're able to do that
16    safely and reliably.
17             22 is the letter from the Game and Fish
18    Department that Mr. Simpson spoke to.
19             APS-23 is the letter from the State Historic
20    Preservation Office that Mr. Simpson testified to.
21             So I would move those exhibits.  It would be
22    APS-1 through 6, 8 through 23 for admission.
23             APS-24 is the form of the CEC.  I know,
24    Mr. Chairman, you'll be having your own form of CEC that
25    we'll screen.  But I guess I would move the admission of
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 1    24 and include that simply because the corridor map and
 2    the corridor description are contained in APS-24.  And
 3    whatever form of CEC we ultimately utilize, I think
 4    APS-24 includes the map and the corridor description that
 5    we would ask that the Committee consider and approve as
 6    part of any CEC that's granted for the project.  So 24
 7    would be included.
 8             I skipped APS-7 for the reason that that was an
 9    early draft of a proposed form of CEC, and it's been
10    replaced by 24.
11             So everything other than 7, APS-1 through 24.
12             CHMN. KATZ: Are there any objections?
13             MR. GOLESTAN: Just some clarification.  It's my
14    understanding that APS-7 contains the changes that we
15    discussed about undergrounding.  Is it reflected anywhere
16    else?
17             MR. DERSTINE: It's also reflected in APS-24,
18    the same language.
19             MR. GOLESTAN: The same portion is in 24?
20             MR. DERSTINE: Exactly the same language in
21    terms of the form of CEC.
22             In includes -- what are the changes,
23    Ms. Benally, if you can comment, between 7 to 24?
24             MS. BENALLY: Good morning, Mr. Chairman and
25    Committee.
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 1             The changes that are in APS-24 as compared to 7
 2    is essentially the corridor map has moved to final form
 3    for the Committee's consideration.  So it excludes all
 4    the references to "proposed," "preferred," all of those
 5    types of descriptives.  So it's in final form, if you
 6    will, that could essentially be attached to the proposed
 7    form of order that is voted on by the Committee today.
 8             MR. DERSTINE: So I guess, speaking to
 9    Mr. Golestan's question about the parties, APS and the
10    City of Peoria, as an intervenor, have had ongoing
11    discussions about resolving the City's concerns about
12    Route G.  And so we had included, I believe, some draft
13    language that we've been discussing.
14             But I don't know that that language has made its
15    way into 24.  Is that correct, Ms. Benally?
16             MS. BENALLY: The potential to underground a
17    segment of Route G, based on investigation that APS is
18    performing or will perform, is illustrated in the
19    call-out No. 12 in the corridor map.  The narrative
20    description also, under Route G, does indicate or explain
21    that the potential underground corridor would extend up
22    to 2,000 feet west of the existing El Sol-White Tanks
23    230kV corridor.  So it does include that language in the
24    event that that undergrounding option is available for us
25    to construct.
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 1             MR. DERSTINE: And we can table APS-24.  Again,
 2    it's the form of --
 3             CHMN. KATZ: Well, at this juncture, Exhibits 1
 4    through 6 have been offered into evidence.  7 has not
 5    been.  Exhibits 8 through 24 have been admitted.
 6             I will admit all of those except No. 24 at this
 7    time, and that can be offered at a later point in time.
 8             (Exhibits APS-1 through APS-6 and APS-8 through
 9    APS-23 were admitted into evidence.)
10              CHMN. KATZ: The other thing I did before
11    cross-examination is I spoke with all three of the
12    attorneys earlier today.  And Tod, with my help, has
13    redrafted the CEC with very minor changes but hasn't yet
14    sent it out to the parties because we were waiting to see
15    whether or not we were going to add an additional
16    condition with agreed-upon language regarding the
17    potential or the investigation for potentially
18    undergrounding the segment.
19             And if the parties have approved of that
20    language, I'd like you to send that to Tod Brewer.  Tod
21    will incorporate that into Chairman Exhibit No. 1 and 2.
22    No. 1 will be in PDF format so it is permanent.  And the
23    other version will be in Word.  And we will wordsmith
24    things as we go and offer any amendments and so forth as
25    we proceed.  But I don't know if we have that language or


Page 357


 1    not agreed to.
 2             MR. DERSTINE: We do.  It's my understanding
 3    that APS has agreed to language that's suggested by the
 4    City through counsel.  We've reviewed it, and this
 5    proposed condition language is acceptable.  We can email
 6    it to Tod now, and then it can be screened and considered
 7    by the Committee when we get there.
 8             CHMN. KATZ: That's fine.  And go ahead and
 9    email it to Tod indicating that -- well, you don't need
10    to.  I already texted him earlier that there may be an
11    additional condition.  Once that's added, I'll instruct
12    whoever you want us to send the Word version and the PDF
13    version, to.  You'll let Tod know where to send that.
14    I'll have Tod send that by email to the Committee Members
15    so those who are appearing virtually will have it.  Those
16    who are here will see it up on the screen.  But if you
17    could get me a hard copy of the CEC once it's revised and
18    Tod sends it to you, I would appreciate it.
19             MR. DERSTINE: We'll do it.
20             CHMN. KATZ: We can go ahead with
21    cross-examination.
22   
23                        CROSS-EXAMINATION
24    BY MR. GOLESTAN: 
25     Q.    Okay.  Good morning.  Let's see.  Who shall I
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 1    start with.
 2             I think Ms. Darr.
 3     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
 4     Q.    Since you finished, I guess we'll start with
 5    you.
 6             Okay.  On your direct examination, you mentioned
 7    that you had some comments -- you had comments in many
 8    different forms that mentioned various routes or
 9    mentioned Olive and Northern route.  For the comments
10    that you receive online, do you confirm that those
11    comments come from within the study area?
12     A.    (Ms. Darr)  People -- some people provided their
13    address, and others did not.
14     Q.    Okay.  So when you have an address, are you able
15    to confirm if that comment came from within the study
16    area?
17     A.    (Ms. Darr)  I would be able to do that, yes.
18     Q.    Did you do that in this case?
19     A.    (Ms. Darr)  I have not gone through each of the
20    comments and confirmed that they are from within the
21    study area.
22     Q.    And then in the instances where you don't have
23    an address, you're unable to confirm whether that person
24    is within the study area?
25     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Correct.


Min-U-Script® Coash & Coash, Inc.
602-258-1440         www.coashandcoash.com


(8) Pages 355 - 358







Arizona Public Service Company - West Valley Central 
Docket No. L-00000D-22-0030-00198 - LSC Case No. 198


Evidentiary Hearing - Volume III


Page 359


 1     Q.    You discussed a lot of outreach in your direct
 2    examination.  You specifically mentioned the importance
 3    of outreach to Glendale and El Mirage, working with them.
 4    And that in working with them, they were accommodated and
 5    change were made.  Could you describe what sorts of
 6    changes were made to this proposal as a result of the
 7    collaboration with Glendale and El Mirage.
 8     A.    (Ms. Darr)  I'd like to go back to the first
 9    question really quickly based another thought, and I will
10    answer your question.
11     Q.    Thanks.
12     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Some people didn't necessarily give
13    an address, but they said, My house is in this
14    neighborhood, or things like that.  So there were ways to
15    infer that a comment came from the study area other than
16    people providing an address.  Not very many people
17    provided their actual, physical address, but there was
18    some descriptive language.
19     Q.    But the point is, even with an address, you
20    didn't go through and confirm them?
21     A.    (Ms. Darr)  No, I have not done that.
22     Q.    And even with the descriptive address, you
23    didn't go through and confirm that somebody that says
24    they live in the Ranchettes -- Dysart Ranchettes, you
25    didn't go through and confirm that they lived in the
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 1    Ranchettes community, right?
 2     A.    (Ms. Darr)  No, sir.
 3     Q.    Going back to the outreach that you discussed on
 4    direct examination.  You specifically mentioned Glendale
 5    and El Mirage as being important to your outreach.  So
 6    I'd like to know what sorts of changes that were made to
 7    this application essentially in response to the feedback
 8    you received from Glendale and El Mirage.
 9     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Mr. Simpson would have to answer
10    what sorts of changes would have been made.  But what I
11    was referring to was those entities providing information
12    about land development.
13     Q.    Okay.  I'd like to move on to talk about COVID
14    because I know you mentioned, obviously, doing this
15    outreach during COVID was a unique challenge, obviously
16    unprecedented.  I don't think anybody has lived through a
17    pandemic.  Nobody is over 100 years old, so nobody has
18    lived through a pandemic here.
19             I just want to talk about staffing.  Did you
20    have any difficulties with staffing during this time.
21     A.    (Ms. Darr)  No, I did not.
22     Q.    Any difficulties with mail or things of that
23    nature?
24     A.    (Ms. Darr)  I wouldn't be able to answer that
25    because APS did the mailing in-house.
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 1     Q.    So you're not aware of any mailing difficulties?
 2     A.    (Ms. Darr)  I wasn't made aware of any.
 3     Q.    And in analyzing the number of your responses
 4    overall that you've received, how would you compare the
 5    responses that you received to this application that
 6    happened during COVID to other projects that you've
 7    worked on before COVID?  Did you ever see a substantial
 8    difference in the number of responses?
 9     A.    (Ms. Darr)  I did not.
10     Q.    In any format?
11     A.    (Ms. Darr)  I would say that we are receiving
12    more responses nowadays on this and other projects than
13    we generally would because of the availability of the
14    information online.
15     Q.    Okay.  But you don't have any specific numbers
16    to say it's more or less or otherwise?
17     A.    (Ms. Darr)  I don't have any specific numbers,
18    but I have hundreds of projects of experience to base my
19    statement on.
20     Q.    Okay.  I want to move to talk about the
21    mailings, because you mentioned on direct examination
22    that you didn't send them certified mail.  Does that mean
23    they weren't tracked in any way with the U.S. mail?
24     A.    (Ms. Darr)  I'm not aware of any way to track
25    U.S. mail.
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 1     Q.    And you didn't send it with a mechanism whereby
 2    it could be tracked?  Let me ask it that way.
 3     A.    (Ms. Darr)  I didn't send it.  APS's mail house
 4    sent it.
 5     Q.    Okay.  That's a good answer to my question.  But
 6    you're not aware that APS's mail house sent it with any
 7    tracking mechanism?  That's what you said in your direct
 8    examination.  They were not sent certified.
 9     A.    (Ms. Darr)  They were not sent certified to my
10    knowledge.
11     Q.    Okay.  And is that a best practice? I mean, in
12    this sort of thing, does that meet best practices in your
13    industry, sending these U.S. mail, not tracked or
14    certified?
15     A.    (Ms. Darr)  That is standard practice.  I have
16    had instances on other projects where there's a very
17    small area and we need access to a person's property.
18    And if we can't get them to answer the door, if we knock
19    on the door or something, that something would be sent
20    certified mail.  Very small numbers.  In an area of
21    38,000 addresses, I have never experienced that size of
22    mailing being sent certified.
23     Q.    You also talked about paid advertisements such
24    as ones posted on social media, including Facebook.  Do
25    you remember that discussion?
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 1     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
 2     Q.    And you mentioned Facebook uses geofencing to
 3    determine the boundaries of the targets of those ads.
 4    Right?
 5     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
 6     Q.    If we look at -- if we look at APS-6, the
 7    project study area -- let me pull a page number for
 8    you -- that included the geofencing.  Do you remember
 9    looking at that slide?
10     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
11     Q.    Okay.  That's APS-6.  The physical page number
12    on that is 93.  The digital PDF page number is 100.  Let
13    me know when you're looking at that sheet.
14     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Okay.  I've got it.
15     Q.    Okay.  So this project study area, again, APS-6,
16    page 93, PDF page 100, that shows the overall study area,
17    right?
18     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
19     Q.    And then within that study area, it shows three
20    circles indicating the geofencing locations of the target
21    ads?
22     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
23     Q.    You would agree with me that the three
24    geofencing circles within the study area are smaller than
25    the entirety of the study area?
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 1     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
 2     Q.    And you would agree with me that there are some
 3    residences, for example, to the northeast of the yellow
 4    circle that are within the study area but outside of the
 5    geofencing target circle?
 6     A.    (Ms. Darr)  That is what I see on the map.
 7     Q.    I want to move to discuss the Northern Parkway
 8    project.  You mentioned the Northern Parkway project in
 9    your examination, so, clearly, you're aware of the
10    existence of the Northern Parkway project.
11     A.    (Ms. Darr)  I am.
12     Q.    You're aware that it's a multijurisdictional
13    project?
14     A.    (Ms. Darr)  I am.
15     Q.    That involves the City of Peoria?
16     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
17     Q.    Glendale?
18     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
19     Q.    El Mirage?  The project involves El Mirage?
20     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
21     Q.    Maricopa County?
22     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
23     Q.    And, ultimately, the Federal Government through
24    the Federal Highway Administration?
25     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
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 1     Q.    And since the Federal Highway Administration is
 2    involved, you're aware that there's federal funding
 3    involved in that project?
 4     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.  That would make sense.
 5     Q.    And are you aware of any terms and conditions
 6    that that federal funding might come with?
 7     A.    (Ms. Darr)  I guess you would have to be more
 8    specific.
 9     Q.    Well, do you know any of the details about how
10    that federal funding is allocated?
11     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Not in a great amount of detail.  My
12    position on that project was to support the Maricopa
13    County Department of Transportation in outreach efforts.
14    So at their direction, I did logistics related to public
15    meetings, prepared notifications, and was part of
16    stakeholder meetings on the project.
17     Q.    Okay.   So no specific knowledge about the
18    details of the -- you know that there is federal funding.
19    You don't know the details of the federal funding?
20     A.    (Ms. Darr)  I remember that federal highways was
21    part of the stakeholder group, which would make me infer
22    that there was federal funding on the project.
23     Q.    Okay.  So beyond that, you wouldn't be aware,
24    like I said, of any sort of conditions, the details of
25    that funding, right?
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 1     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Not specific -- not overall.  The
 2    project was a few years ago.  There would be people,
 3    subject matter experts, from the Maricopa County
 4    Department of Transportation that would be monitoring any
 5    kinds of specific requirements related to the federal
 6    funding.
 7     Q.    Okay.  That's all the questions I have for you,
 8    Ms. Darr.  Thank you.
 9     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Thank you.
10             MR. GOLESTAN: Can I move down the list?
11             MR. DERSTINE: Yeah.
12     Q.    BY MR. GOLESTAN:  Mr. Duncan, good morning.
13     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Good morning.
14     Q.    Do you recall when Mr. Derstine yesterday asked
15    you about undergrounding segment 625, the potential for
16    undergrounding segment 625?
17     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, I remember.
18     Q.    And you're aware that APS is evaluating that as
19    an alternative?
20     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
21     Q.    And you're aware -- do you recall hearing
22    Mr. Derstine's comments that APS is committed to
23    undergrounding that section 625 if it is technically
24    feasible?
25     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
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 1     Q.    And you heard Mr. Derstine's comments that the
 2    undergrounding is funded through a third party?
 3     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, I'm aware.
 4     Q.    I want to talk to you about some of the
 5    technicalities of undergrounding in terms of footprints,
 6    comparing the footprint of something placed underground
 7    to the footprint of an overhead line.
 8             We've heard various things about 230kV
 9    transmission lines and various heights.  Can you remind
10    me of generally the range of the heights of a 230kV
11    transmission line?
12     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.  They can range -- for this
13    project, we are estimating that they will be 155 to 195
14    feet tall.
15     Q.    And for those structures, can you tell me how
16    wide essentially the base -- let's say the contact point
17    with the ground and the portion that might needing to
18    underground to support that structure, can you tell me
19    how wide and how deep those supports are?
20     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  No, I cannot.
21     Q.    You can't because you don't know, or you can't
22    because it depends on the nature of the structure and
23    there are variables?
24     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  First of all, some structures are
25    custom ordered, and it depends on the specific design for
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 1    this project.  But secondly, the specific design of these
 2    structures is not my expertise.
 3     Q.    That's fine.  I don't want you to opine on
 4    anything that's outside of your area.  Thank you.
 5             In your direct, Mr. Duncan, you were referring
 6    to various jurisdictions that you had interfaced with on
 7    impacts.  Obviously, you mentioned that this project, as
 8    any project, has an impact on the surrounding
 9    jurisdiction.  Right?  You're aware of that?
10     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
11     Q.    And you're aware of the -- were you present at
12    the site tour yesterday morning?
13     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, I was.
14     Q.    I was did you hear Mr. Simpson's comments on
15    that site tour?
16     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, I did.
17     Q.    Did you hear Mr. Simpson while we were at the
18    Northern segment -- I want to say that was Stop No. 7.
19    Did you hear Mr. Simpson say that APS had analyzed the
20    burden to that residential neighborhood, particularly, to
21    be from moderate to high?
22     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  My understanding is -- I did hear
23    that phrasing, and my understanding was that the
24    neighborhood was considered a high sensitivity.
25     Q.    Right.  Okay.
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 1             And based on looking at the overall routes -- I
 2    mean, there's been a lot of discussion I think by both of
 3    you, but correct me if I'm wrong.  If it's Mr. Simpson,
 4    I'll discuss it with Mr. Simpson -- that the route --
 5    that the majority of the routes do go through industrial
 6    areas.  I mean, looking at Route A on the site visit, the
 7    majority portions of the routes, your would agree, are
 8    industrial or commercial?
 9     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, I would concur with that
10    statement.
11     Q.    And based on the mapping and based on the site
12    visit, you would agree that the segments of the route
13    that affect Peoria anyway are primarily residential?
14     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  No, I would disagree with that
15    statement.
16     Q.    You would disagree.  Okay.  Let's look at a map.
17             Go ahead and pull up for me, please -- give me a
18    moment.  Let's look at APS-6, Figure No. 4, PDF page 10.
19    That's Figure 4, existing land use, PDF page 110,
20    physical copy page 103.
21             Let me know when you're looking at the same.
22     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  I'm sorry, which map?
23     Q.    APS Figure No. 4, land use.  That's electronic
24    page 110, physical page 103.
25     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.  I have it.
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 1     Q.    Yes, of course.  I don't know why I'm giving you
 2    the electronic page.  You're looking at a physical copy.
 3    For the benefit of, I suppose, anybody else who might be
 4    looking at it electronically.
 5             So we're both looking at page 103, Figure 4.
 6             CHMN. KATZ: Are we able to pull that up on the
 7    screen?
 8             AV TECH MOELLER: Just about there.
 9             MR. GOLESTAN: Is that it?
10             CHMN. KATZ: That's it.
11             MR. GOLESTAN: Oh, there we go.
12     Q.    BY MR. GOLESTAN:  So this figure shows the
13    boundary of the various jurisdictions in the study area,
14    right?
15     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
16     Q.    Those boundaries are reflected by let's call
17    them the salmon-colored lines.
18     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  I understand.
19     Q.    You agree with that description?
20     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
21     Q.    Okay.  The zones -- rather, the land use is
22    shown, obviously, in different colors.  You see that
23    yellow is residential?
24     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
25     Q.    You see that the light orange or peach color, I
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 1    suppose, is other employment?  Would you agree with that?
 2     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
 3     Q.    Okay.  And then the darker purple color on this
 4    map, maybe magenta is the word for it, you would agree
 5    that that represents the industrial zones, as least as
 6    existing, existing land use?
 7     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
 8     Q.    Okay.  Looking at this map, you'll agree with me
 9    that if you're looking at the boundaries west of Peoria
10    along -- between Northern Avenue and Olive Avenue where
11    the routes -- where the proposed routes are, you would
12    agree with me that west of the boundary of Peoria, you
13    don't see any residential zone there?
14     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Agreed.
15     Q.    Okay.  And looking along where the -- going up
16    and around Luke Air Force Base, essentially following the
17    route, and we can compare it to the other map, but you
18    would agree with me that throughout that area of Air
19    Force Base west essentially over to Falcon Substation at
20    the western boundary, you would agree with me that,
21    again, not really any residential, that's a mixture of
22    other land use types there?
23     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Agreed.
24     Q.    Okay.  I want to direct your attention to APS-6.
25    That's PDF 114, electronic 114, and physical 107.
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 1     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
 2     Q.    This is what we were discussing earlier.  You
 3    mentioned that Mr. Simpson's comments were in relation a
 4    high constraint area.  That's I think the word that you
 5    used, right?
 6     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
 7     Q.    And that's reflected in this map.  If we look
 8    between Northern Avenue and Olive Avenue, you would agree
 9    with me that that -- the red portion of this -- the red
10    portion of the map that is located between Northern
11    Avenue and Olive is overlaid with that same residential
12    area that we saw on the previous map?
13     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Agreed.
14     Q.    And you would agree with me that that is
15    entirely within the boundaries of the City of Peoria?
16     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
17     Q.    Looking at -- moving forward to APS-6 -- well,
18    continuing with APS-6, rather, physical page 111, PDF
19    electronic page 118.  Let me know when you're looking at
20    one of them.
21     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
22     Q.    Actually, let me move you one further.  Digital
23    page 120, physical page 113.  Are we looking at the same
24    page?
25     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
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 1     Q.    I'll wait for the electronic to catch up.
 2             There we go.  Thank you.
 3             You would agree with me again, comparing this
 4    map to the other maps, that the portion that we have been
 5    talking about between Northern Avenue and Olive Avenue to
 6    the east of that green dotted line that you can see that
 7    runs essentially between -- that green dotted line that
 8    runs between segment 630 and 550, that's the segment that
 9    we've been talking about?  You would agree with me that
10    that's the area that we're talking about?
11     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
12     Q.    And, again, that area is -- in that portion is
13    the residential community that was part of our tour?
14     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  I would agree with that.
15     Q.    Okay.  And looking at these lines, you can see
16    that on this map -- first of all, there's an existing
17    corridor, transmission corridor.  A lot of discussions
18    have already been had about that.
19             On the eastern side of this community in Peoria,
20    there's an existing transmission corridor, and that's
21    reflected on this map with the blue and yellow dotted
22    lines; is that right?
23     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
24     Q.    And the proposal from APS would place a new
25    230kV corridor to the north and to the south of the
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 1    community?
 2     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Correct.
 3     Q.    So if the proposal is built exactly as it
 4    appears on this map, in the end, this community would be
 5    surrounded on three sides by 230kV transmission lines?
 6     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  That is correct.
 7     Q.    And you are not aware of any other part of this
 8    study area that has a similar effect, are you?
 9     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Not -- no, I'm not.
10     Q.    Okay.  That's because there isn't one, right?
11    You would agree with me that there is no other part of
12    this study area that contains a residential community
13    that would be surrounded on three sides by 230kV
14    transmission lines?
15     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, I agree.
16     Q.    Okay.  I think that's all I have for you,
17    Mr. Duncan.  Thank you.
18     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  You're welcome.
19     Q.    Mr. Simpson, how are you?
20     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Fine.  Thank you.
21     Q.    I suspect you have some inkling about the
22    questions I'm going to ask you?
23     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  I have all the answers.
24     Q.    Fine.  I love it.
25             Let me start with -- you started off in your
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 1    testimony talking a lot about the growth and the economic
 2    benefits and such.
 3             I just want to make sure -- you're not an
 4    economist, right?
 5     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That's correct.
 6     Q.    You don't work in finance?
 7     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That's correct.
 8     Q.    You haven't presented this Committee with any
 9    economic data?
10     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  There were no socioeconomic
11    studies completed.
12     Q.    You don't have any data from the Census Bureau,
13    for example, to show population growth of this area?
14     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  We have general information that
15    was gathered as part of the studies, but it was not a
16    focus of our analysis.
17     Q.    So no specific population data from the U.S.
18    Government?
19     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Correct.
20     Q.    Nothing from the Bureau of Labor Statistics
21    showing the workforce in the area?
22     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Correct.
23     Q.    And as far as you know, anyway, no economic
24    impact data as it relates to the City of Peoria?
25     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That is correct.
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 1     Q.    So I want to move to the site tour and
 2    discussions we had on the site tour.  Give me a moment.
 3    I am getting my notes since I had to take them on my
 4    phone on our field trip.
 5             You recall, of course, being on the site tour
 6    with Members of the Committee, with counsel and other
 7    witnesses and myself yesterday?
 8     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes, I do.
 9     Q.    Sorry, give me one moment.
10             Well, at that site tour, you had discussed
11    accommodations that were made for Glendale and El Mirage,
12    correct?
13     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yeah.  I don't know if there were
14    any specific accommodations, but we had a lot of dialogue
15    with them about different topics, and we went back and
16    forth with them sharing data and where routes could be
17    located.
18     Q.    And did any of those discussions produce changes
19    in the routing?
20     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  There were some areas in
21    El Mirage where we studied different alternatives that
22    weren't initially identified.  That was at the request of
23    the City of El Mirage.  And then the property owners also
24    had opinions about that.  So there was some
25    back-and-forth with them.  Property owners wanted to
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 1    minimize impacts to their land.  City of El Mirage wanted
 2    to minimize impacts to their communities and their City
 3    complex.  So we did have some back-and-forth discussions
 4    that allowed us to arrive at this route that we have
 5    shown here in green, Route A.
 6     Q.    So with respect to Route A, then, you received
 7    feedback from both private landowners and the City of
 8    El Mirage.  It's fair to say that you incorporated that
 9    feedback into the design of Route A?
10     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Ultimately, what happened is we
11    did study some other options that would have included
12    going further east as well as south in this half section
13    route through the APZs.  Ultimately, we ended back with
14    the route that we initially had brought to them as the
15    one we thought we were most compatible with.  So we did
16    essentially end up back at the same place, but we went
17    through the analysis to help them understand why we were
18    requesting to be there.
19     Q.    Okay.  And let's talk about Luke Air Force Base
20    because you recall on direct examination, you mentioned
21    how important that was to the analysis.  Do you remember
22    that discussion?
23     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes  Yes, I do.
24     Q.    And you obviously discussed the complexities of
25    Luke Air Force Base on the site tour, correct?
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 1     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.
 2     Q.    Based on feedback you had with them and based on
 3    certain parameters that had to be met in order for these
 4    lines to be placed in the vicinity of Luke Air Force
 5    Base, right?
 6     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.
 7     Q.    Those include the Accident Potential Zones that
 8    you discussed?
 9     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes  Yes.
10     Q.    That's something you absolutely had to plan
11    around?
12     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Absolutely, yes.
13     Q.    That included things such as the 1,235 maximum
14    height from sea level cap that you discussed, right?
15     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes , that is correct.
16     Q.    That is something that had to be met?
17     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.
18     Q.    And so this reflects the accommodations that
19    were made for -- the final Route A, for example, reflects
20    those accommodations that were made for Luke Air Force
21    Base?
22     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yeah.  And not necessarily
23    accommodations.  It reflects all the analysis of all the
24    routes that we evaluated crossing through the APZs, and
25    this one was the one deemed most compatible and also met
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 1    the state law.  So I wouldn't say it was necessarily an
 2    accommodation.  It was a result of the analysis for three
 3    major alternatives that we considered to cross through
 4    the APZs.
 5     Q.    Sure.  And that analysis included receiving
 6    information from Luke Air Force Base and meeting the
 7    criteria that they have established, correct?
 8     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.
 9     Q.    On that note, one thing that you were evaluating
10    and you mentioned on the site visit moving 69kV lines in
11    response to Luke Air Force Base's request, which would
12    distinctly benefit a few residences along Route A.  Do
13    you remember discussing that?
14     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.
15     Q.    And that's true that that's part of the current
16    analysis, is potentially moving the 69kV line for the
17    benefit of Luke Air Force Base and those residences?
18     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  It is one potential option.
19     Q.    And that's being evaluated?
20     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.  No final decision yet.
21     Q.    I want to move to talk about the siting and
22    environmental studies that you've done and kind of talk
23    through some of the same figures that we talked about.
24             But I suppose we can start here since we're
25    already looking at Figure 1, proposed routes.  That's PDF
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 1    page 113, electronic page 120.  Let me know when you are
 2    looking at the same, please.
 3     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.
 4     Q.    So, likewise, in looking at this map, you would
 5    agree with me that, first of all, there is a unique
 6    burden on the residents of the City of Peoria, and APS
 7    has acknowledged that?
 8             MR. DERSTINE: Object to the form.  I don't
 9    think that's accurate testimony.
10             CHMN. KATZ: Rephrase, please.
11     Q.    BY MR. GOLESTAN:  Okay.  You would acknowledge
12    that in looking at this map, there is a burden on Peoria
13    residents?
14     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  There is an impact to the
15    residential community, as we have disclosed on our
16    Exhibit E, visual impacts, viewing across the roads.
17     Q.    And in looking at this map, again, you would
18    agree with me that there is an existing 230kV
19    transmission line on the east of the particular community
20    in question in the City of Peoria?
21     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.  There's a 230kV line, a
22    single pole, a 230kV line lattice, and a 345kV
23    transmission line in that location.
24     Q.    Okay.  In the eastern -- that transmission
25    corridor is due east of the community in question?
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 1     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Correct.
 2     Q.    And if you are looking at the proposal for
 3    Route E, that's the purple line on this figure, right?
 4     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.
 5     Q.    The Route E proposal would be due north of this
 6    residential community in the City of Peoria?
 7     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That is approximate location that
 8    we're considering.
 9     Q.    And, likewise, looking at segment -- excuse me,
10    Route G, segment 625, that would be due south of the
11    residential community in the City of Peoria?
12     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That is correct.
13     Q.    And so in looking at this map, you would agree
14    with me that if the routes were constructed as depicted
15    on this map, that that community would then be surrounded
16    by 230kV transmission lines on three sides?
17     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  There would be 230kV lines
18    adjacent to the north, east, and south side of the
19    residential community, but not surrounded.
20     Q.    So you would agree, then, that there are 230kV
21    transmission lines on three out of four sides of that
22    community?  Let's put it that way.
23     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That would be a correct
24    statement.
25     Q.    And in looking at this map, that condition does
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 1    not exist anywhere else in this study area?
 2     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That precise condition doesn't.
 3    I would offer that, again, you do see immediately
 4    adjacent, also in the City of Peoria, multiple
 5    transmission line corridors crossing through what, in
 6    essence, is also part of the same residential
 7    development, Horizons, here.  So there are similar
 8    situations, slightly different.
 9     Q.    Sure.  And I appreciate the thoughts on the
10    other situations.
11             I just want to know that this particular
12    situation we're talking about, a residential community
13    having three sides of its community -- having 230kV lines
14    adjacent to three sides of the community doesn't exist
15    anywhere else in this particular study area.
16     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Not in the exact same
17    configuration; but in other configurations, it would.
18     Q.    And, again, my question is limited to that
19    configuration.  That configuration doesn't exist anywhere
20    else in this study area?
21     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Correct.
22     Q.    And that configuration doesn't exist anywhere
23    else along these three proposed routes?
24     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Correct.
25     Q.    And that's because, in looking at the other
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 1    routes, moving farther west, the majority of the
 2    remainder of those routes pass through industrial and/or
 3    commercial areas.  You would agree with that?
 4     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Generally, yes.
 5     Q.    Okay.  I want to talk a little bit about the
 6    alternative undergrounding that's under -- the
 7    undergrounding alternative that's under consideration.
 8    Would you be able to speak to some of the technical
 9    details that -- first of all, are you familiar with the
10    process of undergrounding?  I guess let's start there.
11     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Generally speaking, yes.  The
12    analysis that we've conducted for this project, the
13    environmental analysis, was for double-circuit overhead
14    230kV lines, and we did not evaluate specific underground
15    options with respect to environmental studies.
16     Q.    But you're aware that that is something that is
17    being undertaken right now?
18     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes, I am.
19     Q.    And you are aware that, as you heard
20    Mr. Derstine say yesterday, that if it is technically
21    feasible, that APS is committed to undergrounding this
22    segment?
23     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  I believe they're committed to
24    evaluating whether that's feasible.  Not committed to
25    doing it that way.  Those studies have to progress.
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 1     Q.    Right.  The point being, if it's technically
 2    feasible, it will be done.  Not committing to doing it
 3    without knowing the technical feasibility.
 4     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  I can't make that commitment on
 5    their behalf.  I'm aware of the discussions that they're
 6    having regarding that option.
 7     Q.    And in your experience undergrounding, can you
 8    compare for me, please -- and if there's a difference in
 9    ranges, that's fine.  You can provide me the difference
10    in range.  Let's start with the aboveground 230kV
11    structures.  Generally speaking, how far into the ground
12    and how wide are the base of those structures?
13     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  My visual experience in
14    observations of the field, an overhead line like this,
15    the base of the structure could be anywhere from, you
16    know, 4 feet all the way up to 6 feet, maybe even larger.
17     Q.    Is that the width -- sorry.  That's the width of
18    that base?
19     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  It's not a precise measurement.
20    I've never physically measured one.  It's an observation
21    standing next to similar facilities.
22     Q.    Okay.  Do you have an understanding of how far
23    down into the ground that the supports for such an
24    overhead line go?
25     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Generally, they can range from a
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 1    few feet to several feet, and it's all based on the
 2    geotechnical conditions of the soil and the size of the
 3    line.  But, again, I did not consider any of that in my
 4    evaluations.
 5     Q.    Okay.  And when you say could be a few, could be
 6    several, are we talking -- again, I understand these are
 7    approximations.  I understand it's not in the
 8    presentation.  Under 50 feet?  Under 25 feet?  If you
 9    have an estimation.  If you don't, that's okay.
10     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yeah.  I would not be able to
11    estimate it.  There hasn't been any information conveyed
12    to me that would allow me to answer that, and I don't
13    have that expertise to design it.
14     Q.    Okay.  So your expertise doesn't include --
15    while your expertise includes the actual height of the
16    structure, it doesn't include the supports and the
17    portions necessary to support that structure?  I just
18    want to understand that.
19     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yeah.  Again, I have seen in the
20    past final design drawings, so I'm familiar with how that
21    concept works, but we have not done any final design
22    here, so I wouldn't be able to offer any specifics.
23     Q.    Okay.  And in your experience with
24    undergrounding a 230kV line, can you speak again -- if
25    you have the experience and knowledge, that's great.  If


Page 386


 1    you don't, I don't want you to speculate -- can you speak
 2    to generally what depths or widths those structures would
 3    be if it were undergrounded?
 4     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  I have not worked on any projects
 5    that involved designing of those facilities.  And, again,
 6    so my general analysis and general understanding is that,
 7    you know, you're constructing them similar to the way you
 8    would conduct any underground utility.  You're going to
 9    have a trench and so on, so forth, but that's the limit
10    of my knowledge.
11     Q.    Okay.  With regards to undergrounding
12    specifically and some issues you mentioned on direct
13    examination, you were talking about benefits and
14    drawbacks of undergrounding.  Do you recall that
15    discussion yesterday?
16     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.  Generally, I offered a
17    comparative discussion on the two options.
18     Q.    Okay.  And one benefit that you, of course,
19    mentioned is that from the perspective of nearby
20    residential homes, they would not see the transmission
21    lines, right?  Do you recall that piece?
22     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yeah.  I think for the residents
23    on the north side of Northern Parkway, you know, the
24    biggest advantage would be they would not see the wires
25    above ground between the structures that start at the
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 1    existing transmission line corridor to where they would
 2    end further down.  You know, you would eliminate the view
 3    of the conductors.  I don't think the structures
 4    themselves would be directly viewable, at least in areas
 5    where there aren't currently structures.
 6     Q.    And as you discussed yesterday, you believe it's
 7    reasonable to consider undergrounding for this project?
 8    You think that's a reasonable evaluation to conduct?
 9     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  If the parties agree to that, I
10    think it does have a slight benefit.  I think, given the
11    consideration of the adjacent land use and the industrial
12    area behind it, the views towards the landfill, again, I
13    would say that it may not have the same benefit as if we
14    were looking at a nice mountain landscape or a pristine
15    landscape.  So I think there's some benefit, but it is in
16    an industrial setting, and that was the basis of our
17    analysis.
18     Q.    Okay.  But, ultimately, there's some benefit,
19    and it's reasonable to conduct that analysis?
20     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.
21     Q.    Okay.  Okay.  Mr. Simpson, thank you.  I don't
22    have any further questions for you.
23             Mr. Wiley, good morning.
24     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Good morning.
25     Q.    How are you doing?
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 1     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Good.
 2     Q.    Let's see.  You mentioned something on direct
 3    examination I think in response to one of the Committee
 4    Members regarding NERC standards.  And you mentioned that
 5    APS is in full compliance with all NERC standards for new
 6    substations.  I think that was relating to wall and
 7    security.  Do you remember that conversation?
 8     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, I do.
 9     Q.    I just want to step back a 50,000-foot view and
10    first ask you, what is NERC?
11     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  NERC is the North American
12    Reliability Corporation.
13     Q.    And how does this entity set the standards that
14    you or other electric -- rather, that APS or other
15    utilities have to follow?
16     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  They set and enforce the standards.
17     Q.    On which authority?  How does this entity have
18    the authority to do that?
19     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  From FERC.
20     Q.    And FERC is?
21     A.    Federal Energy Regulatory Commission.
22     Q.    Okay.  And can you talk to me about, to your
23    knowledge, the NERC standards, now that we know what NERC


24    is.  And thank you for explaining that to the laypeople
25    in the room, myself, me.
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 1             Can we talk about the NERC standards in regards
 2    to circuiting and, specifically, double-circuiting.  Talk
 3    to me a little bit about that.  And if you need more
 4    precise questions, I can give you more precise questions.
 5     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  A more precise question, please.
 6     Q.    You're aware that there are NERC standards
 7    regarding double-circuiting?
 8     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  There are standards that include
 9    language around having circuits on a common structure.
10     Q.    Okay.  And that's fair to say that that's
11    commonly referred to as double-circuiting?
12     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes.
13     Q.    And those NERC standards on having the circuits
14    on a single structure, that essentially, again, to put it
15    in layperson's terms, that essentially would be relating
16    to standards for double-circuiting on a single pole,
17    essentially?  Is that a fair layperson translation of
18    what you just said?
19     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes.
20     Q.    That are the NERC standards regarding
21    double-circuiting on a single pole?
22     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  The NERC standard I was referring
23    to was a transmission planning standard, which is
24    TPL-001-4.  And that requires each transmission planner
25    to perform a reliability assessment.  In the assessment,
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 1    the standard calls out various planning events.  One of
 2    these planning events is to study the impacts of losing
 3    all circuits on a common structure.
 4     Q.    So that standard TPL-001-4 doesn't expressly
 5    prohibit double-circuit on a single pole.  It lays out a
 6    procedure that is required to evaluate the feasibility of
 7    such a structure?
 8     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  The standard does not prohibit
 9    double-circuit.  It does require the analysis and
10    specifically calls out the credibility of such events as
11    losing a double-circuit pole.
12     Q.    What do you mean when you say credibility of
13    certain events as losing a double-circuit pole?  Can you
14    expand on that?
15     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Meaning that if the pole was
16    rendered inoperable for any reason that we have to study
17    the impact of both of those circuits being lost
18    simultaneously.
19     Q.    Okay.  And is that something you conducted as a
20    part of your analysis for this project?
21     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  These circuits were planned on
22    separate structures, so that specific contingency was not
23    evaluated.
24     Q.    That contingency was not evaluated because of
25    the planning on separate structures.  Okay.
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 1             Do you recall on direct examination, you were
 2    talking about the Contrail Substation?
 3     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, I do.
 4     Q.    Okay.  And you would agree with me that, of
 5    course, the Contrail Substation is where all three of the
 6    proposed routes, that's Route A, Route E, and Route G,
 7    all three of those routes -- I don't want to say end.
 8    That might not be technically accurate.  But all three of
 9    those routes lead to that substation.  They pass through
10    that substation.  Is that a fair way of describing that?
11     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes.
12     Q.    Okay.  And in looking at this particular
13    diagram, I'm looking at Figure 1, proposed routes, that
14    is physical page 113, PDF page 120.  Let me know when
15    you're there.
16     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Okay.
17     Q.    Are you looking at this?  Yeah.  Very good.
18             This diagram seems to at least corroborate
19    something you said on direct examination yesterday, that
20    APS is considering, quote/unquote, double-circuiting on a
21    single pole, again, layman understanding, that's the
22    layman's terms here, for a portion of Route A and Route E
23    as they approach the Contrail Substation.
24             Do you remember -- does this diagram accurately
25    reflection that comment that you made yesterday.
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 1     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, it does.
 2     Q.    Okay.  So APS is considering that alternative
 3    but has yet to evaluate whether -- has yet to do that
 4    analysis that is required by TPL-001-4?
 5     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  I'll speculate a couple of items
 6    here.  We have performed the analysis as required by
 7    TPL-001-4.  It specifically calls out for circuits that
 8    are double-circuited for more than one mile.  Under this
 9    condition, we would be talking about one span of
10    double-circuit.
11     Q.    Okay.  And is this span -- to your knowledge, at
12    least, do you know if this span is greater than a mile,
13    less than a mile, or unclear as of yet?
14     A.    The final design isn't performed, but it would
15    be much less than 1 mile.
16     Q.    In any configuration, you're certain that it's
17    less than 1 mile?
18     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Correct.  We cannot span for 1
19    mile.
20     Q.    Because if you span more than 1 mile, that would
21    trigger additional analysis under TPL-0001-4, or that
22    would be prohibited, essentially, under that analysis?
23     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  By "span," I'm talking about the
24    distance between neighboring structures.
25     Q.    Okay.
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 1             CHMN. KATZ: And we've been going about an hour
 2    and a half.  So sometime within the next minute or two,
 3    we need to take about a 10- or 15-minute break whenever
 4    you think it's appropriate.
 5             MR. GOLESTAN: Certainly, Mr. Chairman.  I think
 6    I only have a few more questions.
 7     Q.    BY MR. GOLESTAN:  So it's under consideration in
 8    this case in this condition that we've talked about as it
 9    relates to entering the Contrail station and it being
10    double-circuiting on a single pole.
11             But that was not the -- as you mentioned
12    earlier, the TPL-001-4 analysis wasn't conducted for
13    other parts of this route because APS did not consider
14    double-circuiting on a single pole in any of those other
15    areas, right?
16     A.    (Mr. Wiley)  The requirement to evaluate under
17    TPL-001-4 was conducted.  The specific contingency of
18    evaluating multiple circuits on a single structure was
19    not evaluated in that assessment since the planned lines
20    were not going to be collocated on a single structure.
21             MR. GOLESTAN: Thank you, Mr. Wiley.
22             That's all the questions I have.
23             CHMN. KATZ: It's just past 20 minutes to 11.
24    Let's plan on getting started between 10:55 and 11 and
25    ask everybody to be back here by around 10:55, and we'll
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 1    get started as soon as we can.  Thank you.
 2             (A recess was taken from 10:42 a.m. to
 3    11:01 a.m.)
 4             CHMN. KATZ: Mr. Golestan, do you have any
 5    further cross-examination?
 6             MR. GOLESTAN: I don't want to make promises I
 7    can't keep, Mr. Chair.  I might have a few more questions
 8    for Mr. Simpson.  But depending on -- I know that the --
 9    things are done a little loosely around here, as you had
10    alluded to earlier, but if you don't want me to go back
11    to Mr. Simpson, that's fine.
12             CHMN. KATZ: I would prefer that we go with
13    direct, cross, and redirect.  No recross unless a new
14    subject matter is introduced during the redirect
15    examination.  If you have any questions right now, you're
16    free to ask.
17             MR. GOLESTAN: No.  That's fine.  I'm good.
18             CHMN. KATZ: And do you have any redirect
19    examination, Ms. Benally or Mr. Derstine?
20             MR. DERSTINE: Mr. Chairman, I have a few
21    questions on redirect.
22   
23                       REDIRECT EXAMINATION
24    BY MR. DERSTINE: 
25     Q.    Ms. Darr, let's start with you.  Counsel for the
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 1    City asked you about the geofencing that was used to
 2    define the radius of the Facebook or social media ads.
 3    Do you recall that?
 4     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Correct.
 5     Q.    Can we pull up Slide 95.  Or I think it's
 6    physical Slide 95, 102 on the electronic version.
 7             Thank you.
 8             Looking at the slide that's now projected on the
 9    screen marked 95 or 102 in the PDF, as I look at it, the
10    circles are what are used to define the area in which the
11    Facebook or social media ads went out within the project
12    study area; is that right?
13     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
14     Q.    And I think, as counsel noted in his questions
15    to you, there are -- the corners of the study area where
16    they are more at a right angle are cut off on the study
17    area.  Is that what's shown?
18     A.    Yes.
19     Q.    Within the circles, those are the areas that did
20    receive Facebook and social media ads, right?
21     A.    Correct.
22     Q.    And within those circles of the coverage of the
23    social media ads, that includes the Suncliff Subdivision,
24    correct?
25     A.    Yes.
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 1     Q.    Also the includes the other residential areas
 2    that are adjacent to the line, that is, the residential
 3    area in the Town of Youngtown, the residential area in
 4    the Dysart Ranches along Peoria, correct?
 5     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Correct.
 6     Q.    And putting aside the geofencing circles, the
 7    entire study area was used to develop the address list?
 8     A.    (Ms. Darr)  The mailng list, yes.
 9     Q.    The mailing list.
10     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
11     Q.    Or for the mailing of the newsletters?
12     A.    (Ms. Darr)  Correct.
13     Q.    So newsletters went out to the entire larger box
14    beyond just the circles?
15     A.    (Ms. Darr).
16             MR. GOLESTAN: I'm going to object to form.
17             CHMN. KATZ: Overruled.  You may answer.
18             MS. DARR: That is correct.
19     Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  Mr. Duncan, you were asked
20    about land use within the City of Peoria adjacent to the
21    line.  Do you recall that?
22     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
23             MR. DERSTINE: Can I have -- and there may be a
24    slide for this, but I'm looking at the application, it's
25    A-2-2.  I believe it's in the land use slides.  It may be
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 1    easier to pull up.
 2     Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  Mr. Simpson, can you aid me
 3    and point me to your jurisdictional land use map.
 4     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  There's one in the land use
 5    exhibits, 121.
 6     Q.    Okay.  Yeah.
 7             MR. DERSTINE: So it's Slide 121 or the PDF 128
 8    of the 234, if we can pull that up.  Is that what's there
 9    on the screen?
10             AV TECH MOELLER: Yes, that's correct.
11     Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  So, Mr. Duncan, can you use
12    your laser pointer is identify the City of Peoria that's
13    bounded by the proposed Routes E and G.
14     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.  The City of Peoria is
15    indicated here in this orange-type color.  And the area
16    within where Route E and G is which is the City of Peoria
17    is this area that I'm bounding right here on the north
18    and here on the west and down here on the south.
19     Q.    So if I'm looking at this correctly, that light
20    brown color is the City of Peoria.  It becomes darker
21    brown, and that indicates the transition to Maricopa
22    County jurisdiction; is that right?
23     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
24     Q.    And so the links that are in question or that
25    are the focus of the City of Peoria's concerns and
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 1    questions are link 650 and link 625.  Do I have that
 2    right?
 3     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
 4     Q.    As to the portion of Route E on Olive, that's
 5    the northern boundary of the Suncliff Subdivision.  Is
 6    that line being constructed in the City of Peoria?
 7     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  No, it is not.
 8     Q.    And where is it?
 9     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  It is being constructed in the
10    Town of Youngtown.
11     Q.    So link 650, which is the easternmost segment of
12    the route on Olive, which is Route E, is being
13    constructed on the north side of Olive in the Town of
14    Youngtown?
15     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  That is correct.
16     Q.    And on the route tour, when we stood on Olive
17    and were looking across at where the line will be
18    constructed, this portion, 650, we were staring into the
19    Town of Youngtown, correct?
20     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
21     Q.    And what we're seeing is a number of
22    transmission lines and a substation, correct?
23     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
24     Q.    And that area is zoned industrial, that portion
25    up to the edge of the El Sol Substation?
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 1     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  We believe so.
 2     Q.    And so the impact of the construction of Route E
 3    on Olive along segment 650, which borders the City of
 4    Peoria, will in some way impact the views of this
 5    industrial transmission line area, correct?
 6             MR. GOLESTAN: I'll object to form.
 7     Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  Describe what the viewshed is
 8    that we saw when we were standing looking across Olive
 9    Avenue towards where the line will be constructed?
10             CHMN. KATZ: You may answer the rephrased
11    question.
12             MR. DUNCAN: The view is of the El Sol
13    Substation directly to the north.  To the northeast and
14    to the east is an existing multitransmission --
15    high-voltage transmission line corridor that is
16    diagonally crossing into the view as it proceeds to the
17    north.
18             There's also a 69kV subtransmission east to west
19    located on the north side of Olive Avenue that has a 12kV
20    double-circuit underbuild.
21     Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  And it's those lines that will
22    be changed by this project, and we saw a simulation
23    yesterday from Mr. Simpson in terms of what that's likely
24    to look like; is that correct?
25     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, that's correct.
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 1     Q.    Let's go down to Northern and looking at link
 2    625.  The City of Peoria, it looks like the Suncliff
 3    Subdivision narrows as it moves down to the south along
 4    Northern Avenue.  Am I looking at that correctly?
 5     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, that's correct.
 6     Q.    And so the balance of that area within the City
 7    of Peoria jurisdiction, what is that?  As the subdivision
 8    narrows, what is to the west of it?
 9     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  That is a commercial sand and
10    gravel operation.  Mr. Simpson described that during the
11    tour yesterday.
12     Q.    And the Route G that is proposed to be
13    constructed on Northern, is that being constructed within
14    the City of Peoria?
15     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  No, it is not.
16     Q.    And whose jurisdiction is it being constructed
17    in?
18     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  It is being constructed within the
19    City of Glendale, Glendale's landfill.
20     Q.    And as we stood on Northern at the edge of the
21    Suncliff Subdivision looking at where the line will be
22    constructed, what are we seeing?
23     A.    (Mr. Duncan)  The straight-ahead view is of a
24    wall, a decorative wall, for lack of a better term, that
25    is superseded in height by the first cell of the Glendale
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 1    landfill, which is several hundred feet in height.  That
 2    is the direct view.
 3             The view as you turn your head slightly to the
 4    left is of the multitransmission line corridor that is
 5    proceeding north and south.
 6             And in the immediate foreground of the view is
 7    what is currently Northern Avenue but soon to be Northern
 8    Parkway.
 9     Q.    Mr. Simpson, you were asked some questions about
10    the impacts of and how you graded the impacts of Route G
11    on Northern.
12             Can you -- when you said that the impacts are
13    high, what are you referring to?
14     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  So for visual impacts, we take
15    into a number of different factors.  Visibility is one,
16    and that means, is it opened?  Is it backdropped?  What
17    distance are you viewing at?
18             And then we take in other factors, which are
19    called visual contrasts.  So that is consideration for
20    what other facilities you may see in the existing
21    landscape.
22             In this case, Mr. Duncan just mentioned the
23    multiline transmission corridor to the east, which is
24    highly visible from those locations and the landfill to
25    the south.  And then to the west, the sand and gravel and
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 1    materials yards that exist there.
 2             So when we consider visual contrast, is there
 3    already, say, industrial features or transmission line
 4    features.  All of that affects how a viewer would
 5    perceive a new line in the landscape.  And each of those
 6    factors was a consideration in how we arrived at the
 7    impacts.
 8             And they would be a little bit variable,
 9    depending upon where you're at in the subdivision.  We
10    recognized that the first row or two of houses along
11    Northern would have those high impacts as a result of
12    being able to see the conductor overhead or perhaps the
13    lines on either side.
14             As you move further away from the roadway over
15    to the north, you get more to the interior of the
16    subdivision, those views become harder to see.  They're
17    not as open.  They not visible in the same way, so the
18    impact would drop off from there.
19             So that high impact largely being the first
20    couple of rows of houses that are closest to that line
21    where they would see the most visible portions of the new
22    line.
23     Q.    Are there impacts to the Suncliff Subdivision
24    other than the visual impacts you just described?
25     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  No.  We are not located on the
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 1    property.  The primary concern there were the visual
 2    impacts.
 3     Q.    And the visual impacts are adding a 230kV
 4    transmission line to the view of the dump?
 5     A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That is correct.
 6             MR. DERSTINE: No further questions.
 7             CHMN. KATZ: Anything further?
 8             Do you essentially rest your case?
 9             MR. DERSTINE: Yes.
10             CHMN. KATZ: We don't know whether or not Peoria
11    wishes to call any witnesses?
12             MR. GOLESTAN: Peoria will not call any
13    witnesses, Mr. Chairman.
14             CHMN. KATZ: What we can do is hear any closing
15    arguments that you wish to make if you're ready do that.
16             MEMBER LITTLE: Mr. Chairman.
17             CHMN. KATZ: Yes, Member Little.
18             MEMBER LITTLE: I have a question, and I'm not
19    sure who to address this to because I was having a hard
20    time following who was being questioned in cross.
21             But this project is requesting the authorization
22    for a second circuit and getting to the question about
23    following the NERC standards in doing the studies for
24    double-circuit construction -- any double-circuit
25    construction that might happen in the future.
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 1             There is a condition in almost all of the CECs
 2    that requires the applicant to follow all NERC standards.
 3    And I'm just wondering whether that condition would cover
 4    any required NERC studies in the future having to do with
 5    double-circuit lines.
 6             MR. DERSTINE: Thank you, Member Little.  I
 7    think that's a question that should be responded to by
 8    Mr. Wiley.
 9             MEMBER LITTLE: Thank you.
10             MR. WILEY: Member Little, I'm sorry, I didn't
11    catch your specific question.  Would you mind repeating
12    that?
13             MEMBER LITTLE: It was kind of convoluted.  I
14    apologize.
15             There is a condition in almost CECs, and I see
16    it in this proposed CEC also, that requires the applicant
17    to follow all NERC standards, WECC standards, and others,
18    but NERC is also specified.
19             Do you believe that that condition would require
20    APS do any required studies having to do with
21    double-circuiting any of these lines in the future?
22             MR. WILEY: Thank you for the question, Member
23    Little.
24             I haven't seen this specific condition.  Hearing
25    that it covers all NERC standards, this would be
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 1    applicable since it is a standard under NERC.  And, of
 2    course, when we do go to build that second line in the
 3    future, we would include that as part of our TPL analysis
 4    at that time.
 5             MEMBER LITTLE: Thank you.
 6             CHMN. KATZ: Let me just ask as a follow-up,
 7    Mr. Wiley, would the poles that are erected be erected in
 8    contemplation of adding that second line, or are we
 9    looking at tearing down those poles and replacing them
10    with ones that are capable of carrying double-circuit?
11             MR. WILEY: Chairman Katz, thank you.
12             The structures that we're proposing to install
13    would be capable of adding a second circuit.  At which
14    time that second circuit is needed, replacement of
15    structures would not be needed.
16             CHMN. KATZ: Thank you.
17             And I didn't mean to ignore other Committee
18    Members.
19             Does anyone else have any questions of the other
20    witnesses before we go to closing arguments from both
21    parties?
22             (No response.)
23             CHMN. KATZ: Hearing nothing further, are you
24    gentlemen -- ladies and gentlemen ready to present your
25    closing arguments, or do you need a few minutes?
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 1             MR. DERSTINE: I think so.  The only thing I
 2    need is to check with the AV team to see if -- I threw
 3    them some slides for a closing.
 4             CHMN. KATZ: If you need a couple minutes.
 5             MR. DERSTINE: If we can take --
 6             CHMN. KATZ: Let's just take a five-minute
 7    break.
 8             (A recess was taken from 11:20 a.m. to
 9    11:34 a.m.)
10             CHMN. KATZ: We're ready to begin.
11             I did indicate to the attorneys that once we are
12    done with our closing arguments, we're going to take a
13    lunch break and then come back and review the proposed
14    CEC, make whatever edits and approvals or disapprovals
15    that we collectively as a Committee agree to do.  But I
16    told the lawyers that we wanted to boost everybody's
17    blood sugar with lunch.
18             I don't know whether it will be Ms. Benally or
19    Mr. Derstine, but you're welcome to make the closing
20    argument on behalf of Arizona Public Service.
21             MR. DERSTINE: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Members


22    of the Committee and as well as the Members I see on the
23    screen in front of me.  Thank you for your time and
24    attention.
25             Thank you, Madam Court Reporter, as always, for
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 1    doing such a nice job keeping track and giving us a good
 2    transcript whether it's here in the hearing room or
 3    driving around the West Valley in a van.  We appreciate
 4    it.
 5             In my opening, I had stated that you can't have
 6    growth without power.  APS has a duty to serve all the
 7    customers, customers that exist today as well as
 8    anticipating and being prepared for the customers of the
 9    future, the growth that's going to happen.
10             Different customers have different needs.  Not
11    every customer is going to require a CEC and we don't
12    have to bring a project before this Committee.  At the
13    same time, APS has the same duty to serve that growth
14    with the appropriate facilities.  And the challenge is to
15    always be in a position to site and construct those
16    facilities in time to meet customer needs while at the
17    same time minimizing the impacts of that new
18    infrastructure on the surrounding community.  And that's
19    what this case is about, and that's what we've presented
20    to you.
21             I noted in my opening and shared a couple of
22    recent articles about all the growth that's happening in
23    the West Valley.  But you don't have to read the
24    newspaper to see the growth that's happening in the West
25    Valley.  For those who were on the tour and drove around,
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 1    you saw all the construction that's occurring, the
 2    transition of the agricultural fields to new logistics
 3    centers, commerce parks, manufacturing facilities, cold
 4    storage facilities.  All that is happening at a very
 5    rapid pace here in the West Valley.
 6             And the Loop 303, as I mentioned, has become a
 7    hub for that growth.  But it's not just the Loop 303.  It
 8    extends into Glendale.  It extends into El Mirage.  All
 9    of the communities in the West Valley are experiencing
10    this growth.  And the growth is not only the business
11    growth.  It's the residential growth that's following
12    that business growth.
13             This project serves two needs:
14             It satisfies the need to serve a high-level
15    customer, the Microsoft datacenter.  It's in El Mirage.
16    It's in the early stages of development.  At full
17    buildout, that datacenter is going to require 245
18    megawatts of power.
19             In addition, this project will be able to serve
20    the growth that's occurring using the second circuit, the
21    230 circuit that will tie in the lines on the east, the
22    230kV infrastructure on the west of the project area and
23    on the east.
24             What's needed to satisfy the needs, the two
25    needs that I identified, are to expand the existing
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 1    Contrail Substation with the necessary 230kV
 2    transformers, bus work, and then to construct three
 3    independent double-circuit 230kV lines.  Those lines are
 4    proposed to be constructed on Routes A, E, and G set
 5    forth in the application and as the Committee has seen on
 6    the maps.
 7             What are the benefits of the project?  Well, it
 8    does a number of things.  Those three new 230kV
 9    double-circuit lines allow Microsoft -- not only allow
10    APS to serve Microsoft and satisfy the high load of a
11    datacenter, but they allow Microsoft to eliminate the
12    need for diesel generation, which would be the third leg
13    of the stool in terms of their reliability requirements.
14    And that third circuit allows us to eliminate diesel and
15    the noise and the environmental impacts that come with
16    diesel generation onsite.
17             As I mentioned, the project connects the 230kV
18    systems on the east and the west sides of the West Valley
19    much like the Northern Parkway is intended to do,
20    connecting freeways on the east and the west of the West
21    Valley.  This project serves to connect those systems and
22    improves the reliability of the 230kV infrastructure and
23    will allow us to serve a lot of the high-level customers
24    and commercial and industrial growth that's occurring in
25    this area.
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 1             We covered the planning process.  Mr. Simpson
 2    testified at length about kind of what went into those,
 3    the activities that went into those 18 months of work.
 4    Environmental studies, engineering studies, all the
 5    outreach that occurred over that 18-month timespan.  And
 6    through all that, APS and its consultants analyzed the 41
 7    square miles of area to identify potential routes,
 8    identify early on small links that were numbered.  These
 9    numbered links still show on our route maps today.  And
10    those small numbered links were then connected and used
11    to develop lettered preliminary routes.
12             Those preliminary routes, I think A through H,
13    were then shared with the surrounding community in the
14    newsletter that went out.  And we solicited not only
15    showing them where those preliminary routes would be but
16    asked them to comment, give us feedback.  Tell us whether
17    you like them, whether you hate them, and what's the
18    preferred route for the community, landowners,
19    developers.
20             Ultimately, utilizing that feedback and the
21    outreach campaign that was presented to inform us and
22    help us develop the final routes, A, E, and G were
23    selected.  And those are the routes that are before the
24    Committee in our CEC application that we're asking you to
25    approve in this case.
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 1             Ms. Darr covered the public outreach, and I was
 2    pleased -- I guess I might say -- I shouldn't say
 3    surprised, but I was pleased to hear Member Gentles say
 4    that he thought we had done a good, thorough job because
 5    he doesn't lavish praise or approval without good reason.
 6    And his usual take is very critical and at least uses a
 7    critical eye to analyze outreach campaigns.  I
 8    appreciated his comments.  I know the company did too.
 9             Not to say that we're perfect in this area.  We
10    never are.  But we continue to strive to do our best.
11    And as always, the objective is to gain input, let folks
12    know what we're thinking, what we're planning, what we're
13    doing, gain their feedback, use that information to
14    inform us about how we move forward with the project and
15    ultimately to help us design and present a project to
16    this Committee.  And I think we did an effective job of
17    that in this case.
18             Mr. Simpson had mentioned it, and I have to
19    agree that I have not -- having handled a number of these
20    cases, I haven't been involved in a case that involved
21    this many different jurisdictions in which we had to
22    communicate and engage and inform and work with.  There's
23    a number of larger and smaller communities in the West
24    Valley that make up this project area, and we had to work
25    with all of them.
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 1             In addition to the jurisdictions, the cities and
 2    the towns, we worked with Luke Air Force Base, Maricopa
 3    County Department of Transportation, and then the
 4    individual private landowners who are building large,
 5    multiple thousand, in some cases millions, of square feet
 6    of development that have a significant interest in what
 7    we're building, where we're building it, and how it
 8    impacts their development.  And as I think was mentioned
 9    during the testimony, wondering whether there would be
10    sufficient power to serve their development in the
11    future.  And with this project, there will be.
12             As we mentioned, it's also a bit unusual for us
13    to gain letters, feedback in writing.  Many of these
14    letters indicated their appreciation for their being
15    involved in the project and the manner in which we
16    engaged them and sought their input.  Some indicated
17    their approval for the project, but every one of those
18    entities that submitted a letter stated their
19    appreciation for our process and the manner in which we
20    worked with them throughout the 18-month planning history
21    for the project.  We always ask for letters.  We don't
22    usually get them.  And in this case, we got them, and I
23    think it says something about the process.
24             But the project is not without opposition.  The
25    City of Peoria is here, and, frankly, we're happy to have
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 1    them here.  Whether it happens late in the process or
 2    early, it's important for us to know, you know, what the
 3    jurisdictions, what landowners, what residents are
 4    thinking.  And if they show up here at the time of the
 5    hearing and want to participate and state their views
 6    concerning the project, we're happy to have them do that.
 7             In this particular case, the City has concerns
 8    about Routes E and G, which are not within the City of
 9    Peoria but border along its boundaries on Olive Avenue
10    and Northern Avenue.
11             The focus of the City's attention are, as I
12    mentioned, E and G.  And in fact the short segments that
13    border on the City of Peoria -- and if the AV people
14    could pull up those simulations for me, it may be helpful
15    for the Committee to just, one more time, see what the
16    City of Peoria is talking about and is concerned about.
17             This Visual Simulation No. 4 shows the view on
18    Olive Avenue looking to the west along Olive.  The
19    existing condition shows what it looks like today.  All
20    the existing -- at least the transmission lines, what's
21    out of the frame on the existing condition is the
22    substation and the other transmission lines that are
23    further to the east.  But this is the view of Olive
24    Avenue as you're looking to the west on the Suncliff
25    Subdivision, the edge of that subdivision.  And the
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 1    proposed condition is on the right.
 2             The testimony that you heard is that the plan to
 3    construct those 230kV lines across Olive within the Town
 4    of Youngtown or their jurisdiction will increase the span
 5    length and eliminate some of the infrastructure that
 6    you're seeing there.  The 12kV will go underground.  The
 7    69kV will be collocated with the new 230 lines.  The 230
 8    structures will be taller.  You can see for yourself
 9    whether you think that's an improvement or whether that
10    worsens all the infrastructure that is existing here
11    today and what folks see when they're leaving the
12    Suncliff Subdivision and turning onto Olive Avenue and
13    driving to the west.
14             If you can pull up the next slide, please.
15             This is the other side of an area of concern for
16    the City of Peoria.  This is Northern Avenue.  On
17    Northern, the Suncliff Subdivision narrows down, but
18    there's still an entrance and an exit to that subdivision
19    there.  And what you see running along Northern, as has
20    been testified to, is the City of Glendale's landfill.
21    And the landfill is surrounded by this large retaining
22    wall.  You're looking at Northern.  That will be torn up
23    and widened as part of this Northern Parkway project as
24    it extends back towards the east and comes the direction
25    of the City of Peoria.
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 1             In addition to the road widening, you'll see
 2    that we have -- or in order to avoid the road widening,
 3    our proposal is to construct the new transmission line
 4    within the boundary of the landfill within the City of
 5    Glendale.  And so what residents within Suncliff, those
 6    new residents who might see these structures from their
 7    backyard or as they're driving out of the Suncliff
 8    Horizon Subdivision out onto Northern Avenue, will see
 9    the new transmission lines, and the poles span out
10    approximately 750 feet.  And that will be their new view.
11    It won't just be the landfill.  It will be the landfill
12    and these 230kV structures.
13             APS is committed to work with the City of Peoria
14    to try to address their concerns.  We've agreed to
15    evaluate undergrounding a portion of the line on Northern
16    here.  And if it can be feasibly undergrounded there
17    without impacting the landfill operations and will result
18    in a safe and reliable installation that can be
19    maintained and repaired over time, APS has agreed to do
20    that.
21             I don't know that we have -- we've continued to
22    work with the other jurisdictions.  In this case, we're
23    working with the City of Peoria.  And that isn't unique
24    to this case.  That's what we do in every case.  Our job
25    is to engage with and work with affected jurisdictions
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 1    and landowners and do the best we can to mitigate the
 2    impacts of the project.
 3             But in general, we're not undergrounding
 4    transmission lines unless there is a safety
 5    consideration, that the project is needed in that
 6    location, and the only way to install it there or
 7    construct it there is to underground it; or, as in this
 8    case, a third party is willing to cover the cost to
 9    construct this underground segment.  And in this case, we
10    have Microsoft who has indicated their willingness to
11    mitigate the impact of this project on the City of Peoria
12    and the residents in this area by agreeing to cover the
13    cost of undergrounding if that can be safely and feasibly
14    done.
15             So that's where we are.  The results of those
16    studies won't be known for some time.  It will take some
17    time to fully understand what can be constructed there in
18    terms of an underground construction.  But we'll continue
19    to working with and communicate and cooperate with the
20    City of Peoria.  And I think you'll see language to that
21    effect in the proposed CEC.
22             You heard our case, four witnesses using the
23    various PowerPoint slides and exhibits.  You saw the
24    flyover simulation.  Those of you who were here were able
25    to take the route tour.  And you heard cross-examination,
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 1    and you'll hear here in a minute closing argument from
 2    counsel for the City of Peoria.
 3             As I indicated, we're requesting a CEC that
 4    approves the construction of the double-circuit lines on
 5    Routes A, E, and G on monopole structures ranging from
 6    130 to 195 feet.  Included, as you'll see, is the
 7    exhibit, the map which shows the routes, identifies the
 8    corridor and the width of the corridor for those three
 9    routes.
10             And the corridor, as you know, as this Committee
11    well knows, is the key consideration that allows us to
12    develop these projects and design them in a way that
13    minimizes the impacts.  It allows us, after this hearing,
14    when we get along further in engineering, to continue to
15    working with landowners and jurisdictions to continue to
16    place poles and adjust the alignment in a way that it
17    addresses the concerns of residents.
18             We can't always give folks what they ask for.
19    Our commitment is simply to do what we can and to
20    communicate and to do our very best to try to minimize
21    the impacts within the call or the authority that this
22    Committee gives us in identifying a corridor for
23    constructing the project.  And we'll do that here.
24             In terms of the term of the project, we're
25    asking for a ten-year term, which is the standard CEC
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 1    term to construct the first circuit.  That's the circuit
 2    that's going to be dedicated to serving Microsoft.
 3             The second circuit, we're asking for a 20-year
 4    term because at the present time, we don't know when
 5    we'll need that circuit.  We know we don't need it today.
 6    We know it's going to be sometime in the future, but
 7    we're asking for the longer term for that reason.
 8             In my opening, I indicated that this was an
 9    important project, and I stand by those words.  It's an
10    important project for Microsoft, and it's an important
11    project to serve the growth that's occurring in the West
12    Valley.
13             And with that, we're going to request that you
14    grant us the CEC and look forward to your deliberation
15    over the CEC.  And, as always, we thank you for your time
16    and attention.
17             CHMN. KATZ: Thank you kindly.
18             Mr. Golestan.
19             MR. GOLESTAN: Mr. Chairman, Members of the
20    Committee, thank you very much for the opportunity to be
21    here.
22             Peoria intervened in this matter to present
23    concerns to this Committee about the impacts of this
24    project on the City, and Peoria appreciates the
25    opportunity to do so, appreciates APS's commitment and
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 1    counsel's remarks about working together and continuing
 2    to do so to determine solutions to the issues that have
 3    been raised.
 4             Through some of the exhibits and the witness
 5    testimony, really, Peoria's two concerns were, firstly,
 6    the nature of the impact on Peoria.  That's been
 7    acknowledged by APS, as we heard from the witnesses.
 8    That impact is shown by frankly this map that we're
 9    looking at right now and the other maps that showed the
10    nature of the land use.
11             Most of the routes outside of the City of Peoria
12    go through industrial or commercial areas.  The portions
13    of the Routes E and G that are closest Peoria Avenue
14    border the Suncliff Subdivision.
15             As we heard on cross-examination through
16    Mr. Simpson and to some extent Mr. Duncan, the condition
17    that this would create, Routes E and G, is unique.
18    There's no other place in the study area where a
19    residential community is surrounded or -- essentially
20    surrounded on three sides by 230kV transmission lines.
21             And Mr. Simpson discussed on his own direct
22    examination a rough sort of back-of-the-napkin
23    calculation of the impact on the residents.  And even
24    that analysis indicates that the burden and the impact on
25    Peoria, particularly for residential as compared to other
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 1    jurisdictions, is unique and much greater.
 2             He approximated that the routes affect
 3    approximately 300 homes in Youngtown within half a mile,
 4    approximately 400 homes on the Olive line within half a
 5    mile.  That's in Peoria.  And approximately 145 homes on
 6    the Northern segment.  So that's a total of 545 homes in
 7    Peoria and residents therein that are affected, nearly
 8    double that of other jurisdictions.  So the impact is
 9    certainly unique and has been acknowledged.
10             The other issue that Peoria has raised is just a
11    question of continued investigation to ensure that the
12    Northern segment, specifically, segment G -- Route G,
13    excuse me, doesn't unduly impact the Northern Parkway
14    project, which, as we've heard, is a multijurisdictional
15    project that's been going on for a number of years.
16    That's continuing.  As we heard from witnesses, there are
17    federal funds tied up in that project, but they weren't
18    able to comment about the ramifications and the interplay
19    between this proposed route and any federal funding.
20    Obviously, as Peoria mentioned in its intervening papers,
21    that's the primary concern, is ensuring that no federal
22    funding is lost.  And that wouldn't only affect Peoria.
23    That would affect El Mirage, Glendale, other
24    jurisdictions that are involved in that project.
25             Peoria appreciates that APS has worked with


Page 421


 1    other stakeholders, including other jurisdictions, and
 2    that was a give-and-take process as described by members
 3    of the witness panel for APS, and that resulted in some
 4    changes.  And Peoria simply wants that dialogue, that
 5    same dialogue.  And we appreciate that APS has been doing
 6    that.  Ultimately, Peoria's request is that if the CEC is
 7    approved, it is approved with that jointly proposed
 8    condition that both of the parties have proposed to the
 9    Committee that requires the parties to continue to
10    negotiate in good faith and come up with solutions to
11    address these concerns.
12             And with that, we appreciate the opportunity and
13    appreciate the Committee's time.  Thank you.
14             CHMN. KATZ: Anything -- you don't have any
15    additional exhibits, correct, Mr. Golestan?
16             MR. GOLESTAN: No.
17             CHMN. KATZ: Anything further before we take our
18    lunch break?
19             MR. GOLESTAN: No.
20             CHMN. KATZ: I'm showing that it's just about
21    exactly noon.  Does the Committee want to consider 1:00?
22    We'll start back at 1:00 and start our deliberations.
23             And, Mr. Golestan, what we'll do is I'll go
24    through sections of this and ask the Committee to either
25    approve or disapprove of that section.
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 1             But on page No. 2, lines 17 through 23, we're
 2    not going to take the vote or fill that section in or
 3    seek approval until all of the other conditions can be
 4    agreed to as we might modify.  And then we'll -- and the
 5    votes to approve various sections will be just verbal.
 6    But the final vote as to whether or not the CEC should be
 7    issued will be a roll call vote with each Member having
 8    to say yea or nay, yes or no.
 9             Okay.  We'll see you in about an hour.
10             (A recess was taken from 12:01 p.m. to
11    1:03 p.m.)
12             CHMN. KATZ: What we're going to do, and this
13    should have been emailed to our Committee Members, and it
14    was handed to us that are present here in the hearing
15    room.  But we're going to mark as Chairman-1 the PDF
16    version, which will be kept as is.
17              On the right side will be the Word version of
18    the same document that we will work from.  Once that's
19    been finalized and approved, that will become Chairman
20    No. 2.  So we will be changing what will be initially put
21    up on the right screen.  We will be modifying that as we
22    go, and the final version will be Chairman-2.
23             And if we're ready to go, we can.  And what we
24    normally do is go through certain paragraphs, sometimes
25    several lines at once.  We will go through the additional
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 1    conditions as well as the Findings of Fact and
 2    Conclusions of Law one by one.  And after that, we go
 3    back to the earlier portion of the document.  And that's
 4    on page 2, lines 17 through 22.  And that we will skip
 5    over until it's time to vote on whether to issue the CEC
 6    or not.
 7             MR. GOLESTAN: Mr. Chairman.
 8             CHMN. KATZ: Yes.
 9             MR. GOLESTAN: I propose a housekeeping matter
10    if I may.
11             CHMN. KATZ: Yes.
12             MR. GOLESTAN: I didn't have the opportunity
13    before, but Peoria did include a handful of exhibits that
14    was submitted by the deadline that you had set out, Mr.
15    Chairman, by last Friday.  I spoke with Mr. Derstine.  We
16    stipulated to the entry of Peoria's exhibits into the
17    record.
18             CHMN. KATZ: Okay.  Peoria' exhibits are --
19             MR. GOLESTAN: Peoria-1, 2, 3, and 4.
20             CHMN. KATZ: Peoria Exhibits 1, 2, 3, and 4 will
21    be admitted.
22             (Exhibits Peoria-1 through Peoria-4 were
23    admitted into evidence.)
24             CHMN. KATZ: You need to get copies of those
25    exhibits to our court reporter.
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 1             MR. GOLESTAN: Yes, Mr. Chairman.
 2             So Exhibit 1 is the Intergovernmental Agreement.
 3    That's Peoria 1.
 4             Peoria 2 is Northern Parkway:  Agua Fria River
 5    to 99th Avenue Scoping and Design Report.
 6             And Peoria 3 is the relevant page of the fiscal
 7    year 2022 to 2025 Maricopa Association of Governments
 8    Transportation Improvement Program.
 9             And then Peoria 4 is maps showing the segments
10    that are bordering Peoria along with Northern Parkway
11    schedule information.
12             CHMN. KATZ: And we'll get copies of those to
13    you so that we can confirm everything that was just
14    stated.
15             If everybody would please take a look at the
16    first page of the document.
17             Beginning at line 14 through page 2, line
18    No. 16.  I need everybody to take a look at that.  And
19    we'll be showing at the very beginning of that, going
20    back to page 1, we have to fill in the date as March 2nd,
21    2022.
22             And on that first page, we also need to strike
23    Zachary Branum.  He did not appear at all in these
24    proceedings.
25             And going on to the next page, page 2, I think
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 1    it's line 3, we have David French that's been substituted
 2    in for John Riggins from the Water Department -- or the
 3    Department of Water Resources.
 4             Going down to line 10, Jack Haenichen is not
 5    present.  He's having some health-related issues.
 6             But I believe all the other numbers of our
 7    Committee that are listed in the document are present
 8    either in person or virtually.
 9             And we would be adding in at line 14, I think it
10    is, Peoria as the intervenor or the City of Peoria,
11    represented by Saman Golestan, Assistant Peoria City
12    Attorney.
13             MR. GOLESTAN: Saman Golestan, Mr. Chairman.
14             CHMN. KATZ: What did I say?
15             MR. GOLESTAN: A little different pronunciation.
16             CHMN. KATZ: And take a look at page No. 1, line
17    14, through page No. 2, line 16, with the striking of the
18    two representatives on the Committee that aren't here and
19    adding the City of Peoria represented by their counsel.
20             And then once you've done that, I would welcome
21    a motion to approve this portion of the CEC document.
22             MEMBER PALMER: Mr. Chairman, I move approval of


23    page 1, line 15, through page 2, line 16, as amended.
24             MEMBER HAMWAY: Second.
25             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor say "aye."
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 1             MEMBER GRINNELL: Mr. Chairman.
 2             CHMN. KATZ: Yes, sir.
 3             MEMBER GRINNELL: May we get the edited version


 4    up on our screen versus the other?
 5             Thank you, sir.
 6             CHMN. KATZ: Is it up on there now?
 7             MEMBER GRINNELL: Yes.
 8             CHMN. KATZ: You should be looking at the edited
 9    version, and I'm assuming that -- are we editing it as we
10    go?
11             MR. DERSTINE: Yes.
12             MEMBER GENTLES: Mr. Chairman.
13             CHMN. KATZ: Yes, Mr. Gentles.
14             MEMBER GENTLES: I don't know if this is -- hold
15    on a second.  Let me just try something.
16             Okay.  I solved my issue.  Thank you.
17             CHMN. KATZ: Okay.  Fine.  Thank you.
18             I'll ask again, all in favor.
19             (A chorus of "ayes.")
20             CHMN. KATZ: Anyone opposed.
21             (No response.)
22             CHMN. KATZ: That is approved.
23             We'll skip lines 17 through 23.  That's our
24    final vote.
25             But we begin, then, with Section B at line 24,
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 1    Project Overview.  And that runs on through a description
 2    of the project to the top of page 3, line 3.  And we will
 3    be attaching a project map to this.
 4             And once you've had a chance to look at it, I
 5    will gladly receive a motion to approve.
 6             MEMBER GRINNELL: So moved.
 7             MEMBER HAMWAY: Second.
 8             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
 9             (A chorus of "ayes.")
10             CHMN. KATZ: Anyone opposed.
11             (No response.)
12             CHMN. KATZ: We next have the paragraph that
13    begins at line 5 on page 3 and goes through line --
14    actually, line 13.  We've stricken from the document
15    lines 13 through lines 18.  So we're looking at the
16    paragraph as written from line No. 5 on page 3 through
17    line 12.
18             And whenever, you can move.
19             MEMBER LITTLE: Mr. Chairman, I have a question.
20    Do we want to move it first and then discuss it?
21             CHMN. KATZ: Yeah.  If we have the motion and a
22    second, we then can discuss the language.  And if there's
23    any concerns by either of the parties, they can also
24    express that concern before we take the vote.
25             But do we have a motion to approve that
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 1    Condition No. 1?
 2             MEMBER HAMWAY: So moved.
 3             MEMBER PALMER: Second.
 4             CHMN. KATZ: If there's any discussion.
 5             Member Little, if you had a discussion or some
 6    suggested changes.
 7             MEMBER LITTLE: Maybe I'm being dense, but I'm
 8    not quite sure what the first part of that sentence
 9    means.  Is that saying that the CEC expires ten years
10    from when it's approved or until the project is
11    completed?
12             CHMN. KATZ: I think the first phase is for ten
13    years.
14             MEMBER LITTLE: No.  I understand that.  The
15    part that says:   Unless construction is completed to the
16    point that the first circuit is capable of operating by
17    that time.
18             CHMN. KATZ: But if they wanted more time, they
19    would have to make a formal request to amend if I'm not
20    mistaken.
21             MEMBER LITTLE: Okay.
22             CHMN. KATZ: Any comment from either of the
23    lawyers?
24             MEMBER GRINNELL: Mr. Chairman.
25             CHMN. KATZ: Yes, sir, Mr. Grinnell.
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 1             MEMBER GRINNELL: We have -- I'm with Ms. Little


 2    here.  We have 10 years or 20 years or to the time of
 3    construction or to the time of completion.
 4             I think lines 6 through I guess it would be line
 5    12, because it looks like it takes up to ten years.  So
 6    there's a little bit of a contradiction in here.  Shall
 7    expire ten years.  And then it is deleted, yet it is to
 8    construct the project shall expire ten years, but that's
 9    been deleted.  So are we approving 20 years?
10             CHMN. KATZ: We're approving ten years for
11    Phase 1 and 20 years for Phase 2.
12             MEMBER PALMER: If they need to add the second
13    circuit later, they get 20 years to add those second
14    lines on.
15             MEMBER LITTLE: And what that says to your
16    lawyers is that?  They have ten years to do the first
17    circuit unless they apply for an exception, and then they
18    have 20 years to do the second circuit, unless they apply
19    for an extension.  That's what those words say?
20             CHMN. KATZ: I believe that's what they state.
21    Do either of the lawyers disagree with how we have
22    phrased this?
23             MR. DERSTINE: Mr. Chairman, I don't disagree.
24    I do pause, and maybe that was the reason for the
25    question from Member Little and Member Grinnell.
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 1             The "unless" parenthetical phrase may be
 2    unnecessary in this wording.  So that if you strike it
 3    from the word "unless" to the semicolon, it would read:
 4    This authorization to construct the Project shall expire
 5    ten (10) years from the date the Certificate is approved
 6    by the Arizona Corporation Commission; provided, however,
 7    that the authorization to construct the second circuit of
 8    the Project shall expire twenty (20) years from the date
 9    of this Certificate.
10             And then you could put a period there, and it
11    could just indicate that -- it can still be the
12    semicolon, but there's two of these "provided."  Yeah,
13    it probably should be a period after "Certificate."
14             CHMN. KATZ: And then "However"?
15             MEMBER LITTLE: Not even "However."  Just
16    "Provided."
17             MR. DERSTINE: Provided that prior to either
18    such expiration the Applicant or its assignees may
19    request that the Commission extend this time limitation.
20             MEMBER LITTLE: I personally think that's more
21    clear.
22             CHMN. KATZ: Do you want to move that we would
23    amend?
24             MEMBER LITTLE: Yes.
25             MEMBER GRINNELL: Well, before we get to that
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 1    amendment, I'd like to go back to the document instead of
 2    my picture.
 3             Bring the document back up to the screen,
 4    please.  I'm seeing Ms. Little, which is fine, except I
 5    can't read the document.
 6             There we go.
 7             I guess --
 8             CHMN. KATZ: Go ahead.
 9             MEMBER GRINNELL: I guess we're asking for two
10    ten-year approvals now, in essence.  So the authorized to
11    construct a second circuit --
12             CHMN. KATZ: It's 20 years from right now.
13             MEMBER GRINNELL: Why don't we do 20 years
14    altogether or say approve the second project for an
15    additional ten years?
16             MEMBER HAMWAY: I personally feel this is fine.
17    It's important that they get the first one in.  And they
18    just didn't want to come back in for the second one.  So
19    I think if we can make that clear, we're good.
20             MEMBER GRINNELL: I'm a little apprehensive to
21    give 20 years out because of the constant change.  What
22    if they decide to do solar instead of these power lines.
23    I'm a little concerned because we don't know what's going
24    to happen ten years from now, let alone 20.
25             CHMN. KATZ: If they decide that they're not
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 1    going to build the second circuit and they're going to
 2    replace it with battery storage or solar, they can file a
 3    motion to amend the CEC.  But I'd rather not have them
 4    come back to us if the second phase begins at year 8 and
 5    doesn't finished until year 15 or doesn't get started
 6    until year 11 and finishes at year 20.  I just think that
 7    that contingency is helpful.
 8             MEMBER PALMER: I agree.
 9             CHMN. KATZ: Mr. Gentles.
10             MEMBER GENTLES: I agree, Mr. Chairman.
11             CHMN. KATZ: Ms. Little, do you move that we
12    amend in accord with what was suggested by Mr. Derstine?
13             MEMBER LITTLE: I do.  And could we perhaps see
14    that written in that form?
15             MR. DERSTINE: Yes.
16             CHMN. KATZ: Before we vote on it, we certainly
17    will.
18             But is there a second for the amendment to this
19    section?
20             MEMBER PALMER: Second.
21             CHMN. KATZ: Do we have -- okay.  It's seconded.
22             And go ahead and take from line 6 through
23    line -- what is now line 12 and make the amendments that
24    were just proposed.  Add them to the document.
25             MR. DERSTINE: I think they are shown there
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 1    right now in No. 1 where it reads:   This authorization
 2    to construct the first circuit shall expire ten (10)
 3    years from the date of the Certificate -- from the
 4    date -- the date the Certificate is approved by the
 5    Arizona Corporation Commission and the authorization to
 6    construct the second circuit -- I don't know if "the
 7    project" is needed, but it can be there -- of the Project
 8    shall expire twenty (20) years from the date of this
 9    Certificate.  Provided, however, that prior to either
10    such expiration the Applicant or it's assignee may
11    request that the Commission extend this time limitation.
12             MEMBER HAMWAY: Mr. Chairman, isn't that
13    Condition 2?
14             MR. DERSTINE: 2 does cover the extension,
15    correct.
16             CHMN. KATZ: Do we need that last "provided" in
17    there at all, then?
18             MR. DERSTINE: Probably does not need to be
19    there.
20             CHMN. KATZ: Why don't we take it out because
21    it's covered in the next section.
22             Any disagreement with taking that "provided"
23    out?
24             All in favor of the amendment that we've just
25    discussed please say "aye."
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 1             (A chorus of "ayes.")
 2             CHMN. KATZ: Anyone opposed?
 3             MEMBER GRINNELL: Opposed.
 4             CHMN. KATZ: Okay.  It passes.
 5             Condition No. 2 --
 6             MEMBER PALMER: Mr. Chairman, we voted on the
 7    amendment.  I move we approve Condition 1 as amended.
 8             MEMBER HAMWAY: Second.
 9             CHMN. KATZ: Any further discussion?
10             (No response.)
11             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
12             (A chorus of "ayes.")
13             CHMN. KATZ: Opposed?
14             MEMBER GRINNELL: Opposed.
15             CHMN. KATZ: The measure passes as amended.
16             No. 2 begins -- that deals with extensions.
17    Begins at line 19 on page 3 and runs through page 4, line
18    3.
19             Do we have a motion to approve?
20             MEMBER HAMWAY: I move Condition 2.
21             MEMBER PALMER: Second.
22             MEMBER GENTLES: Second.
23             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
24             (A chorus of "ayes.")
25             CHMN. KATZ: Anybody opposed?
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 1             (No response.)
 2             CHMN. KATZ: Condition 3 is beginning on line --
 3    I believe it's 5 on page 4 and runs through line 20 of
 4    that page.  And take a look at it.
 5             And if we are in agreement with -- and it does
 6    have some changes from other counties because this was
 7    taken from another CEC.  The additions and
 8    strike-throughs are part of it.
 9             MEMBER GRINNELL: Mr. Chairman, may we see line


10    18, 19, and 20 just to confirm?  Oh, I guess line 17.
11    Excuse me.
12             CHMN. KATZ: It's hard to tell.  A lot of this
13    is between lines.
14             MEMBER GRINNELL: Motion to approve.
15             CHMN. KATZ: Any second?
16             MEMBER FRENCH: Second.
17             CHMN. KATZ: Any further discussion?
18             (No response.)
19             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
20             (A chorus of "ayes.")
21             CHMN. KATZ: The next section or condition is
22    Condition No. 4 that begins at line 22 and ends on --
23    well, it ends at the bottom of this page at line 26 or
24    26 1/2.  And it deals with the applicant shall obtain all
25    approvals and permits necessary to construct before they
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 1    begin construction of the project.
 2             MEMBER HAMWAY: Mr. Chairman, should we add Luke


 3    Air Force Base?  Do they give a permit?
 4             MR. SIMPSON: It's operational review and
 5    approval of the design.  I don't think there's an
 6    official permit the FAA would issue.
 7             MEMBER HAMWAY: So would we need to put the FAA


 8    in there?
 9             CHMN. KATZ: Well, we have the jurisdiction,
10    including, but not limited to, the United States of
11    American.
12             MEMBER HAMWAY: Okay.  That's fine.
13             CHMN. KATZ: In my experience in dealing with
14    Luke, because I do military airport-related matters in
15    reviewing general plans, I think we're fine as is.  They
16    don't generally issue a permit, but they'll issue a
17    letter.
18             MEMBER HAMWAY: Okay.  I move Condition 4.
19             MEMBER DRAGO: Second.
20             CHMN. KATZ: Any discussion?
21             (No response.)
22             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
23             (A chorus of "ayes.")
24             CHMN. KATZ: All opposed.
25             (No response.)
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 1             CHMN. KATZ: The matter passes.
 2             Moving on to page 5 --
 3             MEMBER GENTLES: Mr. Chairman, just a point of
 4    reference.  Is that how Condition 4 is usually worded,
 5    with the exception, of course, of the specific
 6    municipalities?
 7             MEMBER HAMWAY: Yes.  I believe it is.
 8             CHMN. KATZ: I believe it is.
 9             MEMBER GENTLES: Okay.
10             CHMN. KATZ: No. 5 is on page 5, lines 1 through
11    4.
12             MEMBER HAMWAY: I move condition 5.
13             CHMN. KATZ: Second?
14             MEMBER PALMER: Second.
15             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
16             MEMBER LITTLE: Mr. Chairman, I have a question.
17             CHMN. KATZ: Certainly, Member Little.
18             MEMBER LITTLE: Does this -- and maybe it's a
19    legal question.  I'm not sure.  Does this condition
20    obligate the applicant to follow the recommendations that
21    were made with regard to -- there were several species,
22    the owl, the burrowing owl, and several species that the
23    recommendation was that a survey be done before
24    construction begins.
25             MR. DERSTINE: Mr. Chairman, Member Little, I do
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 1    read it as you have stated, that it does require that we
 2    consult with Arizona Game and Fish concerning the
 3    recommendations set forth in their letter to Burns &
 4    McDonnell concerning this project as well as consult with
 5    them on a going-forward basis and to comply with all of
 6    their guidance.
 7             CHMN. KATZ: And that's also with respect to
 8    U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.
 9             Is there a motion to approve?
10             MEMBER HAMWAY: So moved.
11             MEMBER PALMER: Second.
12             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
13             (A chorus of "ayes.")
14             CHMN. KATZ: The condition is approved.
15             Condition 6 requires the applicant design the
16    project to incorporate reasonable measures to minimize
17    electrocution of avian species.  And we're now dealing
18    with guidelines that have been promulgated but not
19    formally adopted yet as rules.
20             But is there a motion to approve No. 6.
21             MEMBER PALMER: Move Condition 6.
22             MEMBER HAMWAY: Second.
23             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
24             (A chorus of "ayes.")
25             CHMN. KATZ: Anybody opposed?
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 1             (No response.)
 2             CHMN. KATZ: And that was lines 6 through 11 on
 3    page 5.
 4             Moving to line 12, Condition 7.  And it requires
 5    consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office
 6    regarding archeological and other cultural resources.
 7    And that's through line 18.
 8             MEMBER HAMWAY: So moved, Condition No. 7.
 9             MEMBER PALMER: Second.
10             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
11             (A chorus of "ayes.")
12             CHMN. KATZ: Anyone opposed?
13             (No response.)
14             CHMN. KATZ: Condition 8.  The applicant shall
15    comply with the notice and salvage requirements of the
16    Arizona Native Plant Law.  And I won't read the rest of
17    it.
18             But do we have a motion?
19             MEMBER HAMWAY: I move Condition 8.
20             MEMBER PALMER: Second.
21             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
22             (A chorus of "ayes.")
23             CHMN. KATZ: Anybody opposed?
24             (No response.)
25             CHMN. KATZ: Moving on to line either 24 1/2 or
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 1    25, but it's No. 9.
 2             MEMBER HAMWAY: I move Condition 9.
 3             CHMN. KATZ: Any second?
 4             MEMBER GRINNELL: Second.
 5             CHMN. KATZ: Any discussion?
 6             (No response.)
 7             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
 8             (A chorus of "ayes.")
 9             CHMN. KATZ: Anybody opposed?
10             (No response.)
11             CHMN. KATZ: I didn't mention that that
12    condition goes on to page 6 through line 10.
13             Moving on to Condition No. 10.  And it deals
14    with the discovery of human or funerary remains or
15    objects and the requirement to comply with A.R.S. 41-865
16    and 41-844.
17             MEMBER PALMER: Move Condition 10.
18             MEMBER HAMWAY: Second.
19             CHMN. KATZ: Any discussion?
20             (No response.)
21             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
22             (A chorus of "ayes.")
23             CHMN. KATZ: Anyone opposed?
24             (No response.)
25             CHMN. KATZ: The next provision begins at line
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 1    16, No. 11, that requires within 130 days of the decision
 2    the applicant is required to post signs to the extent
 3    authorized by law advising the public of the decision.
 4             And we did add not too long ago that the
 5    applicant at page 7, line No. 1 and 2, which is where the
 6    condition ends, that applicant shall make every
 7    reasonable effort to communicate the decision either
 8    approving or disapproving the certificate in digital
 9    media.
10             Is there any motion to approve?
11             MEMBER PALMER: So moved 11.
12             MEMBER HAMWAY: Second.
13             CHMN. KATZ: Any further discussion?
14             (No response.)
15             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
16             (A chorus of "ayes.")
17             CHMN. KATZ: Anybody opposed?
18             (No response.)
19             CHMN. KATZ: That's approved.
20             And we'll move on to page 7, Condition No. 12.
21             MEMBER HAMWAY: I move Condition 12.
22             MEMBER GENTLES: Second.
23             CHMN. KATZ: Any discussion?
24             (No response.)
25             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
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 1             (A chorus of "ayes.")
 2             CHMN. KATZ: It goes on page 7, again, lines 4
 3    through 13.
 4             Condition No. 13.
 5             MEMBER HAMWAY: I move Condition 13.
 6             MEMBER GENTLES: Second.
 7             CHMN. KATZ: Any discussion?
 8             (No response.)
 9             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
10             (A chorus of "ayes.")
11             CHMN. KATZ: Anybody opposed?
12             (No response.)
13             CHMN. KATZ: Condition 13 is approved.
14             Condition 14.
15             MEMBER HAMWAY: I move Condition 14.
16             CHMN. KATZ: Second?
17             MEMBER PALMER: Second.
18             CHMN. KATZ: Any discussion?
19             (No response.)
20             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
21             (A chorus of "ayes.")
22             CHMN. KATZ: And that's through lines 16 through
23    line 20.
24             Line 21 is recommend Condition 15.
25             MEMBER PALMER: Move Condition 15.
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 1             MEMBER HAMWAY: Second.
 2             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
 3             (A chorus of "ayes.")
 4             CHMN. KATZ: And I forgot to ask if there was
 5    any discussion, but anybody opposed?
 6             (No response.)
 7             CHMN. KATZ: Condition 16 begins on line 26 or
 8    26 1/2.
 9             MEMBER HAMWAY: Move Condition 16.
10             MEMBER DRAGO: Second.
11             CHMN. KATZ: And that goes on to page 8, line 1.
12             Is there a second?
13             MEMBER HAMWAY: Yes, there was, Len.
14             CHMN. KATZ: Any further discussion?
15             (No response.)
16             CHMN. KATZ: The condition is approved.
17             MEMBER HAMWAY: We've got to take a vote.
18             CHMN. KATZ: I'm getting old and senile.
19             All in favor of Condition 16.
20             (A chorus of "ayes.")
21             CHMN. KATZ: Anybody opposed?
22             (No response.)
23             CHMN. KATZ: The condition passes.
24             Take your time to read Condition 17, which
25    begins on page 8, line 3, through line 23 on that page.


Page 444


 1             MEMBER HAMWAY: I move Condition 17.
 2             MEMBER PALMER: Second.
 3             CHMN. KATZ: Any discussion.
 4             (No response.)
 5             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
 6             (A chorus of "ayes.")
 7             CHMN. KATZ: Anyone opposed.
 8             (No response.)
 9             CHMN. KATZ: Condition 18 requires the
10    applicant, APS, to submit the compliance letter annually
11    identifying the progress of the project.  And it goes on.
12    And that's on page 8, line 25 1/2, going through page
13    No. 9, line No. 9.
14             MEMBER HAMWAY: I move Condition 18.
15             MEMBER PALMER: Second.
16             MEMBER GRINNELL: Quick question, Mr. Chairman.


17             CHMN. KATZ: Sure.
18             MEMBER GRINNELL: Somebody said earlier about
19    Luke Air Force Base.  Wouldn't that be the Department of
20    Defense or even the State Department would be included in
21    all these?  Because they are an interested party, to say
22    the least.  Is that necessary for these, or is this just
23    a state document again?
24             CHMN. KATZ: Any comment from counsel?  I don't
25    know that it hurts us to include Luke Air Force Base.
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 1    The state statutes that I regularly deal with just
 2    require us to notify the affected military facility and
 3    not the Department of Defense.  But I don't know whether
 4    counsel thinks it should be added or not.
 5             MR. DERSTINE: Well, I would say that the
 6    requirement to comply with Luke's height limitations and
 7    concerns, as I understand it, is enforced by the Federal
 8    Aviation Administration, and that requirements are
 9    covered by Condition No. 4.
10             This provision deals with the compliance
11    certificate and I guess notification.  Or I guess we're
12    on -- are we on 19?
13             MEMBER HAMWAY: 18.
14             MR. DERSTINE: And so I think if it's the
15    Committee's desire that we somehow notify Luke Air Force
16    Base in addition to these local jurisdictions, I think
17    we're okay with that.
18             CHMN. KATZ: Do I have a motion to amend to
19    include Luke Air Force Base?
20             MEMBER GRINNELL: I'll make that motion.
21             CHMN. KATZ: Mr. Grinnell has moved.
22             Any second?
23             MEMBER HAMWAY: Second.
24             CHMN. KATZ: Any discussion?
25             (No response.)
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 1             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor of the amendment.
 2             (A chorus of "ayes.")
 3             CHMN. KATZ: Anyone opposed?
 4             (No response.)
 5             CHMN. KATZ: We will add Luke Air Force Base to
 6    that condition on page 9.
 7             Condition 19?
 8             MEMBER HAMWAY: I move Condition --
 9             CHMN. KATZ: Oh wait.  We didn't vote on the --
10    I think we voted on the amendment.
11             MEMBER GRINNELL: I move Condition 18 as
12    amended.
13             MEMBER HAMWAY: Second.
14             CHMN. KATZ: Any discussion?
15             (No response.)
16             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
17             (A chorus of "ayes.")
18             CHMN. KATZ: Anyone opposed?
19             (No response.)
20             CHMN. KATZ: Now we'll move to Condition 19.
21             MEMBER HAMWAY: I move Condition 19.
22             MEMBER DRAGO: Second.
23             MEMBER LITTLE: Can I propose an amendment that


24    we also add Luke Air Force Base to that one?
25             CHMN. KATZ: Was there a second to the motion to
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 1    amend?
 2             MEMBER HAMWAY: Second.
 3             CHMN. KATZ: Any discussion?
 4             (No response.)
 5             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
 6             (A chorus of "ayes.")
 7             CHMN. KATZ: We will add Luke Air Force Base as
 8    a party to get notified.
 9             And now do we have a motion --
10             MEMBER PALMER: Move 19 as amended.
11             MEMBER HAMWAY: Second.
12             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
13             (A chorus of "ayes.")
14             CHMN. KATZ: Anybody opposed?
15             (No response.)
16             CHMN. KATZ: Moving on.  The next section -- and
17    that was Condition 19, lines 11 through 13 on page 9.
18             We're now picking up at line 14 with Condition
19    20 that deals with transfer or assignment of the
20    certificate.
21             MEMBER HAMWAY: I move Condition 20.
22             MEMBER GRINNELL: Second.
23             CHMN. KATZ: Any discussion?
24             (No response.)
25             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
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 1             (A chorus of "ayes.")
 2             CHMN. KATZ: Anyone opposed?
 3             (No response.)
 4             CHMN. KATZ: It passes.
 5             No. 21 is on line 18 through line 22 of page 9.
 6             MEMBER HAMWAY: I move Condition 21.
 7             CHMN. KATZ: Is there a second?
 8             MEMBER PALMER: Second.
 9             CHMN. KATZ: Any discussion?
10             (No response.)
11             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
12             (A chorus of "ayes.")
13             CHMN. KATZ: Anybody posed?
14             (No response.)
15             CHMN. KATZ: Condition 22 begins at line I guess
16    23 1/2 or 24.  That runs to line 28 on page 9 or the
17    bottom of page 9.  And I know that our lines and page
18    numbers may have been changed on the amended document
19    Chairman No. 2.
20             But do we have a motion to approve Condition 22?
21             MEMBER HAMWAY: So moved.
22             MEMBER PALMER: Second.
23             CHMN. KATZ: Discussion?
24             (No response.)
25             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
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 1             (A chorus of "ayes.")
 2             CHMN. KATZ: And that runs through page 10, line
 3    4.
 4             MEMBER LITTLE: Mr. Chairman.
 5             CHMN. KATZ: Yes.
 6             MEMBER LITTLE: I don't see anything in there
 7    about the area that is being investigated for
 8    undergrounding.  I don't see any --
 9             CHMN. KATZ: That's the next condition.
10             MEMBER LITTLE: It's not on the one on my
11    screen.  I apologize.
12             CHMN. KATZ: While we could have done it
13    differently, this is what was stipulated or agreed to
14    between Arizona Public Service and the City of Peoria.
15             Is that substantially correct, Counsel?
16             MR. GOLESTAN: That's correct, Mr. Chairman,
17    with one small grammatical correction, but, yes, it has
18    been stipulated to in substance.
19             CHMN. KATZ: And do you agree, Mr. Golestan?
20             MR. GOLESTAN: Yes.
21             CHMN. KATZ: And where is the grammatical error
22    in Condition No. -- this would be No. 23.
23             MR. GOLESTAN: Line 10 says "constructed."
24    Should be "construed" after "current."
25             CHMN. KATZ: I don't think we need a formal
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 1    motion to amend.  That's just a grammatical error.  So
 2    please read it.  And line 10, "construed" rather than
 3    "constructed."
 4             MEMBER HAMWAY: I move Condition 23.
 5             CHMN. KATZ: Any second?
 6             MEMBER DRAGO: Second.
 7             CHMN. KATZ: Any discussion?
 8             (No response.)
 9             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
10             (A chorus of "ayes.")
11             CHMN. KATZ: Anyone opposed?
12             (No response.)
13             CHMN. KATZ: We now have some Findings of Fact
14    and Conclusions of Law that begin on page 10, line 14.
15           And Finding of Fact or Conclusion of Law No. 1:
16    The Project aids the state and the southwest region of
17    the United States in meeting the need for an adequate,
18    economical, and reliable supply of renewable electric
19    power.
20             MEMBER PALMER: Move Finding of Fact and
21    Conclusion of Law 1.
22             MEMBER HAMWAY: Second.
23             CHMN. KATZ: Any discussion?
24             (No response.)
25             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
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 1             (A chorus of "ayes.")
 2             CHMN. KATZ: The second Finding is the project
 3    aids the state preserving a safe and reliable electric
 4    transmission system.
 5             Motion?
 6             MEMBER HAMWAY: I move Fact and Conclusion of


 7    Law No. 2.
 8             MEMBER PALMER: Second.
 9             CHMN. KATZ: It's been seconded.
10             Any discussion?
11             (No response.)
12             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
13             (A chorus of "ayes.")
14             CHMN. KATZ: Anyone opposed?
15             (No response.)
16             CHMN. KATZ: The condition is approved.
17             Finding of Fact and Conclusion of Law No. 3 on
18    page 10, line 21 through 22.
19             Do we have a motion?
20             MEMBER HAMWAY: I move Finding of Fact No. 3.
21             MEMBER PALMER: Second.
22             CHMN. KATZ: Any discussion?
23             (No response.)
24             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
25             (A chorus of "ayes.")
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 1             CHMN. KATZ: Anybody opposed?
 2             (No response.)
 3             CHMN. KATZ: It passes.
 4             No. 4 is at line 23 through line 25.
 5             MEMBER PALMER: Move Finding of Fact and
 6    Conclusion 4.
 7             MEMBER HAMWAY: Second.
 8             CHMN. KATZ: Any discussion?
 9             (No response.)
10             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
11             (A chorus of "ayes.")
12             CHMN. KATZ: Anybody opposed?
13             (No response.)
14             CHMN. KATZ: Finding of Fact and Conclusion of
15  Law No. 5:  The conditions placed on the Project in the
16    Certificate resolve matters concerning balancing the need
17    for the Project with its impact on the environmental and
18    ecology and so forth.
19             Please read it and if we could have a motion.
20             MEMBER HAMWAY: I move Finding of Fact No. 5.
21             MEMBER PALMER: Second.
22             CHMN. KATZ: Any discussion?
23             (No response.)
24             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
25             (A chorus of "ayes.")
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 1             CHMN. KATZ: And the condition does go on to
 2    page 11 through line 2.
 3             And picking up at line 3, No. 6, Finding of Fact
 4    and Conclusion of Law.  The Project is in the public
 5    interest.
 6             And when you're comfortable.
 7             MEMBER HAMWAY: I move Finding of Fact No. 6.


 8             MEMBER PALMER: Second.
 9             CHMN. KATZ: All in favor.
10             (A chorus of "ayes.")
11             CHMN. KATZ: Now what we're going to do is take
12    a look at page No. 2, lines 17 through 22.  And I'll read
13    that for the record.
14             At the conclusion of the hearing, the Committee,
15    after considering the (i) Application, (ii) evidence,
16    testimony and exhibits presented by Applicant and
17    intervenors, and (iii) comments of the public, and being
18    advised of the legal requirements of Arizona Revised
19    Statutes Section 40-360 through Section 40-360.13, upon
20    motion duly made and seconded.
21             And we're now going to take a vote on this.  And
22    it will be a roll call vote.  And we're going to need a
23    motion to -- I think we have a motion right now.  I think
24    we need a vote.  And then we approve.  Any disagreement?
25             Okay.  What I'd like to do is if you are going


Page 454


 1    to be voting in favor of this CEC as it's currently
 2    written with whatever amendments we've agreed to and I
 3    would just ask -- I'm going to start with Mr. Drago.
 4             How do you vote on this matter?
 5             MEMBER DRAGO: I vote aye.
 6             CHMN. KATZ: Ms. Hamway.
 7             MEMBER HAMWAY: I vote aye.
 8             CHMN. KATZ: Mr. Palmer.
 9             MEMBER PALMER: I vote aye and would just like
10    to commend the applicant on a good application.  These
11    are never easy, and there are always mitigating
12    circumstances.  And this is important.  And I appreciate
13    the fact that they look far enough out ahead to keep
14    things moving.  We can't wait until the 11th hour to do
15    these.  And I appreciate their foresight and preparation
16    in getting these ready.
17             CHMN. KATZ: Mr. French.
18             MEMBER FRENCH: I vote aye.
19             CHMN. KATZ: And Mr. Grinnell.
20             MEMBER GRINNELL: I'm sorry.  I was on mute.
21             For me, I guess it's getting a little easier to
22    read information beforehand and follow it a lot easier
23    without having 20 letters arrive with changes and
24    additions and everything else.
25             I'm not comfortable with the 10-year extension
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 1    or 20-year part.  But overall, it's a good plan.  And I
 2    will leave it to Mr. Gentles to opine on the public
 3    relations since that's his bailiwick.
 4             But thank you to all the people present.
 5             I vote aye.
 6             CHMN. KATZ: Thank you.
 7             Member Little.
 8             MEMBER LITTLE: I vote aye.
 9             I would like to second what Mr. Drago said about
10    the application.  And I would also like to encourage the
11    applicant and the City of Peoria to do everything
12    possible to get that section of the line underground.  I
13    know that it's very expensive to underground transmission
14    lines of this voltage.  However, particularly when we
15    have a customer who is willing to bear the cost, I think
16    that it's important that we recognize the needs of the
17    public in these areas.
18             Thank you.
19             CHMN. KATZ: And you vote how again?  Aye.
20             MEMBER LITTLE: Aye.
21             CHMN. KATZ: And last, but not least,
22    Mr. Gentles.
23             MEMBER GENTLES: I vote aye.
24             And I would just like to say that I do
25    appreciate the applicant's forward thinking and their
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 1    work ahead of time with the public to get their input.
 2    And while we realize there are some people that say they
 3    weren't notified or didn't receive the notification, I'm
 4    comfortable with the process that they followed to make
 5    sure that notification was appropriate.
 6             And so while I do compliment the applicant, I
 7    don't want people to think I'm going soft or anything.
 8    I'm going to keep a sharp eye on how this public outreach
 9    works.  But in this case, I think they did a fairly
10    decent job.
11             With that, I vote aye.
12             CHMN. KATZ: And I vote aye.
13             And I do want to thank the lawyers for their
14    organized preparation.  And I trust that both the City of
15    Peoria and APS will continue to negotiate in good faith
16    to determine the best route in the subject area in
17    dispute as to whether it should be undergrounded or its
18    location or otherwise modified.
19             And that being said, as I said, I vote aye.
20             And I think there are eight of us.  And the vote
21    was eight in favor and zero opposed.
22             Is there anything further that we need to take
23    care of before we recess this proceeding?
24             (No response.)
25             CHMN. KATZ: Hearing nothing, I want to thank
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 1    everybody for their participation.
 2             Our next hearing for the Committee Members is I
 3    believe on March the 14th in Florence, Arizona.  And I'm
 4    encouraging everybody, if they can, to be physically
 5    present if you are able.  I understand some of you, it's
 6    a hardship or a long-distance trip, and I understand
 7    that.
 8             Anyway, I appreciate all of you.
 9             And the last thing I would ask is we need APS to
10    make sure that this CEC, as approved and edited, gets
11    sent to Tod.  Tod and I will probably meet tomorrow or on
12    Friday, and I'll make sure it's in proper order and sign
13    off on it, and we'll get it back to you.
14             Thank you all.
15             (The hearing concluded at 1:49 p.m.)
16   
17   
18   
19   
20   
21   
22   
23   
24   
25   
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 1  STATE OF ARIZONA       )
                           )
 2  COUNTY OF MARICOPA     )
   
 3       BE IT KNOWN that the foregoing proceedings were
    taken before me; that the foregoing pages are a full,
 4  true, and accurate record of the proceedings, all done to
    the best of my skill and ability; that the proceedings
 5  were taken down by me in shorthand and thereafter reduced
    to print under my direction.
 6 
         I CERTIFY that I am in no way related to any of the
 7  parties hereto nor am I in any way interested in the
    outcome hereof.
 8 
         I CERTIFY that I have complied with the ethical
 9  obligations set forth in ACJA 7-206(F)(3) and
    ACJA 7-206(J)(1)(g)(1) and (2).  Dated at Phoenix,
10  Arizona, this 6th day of March, 2022.
   
11 
   
12 
   
13 
               ___________________________________
14                     CAROLYN T. SULLIVAN
                    Arizona Certified Reporter
15                          No. 50528
   
16 
   
17 
         I CERTIFY that COASH & COASH, INC., has complied
18  with the ethical obligations set forth in
    ACJA 7-206(J)(1)(g)(1) through (6).
19 
   
20 
   
21 
   
22 
   
23 
                __________________________________
24                     COASH & COASH, INC.
                     Arizona Registered Firm
25                          No. R1036
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 1            CHMN. KATZ:  Good morning, everybody.  I think
  


 2   everybody has their morning cups of coffee filled, so I
  


 3   think we're ready to get started.  This is the third day
  


 4   of our hearing in the West Valley Central 230kV
  


 5   Connection Project.
  


 6            And we now have approximate -- it's almost ten
  


 7   minutes after 9, and we'll get started.
  


 8            Counsel, we are now, I think, getting to the
  


 9   noise-related environmental issues.
  


10            MR. DERSTINE:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Good
  


11   morning.  Members of the Committee, good morning.
  


12            CHMN. KATZ:  Hold on just a second.  I notice
  


13   that Member Little and Member Grinnell always have their
  


14   cameras on.  But I would ask you if you have your camera
  


15   on that your video is on so that we make sure we have a
  


16   quorum.  But I would appreciate it if you are
  


17   participating virtually.
  


18            That being said, Mr. Derstine, please feel free
  


19   to begin.
  


20            MR. DERSTINE:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
  


21            MR. DERSTINE:  We left off yesterday.
  


22   Mr. Simpson took us through 90 percent or 95 percent of
  


23   the environmental studies that were performed --
  


24            CHMN. KATZ:  Let me just interrupt you for just
  


25   a second.  I'm getting a double sound.  It's delayed, so
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 1   I'm hearing an echo.
  


 2            (Off the record for technical issue.)
  


 3            CHMN. KATZ:  Okay.
  


 4
  


 5          DAVID WILEY, KEVIN DUNCAN, RANDALL SIMPSON,
  


 6                       AND KRISTIN DARR,
  


 7   called as witnesses as a panel on behalf of Applicant,
  


 8   having been previously sworn by the Chairman to speak the
  


 9   truth and nothing but the truth, were examined and
  


10   testified as follows:
  


11
  


12                   DIRECT EXAMINATION (Cont.)
  


13   BY MR. DERSTINE:
  


14      Q.    We covered the bulk of your environmental
  


15   analysis, but one of the topics that any applicant
  


16   seeking a CEC from this Committee is required to study
  


17   and present to the Committee is noise impacts,
  


18   anticipated noise of the project.
  


19            Mr. Wiley, you're going to cover the noise
  


20   studies that was performed for the West Valley Central
  


21   Project.
  


22      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Certainly.  APS performed noise
  


23   impact analysis under various weather conditions,
  


24   including light rain conditions and fair weather
  


25   conditions.
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 1            If you take a look at the right-hand screen,
  


 2   you'll see two different plots.  The top plot here
  


 3   represents fair weather conditions.  In the worst case,
  


 4   it would be about 13 decibels of audible noise in fair
  


 5   weather conditions.  The bottom plot shows noise impacts
  


 6   under light rain conditions.  Under light rain
  


 7   conditions, we can expect up to 25 decibels of audible
  


 8   noise.
  


 9            If you take a look at the temperature gauge, if
  


10   you will, on the right-hand side, it gives you some
  


11   insight into what level that would be.  And 40 decibels
  


12   would be a soft whisper from 5 feet away.  And, again,
  


13   the worst-case scenario of light rain, you would be about
  


14   25 decibels.
  


15      Q.    The noise as you've modeled it here, the noise
  


16   that would be generated by the segments of the project,
  


17   is it comparable, the same as, what we would anticipate
  


18   from other 230kV lines on APS's system?
  


19      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, it is.  It is comparable with
  


20   other 230kV lines.  These lines are located in
  


21   industrial, residential, and agricultural areas and, as
  


22   you heard on the site tour yesterday, the operations of
  


23   Luke Air Force.  So we do feel that there will be minimal
  


24   noise impacts due to this project.
  


25      Q.    Anything else you want to add on noise impacts
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 1   or anticipated noise impacts?
  


 2      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  No.
  


 3      Q.    So, Mr. Simpson, that takes us back to you to
  


 4   kind of wrap this all up for the Committee in terms of
  


 5   the environmental analysis, your analysis and your
  


 6   opinions regarding the impact of the project.
  


 7            And I guess, ultimately, is it compatible?  Is
  


 8   it environmentally compatible, to use the term that's
  


 9   applied to these projects and that the Committee takes
  


10   into consideration?
  


11      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Thank you.
  


12            Yes.  Everything we've discussed during the
  


13   hearings and even in the field yesterday is included in
  


14   our application and exhibits.  There's a fair amount of
  


15   detail in those studies.  All of our methodologies, all
  


16   of the results of our impact assessment is included in
  


17   there as well as conclusions for each of the different
  


18   environmental disciplines.
  


19            So we feel pretty confident in our findings
  


20   here.  This was a long process, and we had a lot of good
  


21   engagement with the public and the agencies.  So the
  


22   conclusions that we're making are based on the technical
  


23   studies we've completed, the field work we've done, and
  


24   the participation we've had from the public and agencies.
  


25   And it also included a lot of analysis from APS on the
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 1   operations and engineering side.  And all that blended
  


 2   together to come up with these proposed routes that we
  


 3   have deemed environmentally compatible.
  


 4            A couple things I'd like to point out is that
  


 5   because the lines are primarily located in industrial
  


 6   areas or areas that we anticipate will be industrial in
  


 7   the future, they do conform to the applicable general and
  


 8   comprehensive plans that each of the jurisdictions have
  


 9   that we cross.  And, you know, that was an important
  


10   early consideration when we first started gathering data.
  


11   And as the route processing was done, it became evident
  


12   that that was the best location for this project.
  


13            We are located adjacent to 5 1/2 miles of
  


14   existing transmission lines, so about half the project
  


15   area.  We have 8 miles of roadway that we're paralleling,
  


16   which has a high degree of compatibility, oftentimes
  


17   sharing common rights-of-way.  We have 1 mile of
  


18   railroad, and we have four substations which exist and
  


19   one that will be build in relation to this project, that
  


20   being the TS-2 Substation.
  


21            Overall, our conclusion is that we don't have
  


22   any adverse impacts to existing and planned land uses,
  


23   recreation resources, visual resources, cultural
  


24   resources, and biological resources.
  


25            There are impacts out there.  We've disclosed
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 1   those in our findings.  It's very difficult to construct
  


 2   one of these projects without having some sort of impact;
  


 3   but considering the whole environment of this area, these
  


 4   routes minimize the impacts and don't have any
  


 5   substantial impacts that would be considered as, you
  


 6   know, a restriction for developing this type of project.
  


 7            Again, the design standards that APS employs on
  


 8   these projects as well as selective mitigation measures
  


 9   are intended to further reduce any impacts.  They do
  


10   include a number of things, for example, using dull
  


11   metal-finish towers, spanning of certain sensitive
  


12   features that may be in a given area.  Nonspecular
  


13   conductors.  A lot of that is kind of part of their
  


14   standard design nowadays with these mines.  And that
  


15   helps to reduce some of the impacts.
  


16            Other areas, you know, they may take specific
  


17   actions to reduce impacts.  We've heard some about the
  


18   potential for undergrounding.  That would be a specific
  


19   mitigation measure that they could include if that is the
  


20   decision the Committee makes to reduce impacts.
  


21            And, again, I mentioned this yesterday, we have
  


22   seven letters of support from various entities, Luke Air
  


23   Force Base being an important part of that.  It included
  


24   letters from the agencies that are responsible for
  


25   administering plans and approvals in this area.
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 1            And then a couple of key land developers that we
  


 2   worked very closely with who own a large portion of the
  


 3   open space or the developable land in the area.  So we
  


 4   had a lot of discussions with landowners.  And at the end
  


 5   of those discussions, we got a lot of support from them.
  


 6   And we have an understanding of how their designs are
  


 7   going to go forward, and they have expressed pretty
  


 8   explicitly where they would like the location of the
  


 9   lines to be.  And I think that's going to help APS when
  


10   they move into their right-of-way acquisition phase and
  


11   also their design phase.  It should really do a lot to
  


12   help move that process along.
  


13            So, overall, in conclusion, I want to emphasize
  


14   the total process taking many months, and I think we had
  


15   a lot of support from the community.  And we have the
  


16   best routes given the over 50 miles of route alternatives
  


17   that we studied.
  


18            MR. DERSTINE:  Member Grinnell, I think I saw
  


19   you on the screen, but was there a question you had?
  


20            MEMBER GRINNELL:  No.  I was just going to -- I
  


21   was back to the previous slide that discussed -- one of
  


22   our conditions is about radio waves and radio towers,
  


23   television.  I just wanted to make sure that that's all
  


24   been addressed.
  


25      Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  Mr. Simpson, can you speak to
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 1   that.  Are you aware of any potential for interference
  


 2   with radio towers or radio communication or cell towers
  


 3   within proximity to the new proposed transmission lines?
  


 4      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes.  Thank you for the question.
  


 5            APS did evaluate those types of interference,
  


 6   and that is included in Exhibit I, and there were no
  


 7   expected interferences.
  


 8            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Thank you.
  


 9            MR. DERSTINE:  Thank you for raising that,
  


10   Member Grinnell.
  


11            MR. SIMPSON:  This question was asked yesterday,
  


12   and maybe this is a good place to introduce that.  There
  


13   was a question about the proximity of the residences
  


14   within a half mile of the routes.  And I did do some
  


15   tabulations to identify the number of residences that are
  


16   in proximity to the route just for perspective.  These
  


17   aren't precise counts.  I wasn't able to go out in the
  


18   field to verify them, but I used some pretty reliable
  


19   aerial imagery and feel like these numbers are fairly
  


20   accurate or at least representative of the number of
  


21   homes near the lines.
  


22            The Agua Fria Ranch community, which is north of
  


23   Peoria, this long stretch -- or, excuse me -- north of
  


24   Olive Avenue in Youngtown is one of the communities
  


25   that's adjacent to the line.  And if you look at a half
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 1   mile from the line, it takes you approximately halfway up
  


 2   the subdivision.  And I estimated there to be about 290
  


 3   homes in that area.  So give or take 300 would be a
  


 4   reasonable reference for that.
  


 5            For the north side of the Suncliff Subdivision,
  


 6   which is located between Olive and Northern, I estimated
  


 7   there to be approximately 400.
  


 8            At the south end of the Agua Fria -- or, excuse
  


 9   me -- Suncliff Subdivision along the Agua Fria River, it
  


10   narrows here.  This was one of our stops yesterday.  I
  


11   estimated there to be about 145 homes in that area within
  


12   a half mile of route.
  


13            And then in the Dysart Ranchettes area along
  


14   Peoria, I estimated to be approximately 125, which would
  


15   be up in this vicinity right here.  So a half mile north
  


16   of Peoria Avenue.
  


17            And then we have some of those more isolated
  


18   rural residences we pointed out in the field tour, a few
  


19   of which exist along Olive Avenue.  There's approximately
  


20   ten in this area.  There are a few along Litchfield Road,
  


21   which are set inside the farming operations there.  And
  


22   there are about three on the east side of the road and
  


23   then two that I'm aware of on the west side.
  


24            So, in total, approximately 975.  So give or
  


25   take 1,000 would be a reasonable estimate within a half


      COASH & COASH, INC.                  602-258-1440
      www.coashandcoash.com                 Phoenix, AZ







LS CASE NO. 198      VOLUME III      03/02/2022 342


  


 1   mile.
  


 2            Maybe to further break that down to give some
  


 3   perspective, if you were to half that distance, so a
  


 4   quarter mile, you would probably expect 500 residences.
  


 5   At an eighth mile, which is about 660 feet, so two
  


 6   football field lengths, which is a pretty good distance,
  


 7   you could assume a quarter of that.  So maybe 2- to 300
  


 8   would be a reasonable estimate for that.
  


 9            And so I think the question is why don't we get
  


10   more participation.  And I actually feel like when I
  


11   compare this to a lot of projects I've worked on, we had
  


12   fairly good participation.  It's not uncommon to have
  


13   fairly large study areas and a lot of population.  If you
  


14   get two or three hundred comments, it's probably a pretty
  


15   good process, pretty good results.  Sometimes we work on
  


16   projects where we get very little input, and sometimes
  


17   you get a lot.
  


18            But compared to some projects in the West
  


19   Valley, I think we got a very similar level of
  


20   participation.  And I think, as Ms. Darr said, the people
  


21   that are in close proximity to the routes are probably
  


22   the most likely to participate, and I think that's what
  


23   we're seeing to some degree here.
  


24      Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  And I guess to close the point
  


25   on the number of residences, whether they were a half
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 1   mile away or 660 feet away, they were within our study
  


 2   area, notification area, and received newsletters and had
  


 3   an opportunity to provide comment?
  


 4      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yeah.  Our notification would
  


 5   have been at least a mile outside of any proposed
  


 6   alternative, so quite a broad area.
  


 7      Q.    All right.  Mr. Wiley, I need to circle back
  


 8   with you on one item, and that is APS Exhibit 20, which
  


 9   is the letter from Mr. Abinah, the Utilities Division
  


10   director.  As always, the Chairman solicits input from
  


11   Commission Staff.  In this case, it's a letter dated
  


12   February 23, 2021.  Do you have that letter in front of
  


13   you?
  


14      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, I do.
  


15      Q.    Under the -- on the second page under
  


16   Conclusions and Recommendations, it states:   Based on
  


17   Staff's review of the Application, as well as the
  


18   Applicant's response to Staff's issued data request,
  


19   Staff believes the reliability and safety of the grid
  


20   would be maintained within the proposed 230kV
  


21   transmission lines.
  


22            Did I read that correctly.
  


23      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, you did.
  


24      Q.    The conclusions go on to state that Staff
  


25   recommends inclusion, as a condition of the CEC, the
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 1   standard cathodic study condition to evaluate the risk of
  


 2   any existing natural gas or hazardous liquid pipelines.
  


 3            Is that condition contained in APS's proposed
  


 4   form of CEC?
  


 5      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, it is.
  


 6            CHMN. KATZ:  And I would comment we would
  


 7   include it whether or not you had already done so, but I
  


 8   appreciate that you've done that.
  


 9      Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  And then the last point raised
  


10   in APS-20, Staff's recommendations, Staff further
  


11   recommends inclusion, as a condition to this CEC, the
  


12   requirement for the Applicant to lower the affected
  


13   transmission structures on Route A to at or below 1,235
  


14   Mean Sea Level as requested by Luke Air Force Base.
  


15            And I think what they're referring to there is
  


16   to Luke's letter, which is APS-15, Luke Air Force Base
  


17   letter dated January 21, 2022.
  


18            How do we translate 1,235 mean sea level as a
  


19   height restriction into structures?  As I understand it,
  


20   APS is requesting authorization to build structures that
  


21   will support the segments, the line segments of this
  


22   project, that will range up to 195 feet.
  


23            Is that at or below the 1,235 mean sea level
  


24   height?
  


25      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  I believe that could vary depending
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 1   on the specific location of that structure.  However, APS
  


 2   will adhere to Luke's requirement of being at 1,235 feet
  


 3   within their APZ.
  


 4      Q.    Okay.  So the request in terms of heights that I
  


 5   think Mr. Duncan covered for the structures, we're happy
  


 6   to include and abide by Luke's request and include a
  


 7   condition in the CEC that ensures that we don't exceed
  


 8   that height limitation on Route A, which is the specific
  


 9   focus of Luke's comment, right?
  


10      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes.
  


11      Q.    All right.  Mr. Simpson gave us the conclusions,
  


12   the environmental conclusions, and kind of wrapped up all
  


13   the issues that come into play when we're developing a
  


14   project like this from an environmental perspective.
  


15            I wanted to circle back with the members of the
  


16   panel and see if you had any final comments.  Maybe we'll
  


17   start with you, Mr. Wiley, since you started us off back
  


18   on Monday with a discussion of the purpose and need for
  


19   the project.
  


20      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes.  I believe that the three
  


21   separate lines that we're requesting do meet the needs of
  


22   our customer, and they will serve the ultimate load of
  


23   245 megawatts.
  


24            Additionally, this allows them to meet their
  


25   reliability requirements without needing backup diesel
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 1   generation and along with that, the emissions and the
  


 2   noise impact that that would bring.
  


 3            Lastly, it allows us to continue to allow for
  


 4   economic development within the project area.
  


 5      Q.    There's a bullet there that says Regulatory
  


 6   Requirements.  I think that refers to the topics that you
  


 7   and I just covered in terms of Staff's requests in terms
  


 8   of proposed conditions for the CEC; is that right?
  


 9      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, that's correct.
  


10      Q.    Before I get to you, Ms. Darr, let me turn back
  


11   to Mr. Duncan.  If you have anything you'd like to --
  


12   final words you would like to say to the Committee
  


13   concerning the project and aspects of the project for
  


14   which you were responsible.  And I've got some funny
  


15   feedback on my mic at the moment.
  


16      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Thank you, Mr. Derstine.
  


17            So I just want to thank my fellow panelists here
  


18   for the thorough and accurate story that they've told
  


19   about this project and just want to conclude by
  


20   emphasizing that this project meets APS's requirements to
  


21   fulfill our customer request.  And this project is
  


22   designed not only to fulfill that purpose and need but to
  


23   meet it in a way that minimizes the impacts while still
  


24   meeting that purpose and need.
  


25            As Mr. Simpson stated, it does not eliminate
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 1   impacts.  Projects of this nature have impacts.  But we
  


 2   have diligently worked to identify a project route and
  


 3   segments that are compatible.  Compatible with the nature
  


 4   of the study area.  Compatible.  They're not zero impact.
  


 5   They do have impacts, but they are compatible, and they
  


 6   minimize those impacts.
  


 7            We have done a diligent and thorough public
  


 8   outreach process to inform the public and gain support
  


 9   when available but also identify those issues and work to
  


10   address those issues and have done so as best we can
  


11   while still meeting the objectives that we have to
  


12   fulfill our purpose and need for our customers.
  


13            As Mr. Simpson testified, we went through a very
  


14   thorough siting study.  And through regular and routine
  


15   processes that this Committee has seen before and
  


16   approved projects through, we followed this process to
  


17   identify a reasonable set of alternatives that were
  


18   feasible and constructable, provided opportunity for our
  


19   stakeholders to hear about those and provide input.  And
  


20   we have designed, again, a project that best fits all
  


21   those.
  


22            And as Mr. Simpson has stated, the fact that we
  


23   have widespread support from multiple jurisdictions in a
  


24   very complex area is a testament to the thoroughness of
  


25   our public outreach, the thoroughness of our stakeholder
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 1   outreach, as well as the fact that we have identified a
  


 2   project that does not conflict with the interests of
  


 3   these multiple jurisdictions and the objectives that each
  


 4   of those agencies have.
  


 5            Seven letters from multiple jurisdictions
  


 6   supporting our process or even supporting the proposed
  


 7   route is a tremendous achievement on a project of this
  


 8   nature and should not be discounted in terms of what that
  


 9   means for your consideration.
  


10            Again, this project is located in compatible
  


11   spaces, meets the project purpose and need, is
  


12   environmentally compatible, and meets the objectives of
  


13   the factors that we are asked to consider for any project
  


14   that we bring forward in front of this Committee.
  


15            So thank you for your consideration on our
  


16   project.
  


17      Q.    Ms. Darr, I know that you know, now having been
  


18   before this Committee, that the Committee takes very
  


19   seriously the need for public outreach and how important
  


20   that is to engage the public and getting their feedback
  


21   and input as best we can.  I mean, we can't force people
  


22   to open their mailbox and read what's in there, but we do
  


23   our best, through a variety of channels, to communicate
  


24   with them about our project and ask them to give us input
  


25   and feedback that we can then use that informs our
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 1   decisions about the project.
  


 2            Why don't you give us your wrap-up and any final
  


 3   words you'd like to present to the Committee on the
  


 4   outreach and public engagement campaign.
  


 5      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Thank you, Mr. Derstine.
  


 6            Chairman Katz and Members of the Committee, I
  


 7   appreciate this very much, being my life's work, public
  


 8   and stakeholder involvement and engagement.  I appreciate
  


 9   the importance that you place on stakeholder and public
  


10   involvement.
  


11            It is never appropriate to apply a cookie-cutter
  


12   approach to stakeholder and public involvement.  And we
  


13   had some unique challenges, as on all projects, but we
  


14   had some is unique challenges on this project, one being
  


15   the COVID-19 pandemic and another being the complexity
  


16   and rapid development of the study area.  And it is
  


17   always a challenge to engage the public in infrastructure
  


18   projects.  It is never easy to get a lot of response.
  


19   But we did develop a deliberate strategy and had a robust
  


20   attempt to reaching out to the public in this area.
  


21            Just to recap, we began by interacting with the
  


22   various affected jurisdictions in the study area, and we
  


23   interacted with them throughout the process as the
  


24   process unfolded.
  


25            We mailed newsletters three times during the
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 1   project to approximately 38,000 residents and businesses
  


 2   in this area.
  


 3            We had a website that provided information and
  


 4   opportunity to comment that was live throughout this
  


 5   process and is still live today.
  


 6            We held live virtual meetings so that we could
  


 7   have direct I want to say face-to-face interaction.  It
  


 8   wasn't in person, but we still could see faces.
  


 9            Also some other direct interaction was achieved
  


10   through the telephone hotline.  I had the opportunity to
  


11   speak with several residents and property owners in the
  


12   area and explain the project and answer their questions.
  


13            We also reached out -- APS reached out via
  


14   social media and did that by paid advertisements, which
  


15   is different than organic posts because they are targeted
  


16   to specific areas.
  


17            And APS also sent emails to customers in the
  


18   study area.  So if someone didn't read their mail, maybe
  


19   they read their email.
  


20            Finally, we had an email address where people
  


21   were able to email us.  It was me that answered those
  


22   emails.  And so we were able to have interaction that
  


23   way.
  


24            I'm very pleased to have the opportunity to work
  


25   on the project and very pleased to have had this
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 1   opportunity to participate in these hearings.  So I thank
  


 2   you, and that's all.
  


 3      Q.    Thank you.
  


 4            MR. DERSTINE:  Mr. Chairman, that concludes our
  


 5   case.  I'm ready to make our witnesses available for
  


 6   cross.  I can move our exhibits at this time, or I can
  


 7   wait till the completion of the cross.  Whatever your
  


 8   pleasure is.
  


 9            CHMN. KATZ:  If you wanted to offer the exhibits
  


10   that are marked as APS exhibits, you may do so.
  


11            MR. DERSTINE:  All right.  I would move the
  


12   admission of the following:   APS-1, which is the
  


13   application for Certificate of Environmental
  


14   Compatibility.  Mr. Duncan spoke to that.
  


15            APS Exhibits 2, 3, 4, and 5 are the witness
  


16   background slides that were used and/or part of APS-6.
  


17            And APS-6 is marked as the entire slide deck,
  


18   the PowerPoint slides that were presented here in the
  


19   hearing room on the left and the right screen and were
  


20   presented by Zoom to the Members of the Committee who are
  


21   appearing virtually and to member of the public.  The
  


22   witnesses have testified to those slides and testified to
  


23   the accuracy of the information contained in those slides
  


24   and maps.
  


25            APS-8 -- I'll skip APS-7 for the moment.
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 1            APS-8 is the Affidavit of Publication.
  


 2   Mr. Duncan testified concerning the Notice of Hearing
  


 3   that was published and the evidence of the publication
  


 4   contained in APS-8.
  


 5            APS-9, the proof of the delivery of the
  


 6   application to the library locations as required by the
  


 7   Chairman's Procedural Order.
  


 8            APS-10 is the proof of the website posting.
  


 9   That was testified to by Mr. Duncan.
  


10            APS-11 is the proof of notice to the affected
  


11   jurisdictions.  Again, Mr. Duncan covered that in his
  


12   testimony.
  


13            APS-12 is the proof of the posting of the signs
  


14   that we saw on the route tour but are also included with
  


15   the map that's included on APS-12.
  


16            The APS-13 is the summary of public outreach
  


17   that was testified to extensively by Ms. Darr.  APS-13 is
  


18   simply a narrative description or a summary of what's
  


19   contained in Exhibit J to the application.
  


20            APS Exhibits 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18 are the
  


21   letters of support that Mr. Duncan and Mr. Simpson just
  


22   referred to that came as a result of the engagement and
  


23   outreach with those agencies or entities.
  


24            APS-19 is the route itinerary and the map that
  


25   we followed on our tour on Tuesday morning.
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 1            APS-20 is the letter dated February 23, 2022,
  


 2   from Commission Staff that Mr. Wiley spoke to just a
  


 3   moment ago.
  


 4            APS-21 is a photo of the riser structure that
  


 5   will be utilized if -- as agreed to with the City of
  


 6   Peoria, APS's investigation of the possibility of
  


 7   undergrounding along the segment of Route G that borders
  


 8   on the City of Peoria.  If that segment can be
  


 9   undergrounded, we would need to utilize a riser
  


10   structure.  So APS-21 supplements the structures that are
  


11   presented in Exhibit G to the application.  And our
  


12   intent would be that that photograph would serve as an
  


13   example of the type of structure that we request the
  


14   Committee to approve as an alternative to the overhead
  


15   construction along Route G if we're able to do that
  


16   safely and reliably.
  


17            22 is the letter from the Game and Fish
  


18   Department that Mr. Simpson spoke to.
  


19            APS-23 is the letter from the State Historic
  


20   Preservation Office that Mr. Simpson testified to.
  


21            So I would move those exhibits.  It would be
  


22   APS-1 through 6, 8 through 23 for admission.
  


23            APS-24 is the form of the CEC.  I know,
  


24   Mr. Chairman, you'll be having your own form of CEC that
  


25   we'll screen.  But I guess I would move the admission of
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 1   24 and include that simply because the corridor map and
  


 2   the corridor description are contained in APS-24.  And
  


 3   whatever form of CEC we ultimately utilize, I think
  


 4   APS-24 includes the map and the corridor description that
  


 5   we would ask that the Committee consider and approve as
  


 6   part of any CEC that's granted for the project.  So 24
  


 7   would be included.
  


 8            I skipped APS-7 for the reason that that was an
  


 9   early draft of a proposed form of CEC, and it's been
  


10   replaced by 24.
  


11            So everything other than 7, APS-1 through 24.
  


12            CHMN. KATZ:  Are there any objections?
  


13            MR. GOLESTAN:  Just some clarification.  It's my
  


14   understanding that APS-7 contains the changes that we
  


15   discussed about undergrounding.  Is it reflected anywhere
  


16   else?
  


17            MR. DERSTINE:  It's also reflected in APS-24,
  


18   the same language.
  


19            MR. GOLESTAN:  The same portion is in 24?
  


20            MR. DERSTINE:  Exactly the same language in
  


21   terms of the form of CEC.
  


22            In includes -- what are the changes,
  


23   Ms. Benally, if you can comment, between 7 to 24?
  


24            MS. BENALLY:  Good morning, Mr. Chairman and
  


25   Committee.
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 1            The changes that are in APS-24 as compared to 7
  


 2   is essentially the corridor map has moved to final form
  


 3   for the Committee's consideration.  So it excludes all
  


 4   the references to "proposed," "preferred," all of those
  


 5   types of descriptives.  So it's in final form, if you
  


 6   will, that could essentially be attached to the proposed
  


 7   form of order that is voted on by the Committee today.
  


 8            MR. DERSTINE:  So I guess, speaking to
  


 9   Mr. Golestan's question about the parties, APS and the
  


10   City of Peoria, as an intervenor, have had ongoing
  


11   discussions about resolving the City's concerns about
  


12   Route G.  And so we had included, I believe, some draft
  


13   language that we've been discussing.
  


14            But I don't know that that language has made its
  


15   way into 24.  Is that correct, Ms. Benally?
  


16            MS. BENALLY:  The potential to underground a
  


17   segment of Route G, based on investigation that APS is
  


18   performing or will perform, is illustrated in the
  


19   call-out No. 12 in the corridor map.  The narrative
  


20   description also, under Route G, does indicate or explain
  


21   that the potential underground corridor would extend up
  


22   to 2,000 feet west of the existing El Sol-White Tanks
  


23   230kV corridor.  So it does include that language in the
  


24   event that that undergrounding option is available for us
  


25   to construct.


      COASH & COASH, INC.                  602-258-1440
      www.coashandcoash.com                 Phoenix, AZ







LS CASE NO. 198      VOLUME III      03/02/2022 356


  


 1            MR. DERSTINE:  And we can table APS-24.  Again,
  


 2   it's the form of --
  


 3            CHMN. KATZ:  Well, at this juncture, Exhibits 1
  


 4   through 6 have been offered into evidence.  7 has not
  


 5   been.  Exhibits 8 through 24 have been admitted.
  


 6            I will admit all of those except No. 24 at this
  


 7   time, and that can be offered at a later point in time.
  


 8            (Exhibits APS-1 through APS-6 and APS-8 through
  


 9   APS-23 were admitted into evidence.)
  


10             CHMN. KATZ:  The other thing I did before
  


11   cross-examination is I spoke with all three of the
  


12   attorneys earlier today.  And Tod, with my help, has
  


13   redrafted the CEC with very minor changes but hasn't yet
  


14   sent it out to the parties because we were waiting to see
  


15   whether or not we were going to add an additional
  


16   condition with agreed-upon language regarding the
  


17   potential or the investigation for potentially
  


18   undergrounding the segment.
  


19            And if the parties have approved of that
  


20   language, I'd like you to send that to Tod Brewer.  Tod
  


21   will incorporate that into Chairman Exhibit No. 1 and 2.
  


22   No. 1 will be in PDF format so it is permanent.  And the
  


23   other version will be in Word.  And we will wordsmith
  


24   things as we go and offer any amendments and so forth as
  


25   we proceed.  But I don't know if we have that language or
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 1   not agreed to.
  


 2            MR. DERSTINE:  We do.  It's my understanding
  


 3   that APS has agreed to language that's suggested by the
  


 4   City through counsel.  We've reviewed it, and this
  


 5   proposed condition language is acceptable.  We can email
  


 6   it to Tod now, and then it can be screened and considered
  


 7   by the Committee when we get there.
  


 8            CHMN. KATZ:  That's fine.  And go ahead and
  


 9   email it to Tod indicating that -- well, you don't need
  


10   to.  I already texted him earlier that there may be an
  


11   additional condition.  Once that's added, I'll instruct
  


12   whoever you want us to send the Word version and the PDF
  


13   version, to.  You'll let Tod know where to send that.
  


14   I'll have Tod send that by email to the Committee Members
  


15   so those who are appearing virtually will have it.  Those
  


16   who are here will see it up on the screen.  But if you
  


17   could get me a hard copy of the CEC once it's revised and
  


18   Tod sends it to you, I would appreciate it.
  


19            MR. DERSTINE:  We'll do it.
  


20            CHMN. KATZ:  We can go ahead with
  


21   cross-examination.
  


22
  


23                       CROSS-EXAMINATION
  


24   BY MR. GOLESTAN:
  


25      Q.    Okay.  Good morning.  Let's see.  Who shall I
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 1   start with.
  


 2            I think Ms. Darr.
  


 3      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
  


 4      Q.    Since you finished, I guess we'll start with
  


 5   you.
  


 6            Okay.  On your direct examination, you mentioned
  


 7   that you had some comments -- you had comments in many
  


 8   different forms that mentioned various routes or
  


 9   mentioned Olive and Northern route.  For the comments
  


10   that you receive online, do you confirm that those
  


11   comments come from within the study area?
  


12      A.    (Ms. Darr)  People -- some people provided their
  


13   address, and others did not.
  


14      Q.    Okay.  So when you have an address, are you able
  


15   to confirm if that comment came from within the study
  


16   area?
  


17      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I would be able to do that, yes.
  


18      Q.    Did you do that in this case?
  


19      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I have not gone through each of the
  


20   comments and confirmed that they are from within the
  


21   study area.
  


22      Q.    And then in the instances where you don't have
  


23   an address, you're unable to confirm whether that person
  


24   is within the study area?
  


25      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Correct.
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 1      Q.    You discussed a lot of outreach in your direct
  


 2   examination.  You specifically mentioned the importance
  


 3   of outreach to Glendale and El Mirage, working with them.
  


 4   And that in working with them, they were accommodated and
  


 5   change were made.  Could you describe what sorts of
  


 6   changes were made to this proposal as a result of the
  


 7   collaboration with Glendale and El Mirage.
  


 8      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I'd like to go back to the first
  


 9   question really quickly based another thought, and I will
  


10   answer your question.
  


11      Q.    Thanks.
  


12      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Some people didn't necessarily give
  


13   an address, but they said, My house is in this
  


14   neighborhood, or things like that.  So there were ways to
  


15   infer that a comment came from the study area other than
  


16   people providing an address.  Not very many people
  


17   provided their actual, physical address, but there was
  


18   some descriptive language.
  


19      Q.    But the point is, even with an address, you
  


20   didn't go through and confirm them?
  


21      A.    (Ms. Darr)  No, I have not done that.
  


22      Q.    And even with the descriptive address, you
  


23   didn't go through and confirm that somebody that says
  


24   they live in the Ranchettes -- Dysart Ranchettes, you
  


25   didn't go through and confirm that they lived in the
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 1   Ranchettes community, right?
  


 2      A.    (Ms. Darr)  No, sir.
  


 3      Q.    Going back to the outreach that you discussed on
  


 4   direct examination.  You specifically mentioned Glendale
  


 5   and El Mirage as being important to your outreach.  So
  


 6   I'd like to know what sorts of changes that were made to
  


 7   this application essentially in response to the feedback
  


 8   you received from Glendale and El Mirage.
  


 9      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Mr. Simpson would have to answer
  


10   what sorts of changes would have been made.  But what I
  


11   was referring to was those entities providing information
  


12   about land development.
  


13      Q.    Okay.  I'd like to move on to talk about COVID
  


14   because I know you mentioned, obviously, doing this
  


15   outreach during COVID was a unique challenge, obviously
  


16   unprecedented.  I don't think anybody has lived through a
  


17   pandemic.  Nobody is over 100 years old, so nobody has
  


18   lived through a pandemic here.
  


19            I just want to talk about staffing.  Did you
  


20   have any difficulties with staffing during this time.
  


21      A.    (Ms. Darr)  No, I did not.
  


22      Q.    Any difficulties with mail or things of that
  


23   nature?
  


24      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I wouldn't be able to answer that
  


25   because APS did the mailing in-house.
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 1      Q.    So you're not aware of any mailing difficulties?
  


 2      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I wasn't made aware of any.
  


 3      Q.    And in analyzing the number of your responses
  


 4   overall that you've received, how would you compare the
  


 5   responses that you received to this application that
  


 6   happened during COVID to other projects that you've
  


 7   worked on before COVID?  Did you ever see a substantial
  


 8   difference in the number of responses?
  


 9      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I did not.
  


10      Q.    In any format?
  


11      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I would say that we are receiving
  


12   more responses nowadays on this and other projects than
  


13   we generally would because of the availability of the
  


14   information online.
  


15      Q.    Okay.  But you don't have any specific numbers
  


16   to say it's more or less or otherwise?
  


17      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I don't have any specific numbers,
  


18   but I have hundreds of projects of experience to base my
  


19   statement on.
  


20      Q.    Okay.  I want to move to talk about the
  


21   mailings, because you mentioned on direct examination
  


22   that you didn't send them certified mail.  Does that mean
  


23   they weren't tracked in any way with the U.S. mail?
  


24      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I'm not aware of any way to track
  


25   U.S. mail.
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 1      Q.    And you didn't send it with a mechanism whereby
  


 2   it could be tracked?  Let me ask it that way.
  


 3      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I didn't send it.  APS's mail house
  


 4   sent it.
  


 5      Q.    Okay.  That's a good answer to my question.  But
  


 6   you're not aware that APS's mail house sent it with any
  


 7   tracking mechanism?  That's what you said in your direct
  


 8   examination.  They were not sent certified.
  


 9      A.    (Ms. Darr)  They were not sent certified to my
  


10   knowledge.
  


11      Q.    Okay.  And is that a best practice? I mean, in
  


12   this sort of thing, does that meet best practices in your
  


13   industry, sending these U.S. mail, not tracked or
  


14   certified?
  


15      A.    (Ms. Darr)  That is standard practice.  I have
  


16   had instances on other projects where there's a very
  


17   small area and we need access to a person's property.
  


18   And if we can't get them to answer the door, if we knock
  


19   on the door or something, that something would be sent
  


20   certified mail.  Very small numbers.  In an area of
  


21   38,000 addresses, I have never experienced that size of
  


22   mailing being sent certified.
  


23      Q.    You also talked about paid advertisements such
  


24   as ones posted on social media, including Facebook.  Do
  


25   you remember that discussion?
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 1      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
  


 2      Q.    And you mentioned Facebook uses geofencing to
  


 3   determine the boundaries of the targets of those ads.
  


 4   Right?
  


 5      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
  


 6      Q.    If we look at -- if we look at APS-6, the
  


 7   project study area -- let me pull a page number for
  


 8   you -- that included the geofencing.  Do you remember
  


 9   looking at that slide?
  


10      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
  


11      Q.    Okay.  That's APS-6.  The physical page number
  


12   on that is 93.  The digital PDF page number is 100.  Let
  


13   me know when you're looking at that sheet.
  


14      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Okay.  I've got it.
  


15      Q.    Okay.  So this project study area, again, APS-6,
  


16   page 93, PDF page 100, that shows the overall study area,
  


17   right?
  


18      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
  


19      Q.    And then within that study area, it shows three
  


20   circles indicating the geofencing locations of the target
  


21   ads?
  


22      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
  


23      Q.    You would agree with me that the three
  


24   geofencing circles within the study area are smaller than
  


25   the entirety of the study area?
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 1      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
  


 2      Q.    And you would agree with me that there are some
  


 3   residences, for example, to the northeast of the yellow
  


 4   circle that are within the study area but outside of the
  


 5   geofencing target circle?
  


 6      A.    (Ms. Darr)  That is what I see on the map.
  


 7      Q.    I want to move to discuss the Northern Parkway
  


 8   project.  You mentioned the Northern Parkway project in
  


 9   your examination, so, clearly, you're aware of the
  


10   existence of the Northern Parkway project.
  


11      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I am.
  


12      Q.    You're aware that it's a multijurisdictional
  


13   project?
  


14      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I am.
  


15      Q.    That involves the City of Peoria?
  


16      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
  


17      Q.    Glendale?
  


18      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
  


19      Q.    El Mirage?  The project involves El Mirage?
  


20      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
  


21      Q.    Maricopa County?
  


22      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
  


23      Q.    And, ultimately, the Federal Government through
  


24   the Federal Highway Administration?
  


25      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
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 1      Q.    And since the Federal Highway Administration is
  


 2   involved, you're aware that there's federal funding
  


 3   involved in that project?
  


 4      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.  That would make sense.
  


 5      Q.    And are you aware of any terms and conditions
  


 6   that that federal funding might come with?
  


 7      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I guess you would have to be more
  


 8   specific.
  


 9      Q.    Well, do you know any of the details about how
  


10   that federal funding is allocated?
  


11      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Not in a great amount of detail.  My
  


12   position on that project was to support the Maricopa
  


13   County Department of Transportation in outreach efforts.
  


14   So at their direction, I did logistics related to public
  


15   meetings, prepared notifications, and was part of
  


16   stakeholder meetings on the project.
  


17      Q.    Okay.   So no specific knowledge about the
  


18   details of the -- you know that there is federal funding.
  


19   You don't know the details of the federal funding?
  


20      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I remember that federal highways was
  


21   part of the stakeholder group, which would make me infer
  


22   that there was federal funding on the project.
  


23      Q.    Okay.  So beyond that, you wouldn't be aware,
  


24   like I said, of any sort of conditions, the details of
  


25   that funding, right?
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 1      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Not specific -- not overall.  The
  


 2   project was a few years ago.  There would be people,
  


 3   subject matter experts, from the Maricopa County
  


 4   Department of Transportation that would be monitoring any
  


 5   kinds of specific requirements related to the federal
  


 6   funding.
  


 7      Q.    Okay.  That's all the questions I have for you,
  


 8   Ms. Darr.  Thank you.
  


 9      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Thank you.
  


10            MR. GOLESTAN:  Can I move down the list?
  


11            MR. DERSTINE:  Yeah.
  


12      Q.    BY MR. GOLESTAN:  Mr. Duncan, good morning.
  


13      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Good morning.
  


14      Q.    Do you recall when Mr. Derstine yesterday asked
  


15   you about undergrounding segment 625, the potential for
  


16   undergrounding segment 625?
  


17      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, I remember.
  


18      Q.    And you're aware that APS is evaluating that as
  


19   an alternative?
  


20      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
  


21      Q.    And you're aware -- do you recall hearing
  


22   Mr. Derstine's comments that APS is committed to
  


23   undergrounding that section 625 if it is technically
  


24   feasible?
  


25      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
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 1      Q.    And you heard Mr. Derstine's comments that the
  


 2   undergrounding is funded through a third party?
  


 3      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, I'm aware.
  


 4      Q.    I want to talk to you about some of the
  


 5   technicalities of undergrounding in terms of footprints,
  


 6   comparing the footprint of something placed underground
  


 7   to the footprint of an overhead line.
  


 8            We've heard various things about 230kV
  


 9   transmission lines and various heights.  Can you remind
  


10   me of generally the range of the heights of a 230kV
  


11   transmission line?
  


12      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.  They can range -- for this
  


13   project, we are estimating that they will be 155 to 195
  


14   feet tall.
  


15      Q.    And for those structures, can you tell me how
  


16   wide essentially the base -- let's say the contact point
  


17   with the ground and the portion that might needing to
  


18   underground to support that structure, can you tell me
  


19   how wide and how deep those supports are?
  


20      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  No, I cannot.
  


21      Q.    You can't because you don't know, or you can't
  


22   because it depends on the nature of the structure and
  


23   there are variables?
  


24      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  First of all, some structures are
  


25   custom ordered, and it depends on the specific design for
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 1   this project.  But secondly, the specific design of these
  


 2   structures is not my expertise.
  


 3      Q.    That's fine.  I don't want you to opine on
  


 4   anything that's outside of your area.  Thank you.
  


 5            In your direct, Mr. Duncan, you were referring
  


 6   to various jurisdictions that you had interfaced with on
  


 7   impacts.  Obviously, you mentioned that this project, as
  


 8   any project, has an impact on the surrounding
  


 9   jurisdiction.  Right?  You're aware of that?
  


10      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
  


11      Q.    And you're aware of the -- were you present at
  


12   the site tour yesterday morning?
  


13      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, I was.
  


14      Q.    I was did you hear Mr. Simpson's comments on
  


15   that site tour?
  


16      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, I did.
  


17      Q.    Did you hear Mr. Simpson while we were at the
  


18   Northern segment -- I want to say that was Stop No. 7.
  


19   Did you hear Mr. Simpson say that APS had analyzed the
  


20   burden to that residential neighborhood, particularly, to
  


21   be from moderate to high?
  


22      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  My understanding is -- I did hear
  


23   that phrasing, and my understanding was that the
  


24   neighborhood was considered a high sensitivity.
  


25      Q.    Right.  Okay.
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 1            And based on looking at the overall routes -- I
  


 2   mean, there's been a lot of discussion I think by both of
  


 3   you, but correct me if I'm wrong.  If it's Mr. Simpson,
  


 4   I'll discuss it with Mr. Simpson -- that the route --
  


 5   that the majority of the routes do go through industrial
  


 6   areas.  I mean, looking at Route A on the site visit, the
  


 7   majority portions of the routes, your would agree, are
  


 8   industrial or commercial?
  


 9      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, I would concur with that
  


10   statement.
  


11      Q.    And based on the mapping and based on the site
  


12   visit, you would agree that the segments of the route
  


13   that affect Peoria anyway are primarily residential?
  


14      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  No, I would disagree with that
  


15   statement.
  


16      Q.    You would disagree.  Okay.  Let's look at a map.
  


17            Go ahead and pull up for me, please -- give me a
  


18   moment.  Let's look at APS-6, Figure No. 4, PDF page 10.
  


19   That's Figure 4, existing land use, PDF page 110,
  


20   physical copy page 103.
  


21            Let me know when you're looking at the same.
  


22      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  I'm sorry, which map?
  


23      Q.    APS Figure No. 4, land use.  That's electronic
  


24   page 110, physical page 103.
  


25      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.  I have it.
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 1      Q.    Yes, of course.  I don't know why I'm giving you
  


 2   the electronic page.  You're looking at a physical copy.
  


 3   For the benefit of, I suppose, anybody else who might be
  


 4   looking at it electronically.
  


 5            So we're both looking at page 103, Figure 4.
  


 6            CHMN. KATZ:  Are we able to pull that up on the
  


 7   screen?
  


 8            AV TECH MOELLER:  Just about there.
  


 9            MR. GOLESTAN:  Is that it?
  


10            CHMN. KATZ:  That's it.
  


11            MR. GOLESTAN:  Oh, there we go.
  


12      Q.    BY MR. GOLESTAN:  So this figure shows the
  


13   boundary of the various jurisdictions in the study area,
  


14   right?
  


15      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
  


16      Q.    Those boundaries are reflected by let's call
  


17   them the salmon-colored lines.
  


18      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  I understand.
  


19      Q.    You agree with that description?
  


20      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
  


21      Q.    Okay.  The zones -- rather, the land use is
  


22   shown, obviously, in different colors.  You see that
  


23   yellow is residential?
  


24      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
  


25      Q.    You see that the light orange or peach color, I
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 1   suppose, is other employment?  Would you agree with that?
  


 2      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
  


 3      Q.    Okay.  And then the darker purple color on this
  


 4   map, maybe magenta is the word for it, you would agree
  


 5   that that represents the industrial zones, as least as
  


 6   existing, existing land use?
  


 7      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
  


 8      Q.    Okay.  Looking at this map, you'll agree with me
  


 9   that if you're looking at the boundaries west of Peoria
  


10   along -- between Northern Avenue and Olive Avenue where
  


11   the routes -- where the proposed routes are, you would
  


12   agree with me that west of the boundary of Peoria, you
  


13   don't see any residential zone there?
  


14      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Agreed.
  


15      Q.    Okay.  And looking along where the -- going up
  


16   and around Luke Air Force Base, essentially following the
  


17   route, and we can compare it to the other map, but you
  


18   would agree with me that throughout that area of Air
  


19   Force Base west essentially over to Falcon Substation at
  


20   the western boundary, you would agree with me that,
  


21   again, not really any residential, that's a mixture of
  


22   other land use types there?
  


23      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Agreed.
  


24      Q.    Okay.  I want to direct your attention to APS-6.
  


25   That's PDF 114, electronic 114, and physical 107.
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 1      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
  


 2      Q.    This is what we were discussing earlier.  You
  


 3   mentioned that Mr. Simpson's comments were in relation a
  


 4   high constraint area.  That's I think the word that you
  


 5   used, right?
  


 6      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
  


 7      Q.    And that's reflected in this map.  If we look
  


 8   between Northern Avenue and Olive Avenue, you would agree
  


 9   with me that that -- the red portion of this -- the red
  


10   portion of the map that is located between Northern
  


11   Avenue and Olive is overlaid with that same residential
  


12   area that we saw on the previous map?
  


13      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Agreed.
  


14      Q.    And you would agree with me that that is
  


15   entirely within the boundaries of the City of Peoria?
  


16      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
  


17      Q.    Looking at -- moving forward to APS-6 -- well,
  


18   continuing with APS-6, rather, physical page 111, PDF
  


19   electronic page 118.  Let me know when you're looking at
  


20   one of them.
  


21      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
  


22      Q.    Actually, let me move you one further.  Digital
  


23   page 120, physical page 113.  Are we looking at the same
  


24   page?
  


25      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
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 1      Q.    I'll wait for the electronic to catch up.
  


 2            There we go.  Thank you.
  


 3            You would agree with me again, comparing this
  


 4   map to the other maps, that the portion that we have been
  


 5   talking about between Northern Avenue and Olive Avenue to
  


 6   the east of that green dotted line that you can see that
  


 7   runs essentially between -- that green dotted line that
  


 8   runs between segment 630 and 550, that's the segment that
  


 9   we've been talking about?  You would agree with me that
  


10   that's the area that we're talking about?
  


11      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
  


12      Q.    And, again, that area is -- in that portion is
  


13   the residential community that was part of our tour?
  


14      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  I would agree with that.
  


15      Q.    Okay.  And looking at these lines, you can see
  


16   that on this map -- first of all, there's an existing
  


17   corridor, transmission corridor.  A lot of discussions
  


18   have already been had about that.
  


19            On the eastern side of this community in Peoria,
  


20   there's an existing transmission corridor, and that's
  


21   reflected on this map with the blue and yellow dotted
  


22   lines; is that right?
  


23      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
  


24      Q.    And the proposal from APS would place a new
  


25   230kV corridor to the north and to the south of the
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 1   community?
  


 2      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Correct.
  


 3      Q.    So if the proposal is built exactly as it
  


 4   appears on this map, in the end, this community would be
  


 5   surrounded on three sides by 230kV transmission lines?
  


 6      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  That is correct.
  


 7      Q.    And you are not aware of any other part of this
  


 8   study area that has a similar effect, are you?
  


 9      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Not -- no, I'm not.
  


10      Q.    Okay.  That's because there isn't one, right?
  


11   You would agree with me that there is no other part of
  


12   this study area that contains a residential community
  


13   that would be surrounded on three sides by 230kV
  


14   transmission lines?
  


15      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, I agree.
  


16      Q.    Okay.  I think that's all I have for you,
  


17   Mr. Duncan.  Thank you.
  


18      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  You're welcome.
  


19      Q.    Mr. Simpson, how are you?
  


20      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Fine.  Thank you.
  


21      Q.    I suspect you have some inkling about the
  


22   questions I'm going to ask you?
  


23      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  I have all the answers.
  


24      Q.    Fine.  I love it.
  


25            Let me start with -- you started off in your
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 1   testimony talking a lot about the growth and the economic
  


 2   benefits and such.
  


 3            I just want to make sure -- you're not an
  


 4   economist, right?
  


 5      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That's correct.
  


 6      Q.    You don't work in finance?
  


 7      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That's correct.
  


 8      Q.    You haven't presented this Committee with any
  


 9   economic data?
  


10      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  There were no socioeconomic
  


11   studies completed.
  


12      Q.    You don't have any data from the Census Bureau,
  


13   for example, to show population growth of this area?
  


14      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  We have general information that
  


15   was gathered as part of the studies, but it was not a
  


16   focus of our analysis.
  


17      Q.    So no specific population data from the U.S.
  


18   Government?
  


19      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Correct.
  


20      Q.    Nothing from the Bureau of Labor Statistics
  


21   showing the workforce in the area?
  


22      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Correct.
  


23      Q.    And as far as you know, anyway, no economic
  


24   impact data as it relates to the City of Peoria?
  


25      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That is correct.
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 1      Q.    So I want to move to the site tour and
  


 2   discussions we had on the site tour.  Give me a moment.
  


 3   I am getting my notes since I had to take them on my
  


 4   phone on our field trip.
  


 5            You recall, of course, being on the site tour
  


 6   with Members of the Committee, with counsel and other
  


 7   witnesses and myself yesterday?
  


 8      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes, I do.
  


 9      Q.    Sorry, give me one moment.
  


10            Well, at that site tour, you had discussed
  


11   accommodations that were made for Glendale and El Mirage,
  


12   correct?
  


13      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yeah.  I don't know if there were
  


14   any specific accommodations, but we had a lot of dialogue
  


15   with them about different topics, and we went back and
  


16   forth with them sharing data and where routes could be
  


17   located.
  


18      Q.    And did any of those discussions produce changes
  


19   in the routing?
  


20      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  There were some areas in
  


21   El Mirage where we studied different alternatives that
  


22   weren't initially identified.  That was at the request of
  


23   the City of El Mirage.  And then the property owners also
  


24   had opinions about that.  So there was some
  


25   back-and-forth with them.  Property owners wanted to
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 1   minimize impacts to their land.  City of El Mirage wanted
  


 2   to minimize impacts to their communities and their City
  


 3   complex.  So we did have some back-and-forth discussions
  


 4   that allowed us to arrive at this route that we have
  


 5   shown here in green, Route A.
  


 6      Q.    So with respect to Route A, then, you received
  


 7   feedback from both private landowners and the City of
  


 8   El Mirage.  It's fair to say that you incorporated that
  


 9   feedback into the design of Route A?
  


10      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Ultimately, what happened is we
  


11   did study some other options that would have included
  


12   going further east as well as south in this half section
  


13   route through the APZs.  Ultimately, we ended back with
  


14   the route that we initially had brought to them as the
  


15   one we thought we were most compatible with.  So we did
  


16   essentially end up back at the same place, but we went
  


17   through the analysis to help them understand why we were
  


18   requesting to be there.
  


19      Q.    Okay.  And let's talk about Luke Air Force Base
  


20   because you recall on direct examination, you mentioned
  


21   how important that was to the analysis.  Do you remember
  


22   that discussion?
  


23      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes  Yes, I do.
  


24      Q.    And you obviously discussed the complexities of
  


25   Luke Air Force Base on the site tour, correct?
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 1      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.
  


 2      Q.    Based on feedback you had with them and based on
  


 3   certain parameters that had to be met in order for these
  


 4   lines to be placed in the vicinity of Luke Air Force
  


 5   Base, right?
  


 6      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.
  


 7      Q.    Those include the Accident Potential Zones that
  


 8   you discussed?
  


 9      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes  Yes.
  


10      Q.    That's something you absolutely had to plan
  


11   around?
  


12      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Absolutely, yes.
  


13      Q.    That included things such as the 1,235 maximum
  


14   height from sea level cap that you discussed, right?
  


15      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes , that is correct.
  


16      Q.    That is something that had to be met?
  


17      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.
  


18      Q.    And so this reflects the accommodations that
  


19   were made for -- the final Route A, for example, reflects
  


20   those accommodations that were made for Luke Air Force
  


21   Base?
  


22      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yeah.  And not necessarily
  


23   accommodations.  It reflects all the analysis of all the
  


24   routes that we evaluated crossing through the APZs, and
  


25   this one was the one deemed most compatible and also met
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 1   the state law.  So I wouldn't say it was necessarily an
  


 2   accommodation.  It was a result of the analysis for three
  


 3   major alternatives that we considered to cross through
  


 4   the APZs.
  


 5      Q.    Sure.  And that analysis included receiving
  


 6   information from Luke Air Force Base and meeting the
  


 7   criteria that they have established, correct?
  


 8      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.
  


 9      Q.    On that note, one thing that you were evaluating
  


10   and you mentioned on the site visit moving 69kV lines in
  


11   response to Luke Air Force Base's request, which would
  


12   distinctly benefit a few residences along Route A.  Do
  


13   you remember discussing that?
  


14      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.
  


15      Q.    And that's true that that's part of the current
  


16   analysis, is potentially moving the 69kV line for the
  


17   benefit of Luke Air Force Base and those residences?
  


18      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  It is one potential option.
  


19      Q.    And that's being evaluated?
  


20      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.  No final decision yet.
  


21      Q.    I want to move to talk about the siting and
  


22   environmental studies that you've done and kind of talk
  


23   through some of the same figures that we talked about.
  


24            But I suppose we can start here since we're
  


25   already looking at Figure 1, proposed routes.  That's PDF
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 1   page 113, electronic page 120.  Let me know when you are
  


 2   looking at the same, please.
  


 3      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.
  


 4      Q.    So, likewise, in looking at this map, you would
  


 5   agree with me that, first of all, there is a unique
  


 6   burden on the residents of the City of Peoria, and APS
  


 7   has acknowledged that?
  


 8            MR. DERSTINE:  Object to the form.  I don't
  


 9   think that's accurate testimony.
  


10            CHMN. KATZ:  Rephrase, please.
  


11      Q.    BY MR. GOLESTAN:  Okay.  You would acknowledge
  


12   that in looking at this map, there is a burden on Peoria
  


13   residents?
  


14      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  There is an impact to the
  


15   residential community, as we have disclosed on our
  


16   Exhibit E, visual impacts, viewing across the roads.
  


17      Q.    And in looking at this map, again, you would
  


18   agree with me that there is an existing 230kV
  


19   transmission line on the east of the particular community
  


20   in question in the City of Peoria?
  


21      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.  There's a 230kV line, a
  


22   single pole, a 230kV line lattice, and a 345kV
  


23   transmission line in that location.
  


24      Q.    Okay.  In the eastern -- that transmission
  


25   corridor is due east of the community in question?
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 1      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Correct.
  


 2      Q.    And if you are looking at the proposal for
  


 3   Route E, that's the purple line on this figure, right?
  


 4      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.
  


 5      Q.    The Route E proposal would be due north of this
  


 6   residential community in the City of Peoria?
  


 7      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That is approximate location that
  


 8   we're considering.
  


 9      Q.    And, likewise, looking at segment -- excuse me,
  


10   Route G, segment 625, that would be due south of the
  


11   residential community in the City of Peoria?
  


12      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That is correct.
  


13      Q.    And so in looking at this map, you would agree
  


14   with me that if the routes were constructed as depicted
  


15   on this map, that that community would then be surrounded
  


16   by 230kV transmission lines on three sides?
  


17      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  There would be 230kV lines
  


18   adjacent to the north, east, and south side of the
  


19   residential community, but not surrounded.
  


20      Q.    So you would agree, then, that there are 230kV
  


21   transmission lines on three out of four sides of that
  


22   community?  Let's put it that way.
  


23      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That would be a correct
  


24   statement.
  


25      Q.    And in looking at this map, that condition does


      COASH & COASH, INC.                  602-258-1440
      www.coashandcoash.com                 Phoenix, AZ







LS CASE NO. 198      VOLUME III      03/02/2022 382


  


 1   not exist anywhere else in this study area?
  


 2      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That precise condition doesn't.
  


 3   I would offer that, again, you do see immediately
  


 4   adjacent, also in the City of Peoria, multiple
  


 5   transmission line corridors crossing through what, in
  


 6   essence, is also part of the same residential
  


 7   development, Horizons, here.  So there are similar
  


 8   situations, slightly different.
  


 9      Q.    Sure.  And I appreciate the thoughts on the
  


10   other situations.
  


11            I just want to know that this particular
  


12   situation we're talking about, a residential community
  


13   having three sides of its community -- having 230kV lines
  


14   adjacent to three sides of the community doesn't exist
  


15   anywhere else in this particular study area.
  


16      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Not in the exact same
  


17   configuration; but in other configurations, it would.
  


18      Q.    And, again, my question is limited to that
  


19   configuration.  That configuration doesn't exist anywhere
  


20   else in this study area?
  


21      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Correct.
  


22      Q.    And that configuration doesn't exist anywhere
  


23   else along these three proposed routes?
  


24      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Correct.
  


25      Q.    And that's because, in looking at the other
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 1   routes, moving farther west, the majority of the
  


 2   remainder of those routes pass through industrial and/or
  


 3   commercial areas.  You would agree with that?
  


 4      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Generally, yes.
  


 5      Q.    Okay.  I want to talk a little bit about the
  


 6   alternative undergrounding that's under -- the
  


 7   undergrounding alternative that's under consideration.
  


 8   Would you be able to speak to some of the technical
  


 9   details that -- first of all, are you familiar with the
  


10   process of undergrounding?  I guess let's start there.
  


11      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Generally speaking, yes.  The
  


12   analysis that we've conducted for this project, the
  


13   environmental analysis, was for double-circuit overhead
  


14   230kV lines, and we did not evaluate specific underground
  


15   options with respect to environmental studies.
  


16      Q.    But you're aware that that is something that is
  


17   being undertaken right now?
  


18      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes, I am.
  


19      Q.    And you are aware that, as you heard
  


20   Mr. Derstine say yesterday, that if it is technically
  


21   feasible, that APS is committed to undergrounding this
  


22   segment?
  


23      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  I believe they're committed to
  


24   evaluating whether that's feasible.  Not committed to
  


25   doing it that way.  Those studies have to progress.
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 1      Q.    Right.  The point being, if it's technically
  


 2   feasible, it will be done.  Not committing to doing it
  


 3   without knowing the technical feasibility.
  


 4      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  I can't make that commitment on
  


 5   their behalf.  I'm aware of the discussions that they're
  


 6   having regarding that option.
  


 7      Q.    And in your experience undergrounding, can you
  


 8   compare for me, please -- and if there's a difference in
  


 9   ranges, that's fine.  You can provide me the difference
  


10   in range.  Let's start with the aboveground 230kV
  


11   structures.  Generally speaking, how far into the ground
  


12   and how wide are the base of those structures?
  


13      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  My visual experience in
  


14   observations of the field, an overhead line like this,
  


15   the base of the structure could be anywhere from, you
  


16   know, 4 feet all the way up to 6 feet, maybe even larger.
  


17      Q.    Is that the width -- sorry.  That's the width of
  


18   that base?
  


19      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  It's not a precise measurement.
  


20   I've never physically measured one.  It's an observation
  


21   standing next to similar facilities.
  


22      Q.    Okay.  Do you have an understanding of how far
  


23   down into the ground that the supports for such an
  


24   overhead line go?
  


25      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Generally, they can range from a
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 1   few feet to several feet, and it's all based on the
  


 2   geotechnical conditions of the soil and the size of the
  


 3   line.  But, again, I did not consider any of that in my
  


 4   evaluations.
  


 5      Q.    Okay.  And when you say could be a few, could be
  


 6   several, are we talking -- again, I understand these are
  


 7   approximations.  I understand it's not in the
  


 8   presentation.  Under 50 feet?  Under 25 feet?  If you
  


 9   have an estimation.  If you don't, that's okay.
  


10      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yeah.  I would not be able to
  


11   estimate it.  There hasn't been any information conveyed
  


12   to me that would allow me to answer that, and I don't
  


13   have that expertise to design it.
  


14      Q.    Okay.  So your expertise doesn't include --
  


15   while your expertise includes the actual height of the
  


16   structure, it doesn't include the supports and the
  


17   portions necessary to support that structure?  I just
  


18   want to understand that.
  


19      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yeah.  Again, I have seen in the
  


20   past final design drawings, so I'm familiar with how that
  


21   concept works, but we have not done any final design
  


22   here, so I wouldn't be able to offer any specifics.
  


23      Q.    Okay.  And in your experience with
  


24   undergrounding a 230kV line, can you speak again -- if
  


25   you have the experience and knowledge, that's great.  If
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 1   you don't, I don't want you to speculate -- can you speak
  


 2   to generally what depths or widths those structures would
  


 3   be if it were undergrounded?
  


 4      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  I have not worked on any projects
  


 5   that involved designing of those facilities.  And, again,
  


 6   so my general analysis and general understanding is that,
  


 7   you know, you're constructing them similar to the way you
  


 8   would conduct any underground utility.  You're going to
  


 9   have a trench and so on, so forth, but that's the limit
  


10   of my knowledge.
  


11      Q.    Okay.  With regards to undergrounding
  


12   specifically and some issues you mentioned on direct
  


13   examination, you were talking about benefits and
  


14   drawbacks of undergrounding.  Do you recall that
  


15   discussion yesterday?
  


16      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.  Generally, I offered a
  


17   comparative discussion on the two options.
  


18      Q.    Okay.  And one benefit that you, of course,
  


19   mentioned is that from the perspective of nearby
  


20   residential homes, they would not see the transmission
  


21   lines, right?  Do you recall that piece?
  


22      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yeah.  I think for the residents
  


23   on the north side of Northern Parkway, you know, the
  


24   biggest advantage would be they would not see the wires
  


25   above ground between the structures that start at the
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 1   existing transmission line corridor to where they would
  


 2   end further down.  You know, you would eliminate the view
  


 3   of the conductors.  I don't think the structures
  


 4   themselves would be directly viewable, at least in areas
  


 5   where there aren't currently structures.
  


 6      Q.    And as you discussed yesterday, you believe it's
  


 7   reasonable to consider undergrounding for this project?
  


 8   You think that's a reasonable evaluation to conduct?
  


 9      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  If the parties agree to that, I
  


10   think it does have a slight benefit.  I think, given the
  


11   consideration of the adjacent land use and the industrial
  


12   area behind it, the views towards the landfill, again, I
  


13   would say that it may not have the same benefit as if we
  


14   were looking at a nice mountain landscape or a pristine
  


15   landscape.  So I think there's some benefit, but it is in
  


16   an industrial setting, and that was the basis of our
  


17   analysis.
  


18      Q.    Okay.  But, ultimately, there's some benefit,
  


19   and it's reasonable to conduct that analysis?
  


20      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.
  


21      Q.    Okay.  Okay.  Mr. Simpson, thank you.  I don't
  


22   have any further questions for you.
  


23            Mr. Wiley, good morning.
  


24      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Good morning.
  


25      Q.    How are you doing?
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 1      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Good.
  


 2      Q.    Let's see.  You mentioned something on direct
  


 3   examination I think in response to one of the Committee
  


 4   Members regarding NERC standards.  And you mentioned that
  


 5   APS is in full compliance with all NERC standards for new
  


 6   substations.  I think that was relating to wall and
  


 7   security.  Do you remember that conversation?
  


 8      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, I do.
  


 9      Q.    I just want to step back a 50,000-foot view and
  


10   first ask you, what is NERC?
  


11      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  NERC is the North American
  


12   Reliability Corporation.
  


13      Q.    And how does this entity set the standards that
  


14   you or other electric -- rather, that APS or other
  


15   utilities have to follow?
  


16      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  They set and enforce the standards.
  


17      Q.    On which authority?  How does this entity have
  


18   the authority to do that?
  


19      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  From FERC.
  


20      Q.    And FERC is?
  


21      A.    Federal Energy Regulatory Commission.
  


22      Q.    Okay.  And can you talk to me about, to your
  


23   knowledge, the NERC standards, now that we know what NERC
  


24   is.  And thank you for explaining that to the laypeople
  


25   in the room, myself, me.
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 1            Can we talk about the NERC standards in regards
  


 2   to circuiting and, specifically, double-circuiting.  Talk
  


 3   to me a little bit about that.  And if you need more
  


 4   precise questions, I can give you more precise questions.
  


 5      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  A more precise question, please.
  


 6      Q.    You're aware that there are NERC standards
  


 7   regarding double-circuiting?
  


 8      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  There are standards that include
  


 9   language around having circuits on a common structure.
  


10      Q.    Okay.  And that's fair to say that that's
  


11   commonly referred to as double-circuiting?
  


12      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes.
  


13      Q.    And those NERC standards on having the circuits
  


14   on a single structure, that essentially, again, to put it
  


15   in layperson's terms, that essentially would be relating
  


16   to standards for double-circuiting on a single pole,
  


17   essentially?  Is that a fair layperson translation of
  


18   what you just said?
  


19      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes.
  


20      Q.    That are the NERC standards regarding
  


21   double-circuiting on a single pole?
  


22      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  The NERC standard I was referring
  


23   to was a transmission planning standard, which is
  


24   TPL-001-4.  And that requires each transmission planner
  


25   to perform a reliability assessment.  In the assessment,
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 1   the standard calls out various planning events.  One of
  


 2   these planning events is to study the impacts of losing
  


 3   all circuits on a common structure.
  


 4      Q.    So that standard TPL-001-4 doesn't expressly
  


 5   prohibit double-circuit on a single pole.  It lays out a
  


 6   procedure that is required to evaluate the feasibility of
  


 7   such a structure?
  


 8      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  The standard does not prohibit
  


 9   double-circuit.  It does require the analysis and
  


10   specifically calls out the credibility of such events as
  


11   losing a double-circuit pole.
  


12      Q.    What do you mean when you say credibility of
  


13   certain events as losing a double-circuit pole?  Can you
  


14   expand on that?
  


15      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Meaning that if the pole was
  


16   rendered inoperable for any reason that we have to study
  


17   the impact of both of those circuits being lost
  


18   simultaneously.
  


19      Q.    Okay.  And is that something you conducted as a
  


20   part of your analysis for this project?
  


21      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  These circuits were planned on
  


22   separate structures, so that specific contingency was not
  


23   evaluated.
  


24      Q.    That contingency was not evaluated because of
  


25   the planning on separate structures.  Okay.
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 1            Do you recall on direct examination, you were
  


 2   talking about the Contrail Substation?
  


 3      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, I do.
  


 4      Q.    Okay.  And you would agree with me that, of
  


 5   course, the Contrail Substation is where all three of the
  


 6   proposed routes, that's Route A, Route E, and Route G,
  


 7   all three of those routes -- I don't want to say end.
  


 8   That might not be technically accurate.  But all three of
  


 9   those routes lead to that substation.  They pass through
  


10   that substation.  Is that a fair way of describing that?
  


11      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes.
  


12      Q.    Okay.  And in looking at this particular
  


13   diagram, I'm looking at Figure 1, proposed routes, that
  


14   is physical page 113, PDF page 120.  Let me know when
  


15   you're there.
  


16      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Okay.
  


17      Q.    Are you looking at this?  Yeah.  Very good.
  


18            This diagram seems to at least corroborate
  


19   something you said on direct examination yesterday, that
  


20   APS is considering, quote/unquote, double-circuiting on a
  


21   single pole, again, layman understanding, that's the
  


22   layman's terms here, for a portion of Route A and Route E
  


23   as they approach the Contrail Substation.
  


24            Do you remember -- does this diagram accurately
  


25   reflection that comment that you made yesterday.
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 1      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, it does.
  


 2      Q.    Okay.  So APS is considering that alternative
  


 3   but has yet to evaluate whether -- has yet to do that
  


 4   analysis that is required by TPL-001-4?
  


 5      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  I'll speculate a couple of items
  


 6   here.  We have performed the analysis as required by
  


 7   TPL-001-4.  It specifically calls out for circuits that
  


 8   are double-circuited for more than one mile.  Under this
  


 9   condition, we would be talking about one span of
  


10   double-circuit.
  


11      Q.    Okay.  And is this span -- to your knowledge, at
  


12   least, do you know if this span is greater than a mile,
  


13   less than a mile, or unclear as of yet?
  


14      A.    The final design isn't performed, but it would
  


15   be much less than 1 mile.
  


16      Q.    In any configuration, you're certain that it's
  


17   less than 1 mile?
  


18      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Correct.  We cannot span for 1
  


19   mile.
  


20      Q.    Because if you span more than 1 mile, that would
  


21   trigger additional analysis under TPL-0001-4, or that
  


22   would be prohibited, essentially, under that analysis?
  


23      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  By "span," I'm talking about the
  


24   distance between neighboring structures.
  


25      Q.    Okay.
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 1            CHMN. KATZ:  And we've been going about an hour
  


 2   and a half.  So sometime within the next minute or two,
  


 3   we need to take about a 10- or 15-minute break whenever
  


 4   you think it's appropriate.
  


 5            MR. GOLESTAN:  Certainly, Mr. Chairman.  I think
  


 6   I only have a few more questions.
  


 7      Q.    BY MR. GOLESTAN:  So it's under consideration in
  


 8   this case in this condition that we've talked about as it
  


 9   relates to entering the Contrail station and it being
  


10   double-circuiting on a single pole.
  


11            But that was not the -- as you mentioned
  


12   earlier, the TPL-001-4 analysis wasn't conducted for
  


13   other parts of this route because APS did not consider
  


14   double-circuiting on a single pole in any of those other
  


15   areas, right?
  


16      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  The requirement to evaluate under
  


17   TPL-001-4 was conducted.  The specific contingency of
  


18   evaluating multiple circuits on a single structure was
  


19   not evaluated in that assessment since the planned lines
  


20   were not going to be collocated on a single structure.
  


21            MR. GOLESTAN:  Thank you, Mr. Wiley.
  


22            That's all the questions I have.
  


23            CHMN. KATZ:  It's just past 20 minutes to 11.
  


24   Let's plan on getting started between 10:55 and 11 and
  


25   ask everybody to be back here by around 10:55, and we'll
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 1   get started as soon as we can.  Thank you.
  


 2            (A recess was taken from 10:42 a.m. to
  


 3   11:01 a.m.)
  


 4            CHMN. KATZ:  Mr. Golestan, do you have any
  


 5   further cross-examination?
  


 6            MR. GOLESTAN:  I don't want to make promises I
  


 7   can't keep, Mr. Chair.  I might have a few more questions
  


 8   for Mr. Simpson.  But depending on -- I know that the --
  


 9   things are done a little loosely around here, as you had
  


10   alluded to earlier, but if you don't want me to go back
  


11   to Mr. Simpson, that's fine.
  


12            CHMN. KATZ:  I would prefer that we go with
  


13   direct, cross, and redirect.  No recross unless a new
  


14   subject matter is introduced during the redirect
  


15   examination.  If you have any questions right now, you're
  


16   free to ask.
  


17            MR. GOLESTAN:  No.  That's fine.  I'm good.
  


18            CHMN. KATZ:  And do you have any redirect
  


19   examination, Ms. Benally or Mr. Derstine?
  


20            MR. DERSTINE:  Mr. Chairman, I have a few
  


21   questions on redirect.
  


22
  


23                      REDIRECT EXAMINATION
  


24   BY MR. DERSTINE:
  


25      Q.    Ms. Darr, let's start with you.  Counsel for the
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 1   City asked you about the geofencing that was used to
  


 2   define the radius of the Facebook or social media ads.
  


 3   Do you recall that?
  


 4      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Correct.
  


 5      Q.    Can we pull up Slide 95.  Or I think it's
  


 6   physical Slide 95, 102 on the electronic version.
  


 7            Thank you.
  


 8            Looking at the slide that's now projected on the
  


 9   screen marked 95 or 102 in the PDF, as I look at it, the
  


10   circles are what are used to define the area in which the
  


11   Facebook or social media ads went out within the project
  


12   study area; is that right?
  


13      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
  


14      Q.    And I think, as counsel noted in his questions
  


15   to you, there are -- the corners of the study area where
  


16   they are more at a right angle are cut off on the study
  


17   area.  Is that what's shown?
  


18      A.    Yes.
  


19      Q.    Within the circles, those are the areas that did
  


20   receive Facebook and social media ads, right?
  


21      A.    Correct.
  


22      Q.    And within those circles of the coverage of the
  


23   social media ads, that includes the Suncliff Subdivision,
  


24   correct?
  


25      A.    Yes.
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 1      Q.    Also the includes the other residential areas
  


 2   that are adjacent to the line, that is, the residential
  


 3   area in the Town of Youngtown, the residential area in
  


 4   the Dysart Ranches along Peoria, correct?
  


 5      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Correct.
  


 6      Q.    And putting aside the geofencing circles, the
  


 7   entire study area was used to develop the address list?
  


 8      A.    (Ms. Darr)  The mailng list, yes.
  


 9      Q.    The mailing list.
  


10      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
  


11      Q.    Or for the mailing of the newsletters?
  


12      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Correct.
  


13      Q.    So newsletters went out to the entire larger box
  


14   beyond just the circles?
  


15      A.    (Ms. Darr).
  


16            MR. GOLESTAN:  I'm going to object to form.
  


17            CHMN. KATZ:  Overruled.  You may answer.
  


18            MS. DARR:  That is correct.
  


19      Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  Mr. Duncan, you were asked
  


20   about land use within the City of Peoria adjacent to the
  


21   line.  Do you recall that?
  


22      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
  


23            MR. DERSTINE:  Can I have -- and there may be a
  


24   slide for this, but I'm looking at the application, it's
  


25   A-2-2.  I believe it's in the land use slides.  It may be
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 1   easier to pull up.
  


 2      Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  Mr. Simpson, can you aid me
  


 3   and point me to your jurisdictional land use map.
  


 4      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  There's one in the land use
  


 5   exhibits, 121.
  


 6      Q.    Okay.  Yeah.
  


 7            MR. DERSTINE:  So it's Slide 121 or the PDF 128
  


 8   of the 234, if we can pull that up.  Is that what's there
  


 9   on the screen?
  


10            AV TECH MOELLER:  Yes, that's correct.
  


11      Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  So, Mr. Duncan, can you use
  


12   your laser pointer is identify the City of Peoria that's
  


13   bounded by the proposed Routes E and G.
  


14      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.  The City of Peoria is
  


15   indicated here in this orange-type color.  And the area
  


16   within where Route E and G is which is the City of Peoria
  


17   is this area that I'm bounding right here on the north
  


18   and here on the west and down here on the south.
  


19      Q.    So if I'm looking at this correctly, that light
  


20   brown color is the City of Peoria.  It becomes darker
  


21   brown, and that indicates the transition to Maricopa
  


22   County jurisdiction; is that right?
  


23      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
  


24      Q.    And so the links that are in question or that
  


25   are the focus of the City of Peoria's concerns and
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 1   questions are link 650 and link 625.  Do I have that
  


 2   right?
  


 3      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
  


 4      Q.    As to the portion of Route E on Olive, that's
  


 5   the northern boundary of the Suncliff Subdivision.  Is
  


 6   that line being constructed in the City of Peoria?
  


 7      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  No, it is not.
  


 8      Q.    And where is it?
  


 9      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  It is being constructed in the
  


10   Town of Youngtown.
  


11      Q.    So link 650, which is the easternmost segment of
  


12   the route on Olive, which is Route E, is being
  


13   constructed on the north side of Olive in the Town of
  


14   Youngtown?
  


15      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  That is correct.
  


16      Q.    And on the route tour, when we stood on Olive
  


17   and were looking across at where the line will be
  


18   constructed, this portion, 650, we were staring into the
  


19   Town of Youngtown, correct?
  


20      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
  


21      Q.    And what we're seeing is a number of
  


22   transmission lines and a substation, correct?
  


23      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
  


24      Q.    And that area is zoned industrial, that portion
  


25   up to the edge of the El Sol Substation?
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 1      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  We believe so.
  


 2      Q.    And so the impact of the construction of Route E
  


 3   on Olive along segment 650, which borders the City of
  


 4   Peoria, will in some way impact the views of this
  


 5   industrial transmission line area, correct?
  


 6            MR. GOLESTAN:  I'll object to form.
  


 7      Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  Describe what the viewshed is
  


 8   that we saw when we were standing looking across Olive
  


 9   Avenue towards where the line will be constructed?
  


10            CHMN. KATZ:  You may answer the rephrased
  


11   question.
  


12            MR. DUNCAN:  The view is of the El Sol
  


13   Substation directly to the north.  To the northeast and
  


14   to the east is an existing multitransmission --
  


15   high-voltage transmission line corridor that is
  


16   diagonally crossing into the view as it proceeds to the
  


17   north.
  


18            There's also a 69kV subtransmission east to west
  


19   located on the north side of Olive Avenue that has a 12kV
  


20   double-circuit underbuild.
  


21      Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  And it's those lines that will
  


22   be changed by this project, and we saw a simulation
  


23   yesterday from Mr. Simpson in terms of what that's likely
  


24   to look like; is that correct?
  


25      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, that's correct.
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 1      Q.    Let's go down to Northern and looking at link
  


 2   625.  The City of Peoria, it looks like the Suncliff
  


 3   Subdivision narrows as it moves down to the south along
  


 4   Northern Avenue.  Am I looking at that correctly?
  


 5      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, that's correct.
  


 6      Q.    And so the balance of that area within the City
  


 7   of Peoria jurisdiction, what is that?  As the subdivision
  


 8   narrows, what is to the west of it?
  


 9      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  That is a commercial sand and
  


10   gravel operation.  Mr. Simpson described that during the
  


11   tour yesterday.
  


12      Q.    And the Route G that is proposed to be
  


13   constructed on Northern, is that being constructed within
  


14   the City of Peoria?
  


15      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  No, it is not.
  


16      Q.    And whose jurisdiction is it being constructed
  


17   in?
  


18      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  It is being constructed within the
  


19   City of Glendale, Glendale's landfill.
  


20      Q.    And as we stood on Northern at the edge of the
  


21   Suncliff Subdivision looking at where the line will be
  


22   constructed, what are we seeing?
  


23      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  The straight-ahead view is of a
  


24   wall, a decorative wall, for lack of a better term, that
  


25   is superseded in height by the first cell of the Glendale
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 1   landfill, which is several hundred feet in height.  That
  


 2   is the direct view.
  


 3            The view as you turn your head slightly to the
  


 4   left is of the multitransmission line corridor that is
  


 5   proceeding north and south.
  


 6            And in the immediate foreground of the view is
  


 7   what is currently Northern Avenue but soon to be Northern
  


 8   Parkway.
  


 9      Q.    Mr. Simpson, you were asked some questions about
  


10   the impacts of and how you graded the impacts of Route G
  


11   on Northern.
  


12            Can you -- when you said that the impacts are
  


13   high, what are you referring to?
  


14      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  So for visual impacts, we take
  


15   into a number of different factors.  Visibility is one,
  


16   and that means, is it opened?  Is it backdropped?  What
  


17   distance are you viewing at?
  


18            And then we take in other factors, which are
  


19   called visual contrasts.  So that is consideration for
  


20   what other facilities you may see in the existing
  


21   landscape.
  


22            In this case, Mr. Duncan just mentioned the
  


23   multiline transmission corridor to the east, which is
  


24   highly visible from those locations and the landfill to
  


25   the south.  And then to the west, the sand and gravel and
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 1   materials yards that exist there.
  


 2            So when we consider visual contrast, is there
  


 3   already, say, industrial features or transmission line
  


 4   features.  All of that affects how a viewer would
  


 5   perceive a new line in the landscape.  And each of those
  


 6   factors was a consideration in how we arrived at the
  


 7   impacts.
  


 8            And they would be a little bit variable,
  


 9   depending upon where you're at in the subdivision.  We
  


10   recognized that the first row or two of houses along
  


11   Northern would have those high impacts as a result of
  


12   being able to see the conductor overhead or perhaps the
  


13   lines on either side.
  


14            As you move further away from the roadway over
  


15   to the north, you get more to the interior of the
  


16   subdivision, those views become harder to see.  They're
  


17   not as open.  They not visible in the same way, so the
  


18   impact would drop off from there.
  


19            So that high impact largely being the first
  


20   couple of rows of houses that are closest to that line
  


21   where they would see the most visible portions of the new
  


22   line.
  


23      Q.    Are there impacts to the Suncliff Subdivision
  


24   other than the visual impacts you just described?
  


25      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  No.  We are not located on the
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 1   property.  The primary concern there were the visual
  


 2   impacts.
  


 3      Q.    And the visual impacts are adding a 230kV
  


 4   transmission line to the view of the dump?
  


 5      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That is correct.
  


 6            MR. DERSTINE:  No further questions.
  


 7            CHMN. KATZ:  Anything further?
  


 8            Do you essentially rest your case?
  


 9            MR. DERSTINE:  Yes.
  


10            CHMN. KATZ:  We don't know whether or not Peoria
  


11   wishes to call any witnesses?
  


12            MR. GOLESTAN:  Peoria will not call any
  


13   witnesses, Mr. Chairman.
  


14            CHMN. KATZ:  What we can do is hear any closing
  


15   arguments that you wish to make if you're ready do that.
  


16            MEMBER LITTLE:  Mr. Chairman.
  


17            CHMN. KATZ:  Yes, Member Little.
  


18            MEMBER LITTLE:  I have a question, and I'm not
  


19   sure who to address this to because I was having a hard
  


20   time following who was being questioned in cross.
  


21            But this project is requesting the authorization
  


22   for a second circuit and getting to the question about
  


23   following the NERC standards in doing the studies for
  


24   double-circuit construction -- any double-circuit
  


25   construction that might happen in the future.
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 1            There is a condition in almost all of the CECs
  


 2   that requires the applicant to follow all NERC standards.
  


 3   And I'm just wondering whether that condition would cover
  


 4   any required NERC studies in the future having to do with
  


 5   double-circuit lines.
  


 6            MR. DERSTINE:  Thank you, Member Little.  I
  


 7   think that's a question that should be responded to by
  


 8   Mr. Wiley.
  


 9            MEMBER LITTLE:  Thank you.
  


10            MR. WILEY:  Member Little, I'm sorry, I didn't
  


11   catch your specific question.  Would you mind repeating
  


12   that?
  


13            MEMBER LITTLE:  It was kind of convoluted.  I
  


14   apologize.
  


15            There is a condition in almost CECs, and I see
  


16   it in this proposed CEC also, that requires the applicant
  


17   to follow all NERC standards, WECC standards, and others,
  


18   but NERC is also specified.
  


19            Do you believe that that condition would require
  


20   APS do any required studies having to do with
  


21   double-circuiting any of these lines in the future?
  


22            MR. WILEY:  Thank you for the question, Member
  


23   Little.
  


24            I haven't seen this specific condition.  Hearing
  


25   that it covers all NERC standards, this would be
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 1   applicable since it is a standard under NERC.  And, of
  


 2   course, when we do go to build that second line in the
  


 3   future, we would include that as part of our TPL analysis
  


 4   at that time.
  


 5            MEMBER LITTLE:  Thank you.
  


 6            CHMN. KATZ:  Let me just ask as a follow-up,
  


 7   Mr. Wiley, would the poles that are erected be erected in
  


 8   contemplation of adding that second line, or are we
  


 9   looking at tearing down those poles and replacing them
  


10   with ones that are capable of carrying double-circuit?
  


11            MR. WILEY:  Chairman Katz, thank you.
  


12            The structures that we're proposing to install
  


13   would be capable of adding a second circuit.  At which
  


14   time that second circuit is needed, replacement of
  


15   structures would not be needed.
  


16            CHMN. KATZ:  Thank you.
  


17            And I didn't mean to ignore other Committee
  


18   Members.
  


19            Does anyone else have any questions of the other
  


20   witnesses before we go to closing arguments from both
  


21   parties?
  


22            (No response.)
  


23            CHMN. KATZ:  Hearing nothing further, are you
  


24   gentlemen -- ladies and gentlemen ready to present your
  


25   closing arguments, or do you need a few minutes?
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 1            MR. DERSTINE:  I think so.  The only thing I
  


 2   need is to check with the AV team to see if -- I threw
  


 3   them some slides for a closing.
  


 4            CHMN. KATZ:  If you need a couple minutes.
  


 5            MR. DERSTINE:  If we can take --
  


 6            CHMN. KATZ:  Let's just take a five-minute
  


 7   break.
  


 8            (A recess was taken from 11:20 a.m. to
  


 9   11:34 a.m.)
  


10            CHMN. KATZ:  We're ready to begin.
  


11            I did indicate to the attorneys that once we are
  


12   done with our closing arguments, we're going to take a
  


13   lunch break and then come back and review the proposed
  


14   CEC, make whatever edits and approvals or disapprovals
  


15   that we collectively as a Committee agree to do.  But I
  


16   told the lawyers that we wanted to boost everybody's
  


17   blood sugar with lunch.
  


18            I don't know whether it will be Ms. Benally or
  


19   Mr. Derstine, but you're welcome to make the closing
  


20   argument on behalf of Arizona Public Service.
  


21            MR. DERSTINE:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Members
  


22   of the Committee and as well as the Members I see on the
  


23   screen in front of me.  Thank you for your time and
  


24   attention.
  


25            Thank you, Madam Court Reporter, as always, for
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 1   doing such a nice job keeping track and giving us a good
  


 2   transcript whether it's here in the hearing room or
  


 3   driving around the West Valley in a van.  We appreciate
  


 4   it.
  


 5            In my opening, I had stated that you can't have
  


 6   growth without power.  APS has a duty to serve all the
  


 7   customers, customers that exist today as well as
  


 8   anticipating and being prepared for the customers of the
  


 9   future, the growth that's going to happen.
  


10            Different customers have different needs.  Not
  


11   every customer is going to require a CEC and we don't
  


12   have to bring a project before this Committee.  At the
  


13   same time, APS has the same duty to serve that growth
  


14   with the appropriate facilities.  And the challenge is to
  


15   always be in a position to site and construct those
  


16   facilities in time to meet customer needs while at the
  


17   same time minimizing the impacts of that new
  


18   infrastructure on the surrounding community.  And that's
  


19   what this case is about, and that's what we've presented
  


20   to you.
  


21            I noted in my opening and shared a couple of
  


22   recent articles about all the growth that's happening in
  


23   the West Valley.  But you don't have to read the
  


24   newspaper to see the growth that's happening in the West
  


25   Valley.  For those who were on the tour and drove around,
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 1   you saw all the construction that's occurring, the
  


 2   transition of the agricultural fields to new logistics
  


 3   centers, commerce parks, manufacturing facilities, cold
  


 4   storage facilities.  All that is happening at a very
  


 5   rapid pace here in the West Valley.
  


 6            And the Loop 303, as I mentioned, has become a
  


 7   hub for that growth.  But it's not just the Loop 303.  It
  


 8   extends into Glendale.  It extends into El Mirage.  All
  


 9   of the communities in the West Valley are experiencing
  


10   this growth.  And the growth is not only the business
  


11   growth.  It's the residential growth that's following
  


12   that business growth.
  


13            This project serves two needs:
  


14            It satisfies the need to serve a high-level
  


15   customer, the Microsoft datacenter.  It's in El Mirage.
  


16   It's in the early stages of development.  At full
  


17   buildout, that datacenter is going to require 245
  


18   megawatts of power.
  


19            In addition, this project will be able to serve
  


20   the growth that's occurring using the second circuit, the
  


21   230 circuit that will tie in the lines on the east, the
  


22   230kV infrastructure on the west of the project area and
  


23   on the east.
  


24            What's needed to satisfy the needs, the two
  


25   needs that I identified, are to expand the existing
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 1   Contrail Substation with the necessary 230kV
  


 2   transformers, bus work, and then to construct three
  


 3   independent double-circuit 230kV lines.  Those lines are
  


 4   proposed to be constructed on Routes A, E, and G set
  


 5   forth in the application and as the Committee has seen on
  


 6   the maps.
  


 7            What are the benefits of the project?  Well, it
  


 8   does a number of things.  Those three new 230kV
  


 9   double-circuit lines allow Microsoft -- not only allow
  


10   APS to serve Microsoft and satisfy the high load of a
  


11   datacenter, but they allow Microsoft to eliminate the
  


12   need for diesel generation, which would be the third leg
  


13   of the stool in terms of their reliability requirements.
  


14   And that third circuit allows us to eliminate diesel and
  


15   the noise and the environmental impacts that come with
  


16   diesel generation onsite.
  


17            As I mentioned, the project connects the 230kV
  


18   systems on the east and the west sides of the West Valley
  


19   much like the Northern Parkway is intended to do,
  


20   connecting freeways on the east and the west of the West
  


21   Valley.  This project serves to connect those systems and
  


22   improves the reliability of the 230kV infrastructure and
  


23   will allow us to serve a lot of the high-level customers
  


24   and commercial and industrial growth that's occurring in
  


25   this area.
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 1            We covered the planning process.  Mr. Simpson
  


 2   testified at length about kind of what went into those,
  


 3   the activities that went into those 18 months of work.
  


 4   Environmental studies, engineering studies, all the
  


 5   outreach that occurred over that 18-month timespan.  And
  


 6   through all that, APS and its consultants analyzed the 41
  


 7   square miles of area to identify potential routes,
  


 8   identify early on small links that were numbered.  These
  


 9   numbered links still show on our route maps today.  And
  


10   those small numbered links were then connected and used
  


11   to develop lettered preliminary routes.
  


12            Those preliminary routes, I think A through H,
  


13   were then shared with the surrounding community in the
  


14   newsletter that went out.  And we solicited not only
  


15   showing them where those preliminary routes would be but
  


16   asked them to comment, give us feedback.  Tell us whether
  


17   you like them, whether you hate them, and what's the
  


18   preferred route for the community, landowners,
  


19   developers.
  


20            Ultimately, utilizing that feedback and the
  


21   outreach campaign that was presented to inform us and
  


22   help us develop the final routes, A, E, and G were
  


23   selected.  And those are the routes that are before the
  


24   Committee in our CEC application that we're asking you to
  


25   approve in this case.
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 1            Ms. Darr covered the public outreach, and I was
  


 2   pleased -- I guess I might say -- I shouldn't say
  


 3   surprised, but I was pleased to hear Member Gentles say
  


 4   that he thought we had done a good, thorough job because
  


 5   he doesn't lavish praise or approval without good reason.
  


 6   And his usual take is very critical and at least uses a
  


 7   critical eye to analyze outreach campaigns.  I
  


 8   appreciated his comments.  I know the company did too.
  


 9            Not to say that we're perfect in this area.  We
  


10   never are.  But we continue to strive to do our best.
  


11   And as always, the objective is to gain input, let folks
  


12   know what we're thinking, what we're planning, what we're
  


13   doing, gain their feedback, use that information to
  


14   inform us about how we move forward with the project and
  


15   ultimately to help us design and present a project to
  


16   this Committee.  And I think we did an effective job of
  


17   that in this case.
  


18            Mr. Simpson had mentioned it, and I have to
  


19   agree that I have not -- having handled a number of these
  


20   cases, I haven't been involved in a case that involved
  


21   this many different jurisdictions in which we had to
  


22   communicate and engage and inform and work with.  There's
  


23   a number of larger and smaller communities in the West
  


24   Valley that make up this project area, and we had to work
  


25   with all of them.
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 1            In addition to the jurisdictions, the cities and
  


 2   the towns, we worked with Luke Air Force Base, Maricopa
  


 3   County Department of Transportation, and then the
  


 4   individual private landowners who are building large,
  


 5   multiple thousand, in some cases millions, of square feet
  


 6   of development that have a significant interest in what
  


 7   we're building, where we're building it, and how it
  


 8   impacts their development.  And as I think was mentioned
  


 9   during the testimony, wondering whether there would be
  


10   sufficient power to serve their development in the
  


11   future.  And with this project, there will be.
  


12            As we mentioned, it's also a bit unusual for us
  


13   to gain letters, feedback in writing.  Many of these
  


14   letters indicated their appreciation for their being
  


15   involved in the project and the manner in which we
  


16   engaged them and sought their input.  Some indicated
  


17   their approval for the project, but every one of those
  


18   entities that submitted a letter stated their
  


19   appreciation for our process and the manner in which we
  


20   worked with them throughout the 18-month planning history
  


21   for the project.  We always ask for letters.  We don't
  


22   usually get them.  And in this case, we got them, and I
  


23   think it says something about the process.
  


24            But the project is not without opposition.  The
  


25   City of Peoria is here, and, frankly, we're happy to have
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 1   them here.  Whether it happens late in the process or
  


 2   early, it's important for us to know, you know, what the
  


 3   jurisdictions, what landowners, what residents are
  


 4   thinking.  And if they show up here at the time of the
  


 5   hearing and want to participate and state their views
  


 6   concerning the project, we're happy to have them do that.
  


 7            In this particular case, the City has concerns
  


 8   about Routes E and G, which are not within the City of
  


 9   Peoria but border along its boundaries on Olive Avenue
  


10   and Northern Avenue.
  


11            The focus of the City's attention are, as I
  


12   mentioned, E and G.  And in fact the short segments that
  


13   border on the City of Peoria -- and if the AV people
  


14   could pull up those simulations for me, it may be helpful
  


15   for the Committee to just, one more time, see what the
  


16   City of Peoria is talking about and is concerned about.
  


17            This Visual Simulation No. 4 shows the view on
  


18   Olive Avenue looking to the west along Olive.  The
  


19   existing condition shows what it looks like today.  All
  


20   the existing -- at least the transmission lines, what's
  


21   out of the frame on the existing condition is the
  


22   substation and the other transmission lines that are
  


23   further to the east.  But this is the view of Olive
  


24   Avenue as you're looking to the west on the Suncliff
  


25   Subdivision, the edge of that subdivision.  And the
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 1   proposed condition is on the right.
  


 2            The testimony that you heard is that the plan to
  


 3   construct those 230kV lines across Olive within the Town
  


 4   of Youngtown or their jurisdiction will increase the span
  


 5   length and eliminate some of the infrastructure that
  


 6   you're seeing there.  The 12kV will go underground.  The
  


 7   69kV will be collocated with the new 230 lines.  The 230
  


 8   structures will be taller.  You can see for yourself
  


 9   whether you think that's an improvement or whether that
  


10   worsens all the infrastructure that is existing here
  


11   today and what folks see when they're leaving the
  


12   Suncliff Subdivision and turning onto Olive Avenue and
  


13   driving to the west.
  


14            If you can pull up the next slide, please.
  


15            This is the other side of an area of concern for
  


16   the City of Peoria.  This is Northern Avenue.  On
  


17   Northern, the Suncliff Subdivision narrows down, but
  


18   there's still an entrance and an exit to that subdivision
  


19   there.  And what you see running along Northern, as has
  


20   been testified to, is the City of Glendale's landfill.
  


21   And the landfill is surrounded by this large retaining
  


22   wall.  You're looking at Northern.  That will be torn up
  


23   and widened as part of this Northern Parkway project as
  


24   it extends back towards the east and comes the direction
  


25   of the City of Peoria.
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 1            In addition to the road widening, you'll see
  


 2   that we have -- or in order to avoid the road widening,
  


 3   our proposal is to construct the new transmission line
  


 4   within the boundary of the landfill within the City of
  


 5   Glendale.  And so what residents within Suncliff, those
  


 6   new residents who might see these structures from their
  


 7   backyard or as they're driving out of the Suncliff
  


 8   Horizon Subdivision out onto Northern Avenue, will see
  


 9   the new transmission lines, and the poles span out
  


10   approximately 750 feet.  And that will be their new view.
  


11   It won't just be the landfill.  It will be the landfill
  


12   and these 230kV structures.
  


13            APS is committed to work with the City of Peoria
  


14   to try to address their concerns.  We've agreed to
  


15   evaluate undergrounding a portion of the line on Northern
  


16   here.  And if it can be feasibly undergrounded there
  


17   without impacting the landfill operations and will result
  


18   in a safe and reliable installation that can be
  


19   maintained and repaired over time, APS has agreed to do
  


20   that.
  


21            I don't know that we have -- we've continued to
  


22   work with the other jurisdictions.  In this case, we're
  


23   working with the City of Peoria.  And that isn't unique
  


24   to this case.  That's what we do in every case.  Our job
  


25   is to engage with and work with affected jurisdictions
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 1   and landowners and do the best we can to mitigate the
  


 2   impacts of the project.
  


 3            But in general, we're not undergrounding
  


 4   transmission lines unless there is a safety
  


 5   consideration, that the project is needed in that
  


 6   location, and the only way to install it there or
  


 7   construct it there is to underground it; or, as in this
  


 8   case, a third party is willing to cover the cost to
  


 9   construct this underground segment.  And in this case, we
  


10   have Microsoft who has indicated their willingness to
  


11   mitigate the impact of this project on the City of Peoria
  


12   and the residents in this area by agreeing to cover the
  


13   cost of undergrounding if that can be safely and feasibly
  


14   done.
  


15            So that's where we are.  The results of those
  


16   studies won't be known for some time.  It will take some
  


17   time to fully understand what can be constructed there in
  


18   terms of an underground construction.  But we'll continue
  


19   to working with and communicate and cooperate with the
  


20   City of Peoria.  And I think you'll see language to that
  


21   effect in the proposed CEC.
  


22            You heard our case, four witnesses using the
  


23   various PowerPoint slides and exhibits.  You saw the
  


24   flyover simulation.  Those of you who were here were able
  


25   to take the route tour.  And you heard cross-examination,
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 1   and you'll hear here in a minute closing argument from
  


 2   counsel for the City of Peoria.
  


 3            As I indicated, we're requesting a CEC that
  


 4   approves the construction of the double-circuit lines on
  


 5   Routes A, E, and G on monopole structures ranging from
  


 6   130 to 195 feet.  Included, as you'll see, is the
  


 7   exhibit, the map which shows the routes, identifies the
  


 8   corridor and the width of the corridor for those three
  


 9   routes.
  


10            And the corridor, as you know, as this Committee
  


11   well knows, is the key consideration that allows us to
  


12   develop these projects and design them in a way that
  


13   minimizes the impacts.  It allows us, after this hearing,
  


14   when we get along further in engineering, to continue to
  


15   working with landowners and jurisdictions to continue to
  


16   place poles and adjust the alignment in a way that it
  


17   addresses the concerns of residents.
  


18            We can't always give folks what they ask for.
  


19   Our commitment is simply to do what we can and to
  


20   communicate and to do our very best to try to minimize
  


21   the impacts within the call or the authority that this
  


22   Committee gives us in identifying a corridor for
  


23   constructing the project.  And we'll do that here.
  


24            In terms of the term of the project, we're
  


25   asking for a ten-year term, which is the standard CEC
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 1   term to construct the first circuit.  That's the circuit
  


 2   that's going to be dedicated to serving Microsoft.
  


 3            The second circuit, we're asking for a 20-year
  


 4   term because at the present time, we don't know when
  


 5   we'll need that circuit.  We know we don't need it today.
  


 6   We know it's going to be sometime in the future, but
  


 7   we're asking for the longer term for that reason.
  


 8            In my opening, I indicated that this was an
  


 9   important project, and I stand by those words.  It's an
  


10   important project for Microsoft, and it's an important
  


11   project to serve the growth that's occurring in the West
  


12   Valley.
  


13            And with that, we're going to request that you
  


14   grant us the CEC and look forward to your deliberation
  


15   over the CEC.  And, as always, we thank you for your time
  


16   and attention.
  


17            CHMN. KATZ:  Thank you kindly.
  


18            Mr. Golestan.
  


19            MR. GOLESTAN:  Mr. Chairman, Members of the
  


20   Committee, thank you very much for the opportunity to be
  


21   here.
  


22            Peoria intervened in this matter to present
  


23   concerns to this Committee about the impacts of this
  


24   project on the City, and Peoria appreciates the
  


25   opportunity to do so, appreciates APS's commitment and


      COASH & COASH, INC.                  602-258-1440
      www.coashandcoash.com                 Phoenix, AZ







LS CASE NO. 198      VOLUME III      03/02/2022 419


  


 1   counsel's remarks about working together and continuing
  


 2   to do so to determine solutions to the issues that have
  


 3   been raised.
  


 4            Through some of the exhibits and the witness
  


 5   testimony, really, Peoria's two concerns were, firstly,
  


 6   the nature of the impact on Peoria.  That's been
  


 7   acknowledged by APS, as we heard from the witnesses.
  


 8   That impact is shown by frankly this map that we're
  


 9   looking at right now and the other maps that showed the
  


10   nature of the land use.
  


11            Most of the routes outside of the City of Peoria
  


12   go through industrial or commercial areas.  The portions
  


13   of the Routes E and G that are closest Peoria Avenue
  


14   border the Suncliff Subdivision.
  


15            As we heard on cross-examination through
  


16   Mr. Simpson and to some extent Mr. Duncan, the condition
  


17   that this would create, Routes E and G, is unique.
  


18   There's no other place in the study area where a
  


19   residential community is surrounded or -- essentially
  


20   surrounded on three sides by 230kV transmission lines.
  


21            And Mr. Simpson discussed on his own direct
  


22   examination a rough sort of back-of-the-napkin
  


23   calculation of the impact on the residents.  And even
  


24   that analysis indicates that the burden and the impact on
  


25   Peoria, particularly for residential as compared to other
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 1   jurisdictions, is unique and much greater.
  


 2            He approximated that the routes affect
  


 3   approximately 300 homes in Youngtown within half a mile,
  


 4   approximately 400 homes on the Olive line within half a
  


 5   mile.  That's in Peoria.  And approximately 145 homes on
  


 6   the Northern segment.  So that's a total of 545 homes in
  


 7   Peoria and residents therein that are affected, nearly
  


 8   double that of other jurisdictions.  So the impact is
  


 9   certainly unique and has been acknowledged.
  


10            The other issue that Peoria has raised is just a
  


11   question of continued investigation to ensure that the
  


12   Northern segment, specifically, segment G -- Route G,
  


13   excuse me, doesn't unduly impact the Northern Parkway
  


14   project, which, as we've heard, is a multijurisdictional
  


15   project that's been going on for a number of years.
  


16   That's continuing.  As we heard from witnesses, there are
  


17   federal funds tied up in that project, but they weren't
  


18   able to comment about the ramifications and the interplay
  


19   between this proposed route and any federal funding.
  


20   Obviously, as Peoria mentioned in its intervening papers,
  


21   that's the primary concern, is ensuring that no federal
  


22   funding is lost.  And that wouldn't only affect Peoria.
  


23   That would affect El Mirage, Glendale, other
  


24   jurisdictions that are involved in that project.
  


25            Peoria appreciates that APS has worked with
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 1   other stakeholders, including other jurisdictions, and
  


 2   that was a give-and-take process as described by members
  


 3   of the witness panel for APS, and that resulted in some
  


 4   changes.  And Peoria simply wants that dialogue, that
  


 5   same dialogue.  And we appreciate that APS has been doing
  


 6   that.  Ultimately, Peoria's request is that if the CEC is
  


 7   approved, it is approved with that jointly proposed
  


 8   condition that both of the parties have proposed to the
  


 9   Committee that requires the parties to continue to
  


10   negotiate in good faith and come up with solutions to
  


11   address these concerns.
  


12            And with that, we appreciate the opportunity and
  


13   appreciate the Committee's time.  Thank you.
  


14            CHMN. KATZ:  Anything -- you don't have any
  


15   additional exhibits, correct, Mr. Golestan?
  


16            MR. GOLESTAN:  No.
  


17            CHMN. KATZ:  Anything further before we take our
  


18   lunch break?
  


19            MR. GOLESTAN:  No.
  


20            CHMN. KATZ:  I'm showing that it's just about
  


21   exactly noon.  Does the Committee want to consider 1:00?
  


22   We'll start back at 1:00 and start our deliberations.
  


23            And, Mr. Golestan, what we'll do is I'll go
  


24   through sections of this and ask the Committee to either
  


25   approve or disapprove of that section.
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 1            But on page No. 2, lines 17 through 23, we're
  


 2   not going to take the vote or fill that section in or
  


 3   seek approval until all of the other conditions can be
  


 4   agreed to as we might modify.  And then we'll -- and the
  


 5   votes to approve various sections will be just verbal.
  


 6   But the final vote as to whether or not the CEC should be
  


 7   issued will be a roll call vote with each Member having
  


 8   to say yea or nay, yes or no.
  


 9            Okay.  We'll see you in about an hour.
  


10            (A recess was taken from 12:01 p.m. to
  


11   1:03 p.m.)
  


12            CHMN. KATZ:  What we're going to do, and this
  


13   should have been emailed to our Committee Members, and it
  


14   was handed to us that are present here in the hearing
  


15   room.  But we're going to mark as Chairman-1 the PDF
  


16   version, which will be kept as is.
  


17             On the right side will be the Word version of
  


18   the same document that we will work from.  Once that's
  


19   been finalized and approved, that will become Chairman
  


20   No. 2.  So we will be changing what will be initially put
  


21   up on the right screen.  We will be modifying that as we
  


22   go, and the final version will be Chairman-2.
  


23            And if we're ready to go, we can.  And what we
  


24   normally do is go through certain paragraphs, sometimes
  


25   several lines at once.  We will go through the additional
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 1   conditions as well as the Findings of Fact and
  


 2   Conclusions of Law one by one.  And after that, we go
  


 3   back to the earlier portion of the document.  And that's
  


 4   on page 2, lines 17 through 22.  And that we will skip
  


 5   over until it's time to vote on whether to issue the CEC
  


 6   or not.
  


 7            MR. GOLESTAN:  Mr. Chairman.
  


 8            CHMN. KATZ:  Yes.
  


 9            MR. GOLESTAN:  I propose a housekeeping matter
  


10   if I may.
  


11            CHMN. KATZ:  Yes.
  


12            MR. GOLESTAN:  I didn't have the opportunity
  


13   before, but Peoria did include a handful of exhibits that
  


14   was submitted by the deadline that you had set out, Mr.
  


15   Chairman, by last Friday.  I spoke with Mr. Derstine.  We
  


16   stipulated to the entry of Peoria's exhibits into the
  


17   record.
  


18            CHMN. KATZ:  Okay.  Peoria' exhibits are --
  


19            MR. GOLESTAN:  Peoria-1, 2, 3, and 4.
  


20            CHMN. KATZ:  Peoria Exhibits 1, 2, 3, and 4 will
  


21   be admitted.
  


22            (Exhibits Peoria-1 through Peoria-4 were
  


23   admitted into evidence.)
  


24            CHMN. KATZ:  You need to get copies of those
  


25   exhibits to our court reporter.
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 1            MR. GOLESTAN:  Yes, Mr. Chairman.
  


 2            So Exhibit 1 is the Intergovernmental Agreement.
  


 3   That's Peoria 1.
  


 4            Peoria 2 is Northern Parkway:  Agua Fria River
  


 5   to 99th Avenue Scoping and Design Report.
  


 6            And Peoria 3 is the relevant page of the fiscal
  


 7   year 2022 to 2025 Maricopa Association of Governments
  


 8   Transportation Improvement Program.
  


 9            And then Peoria 4 is maps showing the segments
  


10   that are bordering Peoria along with Northern Parkway
  


11   schedule information.
  


12            CHMN. KATZ:  And we'll get copies of those to
  


13   you so that we can confirm everything that was just
  


14   stated.
  


15            If everybody would please take a look at the
  


16   first page of the document.
  


17            Beginning at line 14 through page 2, line
  


18   No. 16.  I need everybody to take a look at that.  And
  


19   we'll be showing at the very beginning of that, going
  


20   back to page 1, we have to fill in the date as March 2nd,
  


21   2022.
  


22            And on that first page, we also need to strike
  


23   Zachary Branum.  He did not appear at all in these
  


24   proceedings.
  


25            And going on to the next page, page 2, I think
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 1   it's line 3, we have David French that's been substituted
  


 2   in for John Riggins from the Water Department -- or the
  


 3   Department of Water Resources.
  


 4            Going down to line 10, Jack Haenichen is not
  


 5   present.  He's having some health-related issues.
  


 6            But I believe all the other numbers of our
  


 7   Committee that are listed in the document are present
  


 8   either in person or virtually.
  


 9            And we would be adding in at line 14, I think it
  


10   is, Peoria as the intervenor or the City of Peoria,
  


11   represented by Saman Golestan, Assistant Peoria City
  


12   Attorney.
  


13            MR. GOLESTAN:  Saman Golestan, Mr. Chairman.
  


14            CHMN. KATZ:  What did I say?
  


15            MR. GOLESTAN:  A little different pronunciation.
  


16            CHMN. KATZ:  And take a look at page No. 1, line
  


17   14, through page No. 2, line 16, with the striking of the
  


18   two representatives on the Committee that aren't here and
  


19   adding the City of Peoria represented by their counsel.
  


20            And then once you've done that, I would welcome
  


21   a motion to approve this portion of the CEC document.
  


22            MEMBER PALMER:  Mr. Chairman, I move approval of
  


23   page 1, line 15, through page 2, line 16, as amended.
  


24            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.
  


25            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor say "aye."
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 1            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Mr. Chairman.
  


 2            CHMN. KATZ:  Yes, sir.
  


 3            MEMBER GRINNELL:  May we get the edited version
  


 4   up on our screen versus the other?
  


 5            Thank you, sir.
  


 6            CHMN. KATZ:  Is it up on there now?
  


 7            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Yes.
  


 8            CHMN. KATZ:  You should be looking at the edited
  


 9   version, and I'm assuming that -- are we editing it as we
  


10   go?
  


11            MR. DERSTINE:  Yes.
  


12            MEMBER GENTLES:  Mr. Chairman.
  


13            CHMN. KATZ:  Yes, Mr. Gentles.
  


14            MEMBER GENTLES:  I don't know if this is -- hold
  


15   on a second.  Let me just try something.
  


16            Okay.  I solved my issue.  Thank you.
  


17            CHMN. KATZ:  Okay.  Fine.  Thank you.
  


18            I'll ask again, all in favor.
  


19            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


20            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed.
  


21            (No response.)
  


22            CHMN. KATZ:  That is approved.
  


23            We'll skip lines 17 through 23.  That's our
  


24   final vote.
  


25            But we begin, then, with Section B at line 24,
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 1   Project Overview.  And that runs on through a description
  


 2   of the project to the top of page 3, line 3.  And we will
  


 3   be attaching a project map to this.
  


 4            And once you've had a chance to look at it, I
  


 5   will gladly receive a motion to approve.
  


 6            MEMBER GRINNELL:  So moved.
  


 7            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.
  


 8            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


 9            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


10            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed.
  


11            (No response.)
  


12            CHMN. KATZ:  We next have the paragraph that
  


13   begins at line 5 on page 3 and goes through line --
  


14   actually, line 13.  We've stricken from the document
  


15   lines 13 through lines 18.  So we're looking at the
  


16   paragraph as written from line No. 5 on page 3 through
  


17   line 12.
  


18            And whenever, you can move.
  


19            MEMBER LITTLE:  Mr. Chairman, I have a question.
  


20   Do we want to move it first and then discuss it?
  


21            CHMN. KATZ:  Yeah.  If we have the motion and a
  


22   second, we then can discuss the language.  And if there's
  


23   any concerns by either of the parties, they can also
  


24   express that concern before we take the vote.
  


25            But do we have a motion to approve that
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 1   Condition No. 1?
  


 2            MEMBER HAMWAY:  So moved.
  


 3            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.
  


 4            CHMN. KATZ:  If there's any discussion.
  


 5            Member Little, if you had a discussion or some
  


 6   suggested changes.
  


 7            MEMBER LITTLE:  Maybe I'm being dense, but I'm
  


 8   not quite sure what the first part of that sentence
  


 9   means.  Is that saying that the CEC expires ten years
  


10   from when it's approved or until the project is
  


11   completed?
  


12            CHMN. KATZ:  I think the first phase is for ten
  


13   years.
  


14            MEMBER LITTLE:  No.  I understand that.  The
  


15   part that says:   Unless construction is completed to the
  


16   point that the first circuit is capable of operating by
  


17   that time.
  


18            CHMN. KATZ:  But if they wanted more time, they
  


19   would have to make a formal request to amend if I'm not
  


20   mistaken.
  


21            MEMBER LITTLE:  Okay.
  


22            CHMN. KATZ:  Any comment from either of the
  


23   lawyers?
  


24            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Mr. Chairman.
  


25            CHMN. KATZ:  Yes, sir, Mr. Grinnell.
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 1            MEMBER GRINNELL:  We have -- I'm with Ms. Little
  


 2   here.  We have 10 years or 20 years or to the time of
  


 3   construction or to the time of completion.
  


 4            I think lines 6 through I guess it would be line
  


 5   12, because it looks like it takes up to ten years.  So
  


 6   there's a little bit of a contradiction in here.  Shall
  


 7   expire ten years.  And then it is deleted, yet it is to
  


 8   construct the project shall expire ten years, but that's
  


 9   been deleted.  So are we approving 20 years?
  


10            CHMN. KATZ:  We're approving ten years for
  


11   Phase 1 and 20 years for Phase 2.
  


12            MEMBER PALMER:  If they need to add the second
  


13   circuit later, they get 20 years to add those second
  


14   lines on.
  


15            MEMBER LITTLE:  And what that says to your
  


16   lawyers is that?  They have ten years to do the first
  


17   circuit unless they apply for an exception, and then they
  


18   have 20 years to do the second circuit, unless they apply
  


19   for an extension.  That's what those words say?
  


20            CHMN. KATZ:  I believe that's what they state.
  


21   Do either of the lawyers disagree with how we have
  


22   phrased this?
  


23            MR. DERSTINE:  Mr. Chairman, I don't disagree.
  


24   I do pause, and maybe that was the reason for the
  


25   question from Member Little and Member Grinnell.
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 1            The "unless" parenthetical phrase may be
  


 2   unnecessary in this wording.  So that if you strike it
  


 3   from the word "unless" to the semicolon, it would read:
  


 4   This authorization to construct the Project shall expire
  


 5   ten (10) years from the date the Certificate is approved
  


 6   by the Arizona Corporation Commission; provided, however,
  


 7   that the authorization to construct the second circuit of
  


 8   the Project shall expire twenty (20) years from the date
  


 9   of this Certificate.
  


10            And then you could put a period there, and it
  


11   could just indicate that -- it can still be the
  


12   semicolon, but there's two of these "provided."  Yeah,
  


13   it probably should be a period after "Certificate."
  


14            CHMN. KATZ:  And then "However"?
  


15            MEMBER LITTLE:  Not even "However."  Just
  


16   "Provided."
  


17            MR. DERSTINE:  Provided that prior to either
  


18   such expiration the Applicant or its assignees may
  


19   request that the Commission extend this time limitation.
  


20            MEMBER LITTLE:  I personally think that's more
  


21   clear.
  


22            CHMN. KATZ:  Do you want to move that we would
  


23   amend?
  


24            MEMBER LITTLE:  Yes.
  


25            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Well, before we get to that
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 1   amendment, I'd like to go back to the document instead of
  


 2   my picture.
  


 3            Bring the document back up to the screen,
  


 4   please.  I'm seeing Ms. Little, which is fine, except I
  


 5   can't read the document.
  


 6            There we go.
  


 7            I guess --
  


 8            CHMN. KATZ:  Go ahead.
  


 9            MEMBER GRINNELL:  I guess we're asking for two
  


10   ten-year approvals now, in essence.  So the authorized to
  


11   construct a second circuit --
  


12            CHMN. KATZ:  It's 20 years from right now.
  


13            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Why don't we do 20 years
  


14   altogether or say approve the second project for an
  


15   additional ten years?
  


16            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I personally feel this is fine.
  


17   It's important that they get the first one in.  And they
  


18   just didn't want to come back in for the second one.  So
  


19   I think if we can make that clear, we're good.
  


20            MEMBER GRINNELL:  I'm a little apprehensive to
  


21   give 20 years out because of the constant change.  What
  


22   if they decide to do solar instead of these power lines.
  


23   I'm a little concerned because we don't know what's going
  


24   to happen ten years from now, let alone 20.
  


25            CHMN. KATZ:  If they decide that they're not
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 1   going to build the second circuit and they're going to
  


 2   replace it with battery storage or solar, they can file a
  


 3   motion to amend the CEC.  But I'd rather not have them
  


 4   come back to us if the second phase begins at year 8 and
  


 5   doesn't finished until year 15 or doesn't get started
  


 6   until year 11 and finishes at year 20.  I just think that
  


 7   that contingency is helpful.
  


 8            MEMBER PALMER:  I agree.
  


 9            CHMN. KATZ:  Mr. Gentles.
  


10            MEMBER GENTLES:  I agree, Mr. Chairman.
  


11            CHMN. KATZ:  Ms. Little, do you move that we
  


12   amend in accord with what was suggested by Mr. Derstine?
  


13            MEMBER LITTLE:  I do.  And could we perhaps see
  


14   that written in that form?
  


15            MR. DERSTINE:  Yes.
  


16            CHMN. KATZ:  Before we vote on it, we certainly
  


17   will.
  


18            But is there a second for the amendment to this
  


19   section?
  


20            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.
  


21            CHMN. KATZ:  Do we have -- okay.  It's seconded.
  


22            And go ahead and take from line 6 through
  


23   line -- what is now line 12 and make the amendments that
  


24   were just proposed.  Add them to the document.
  


25            MR. DERSTINE:  I think they are shown there
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 1   right now in No. 1 where it reads:   This authorization
  


 2   to construct the first circuit shall expire ten (10)
  


 3   years from the date of the Certificate -- from the
  


 4   date -- the date the Certificate is approved by the
  


 5   Arizona Corporation Commission and the authorization to
  


 6   construct the second circuit -- I don't know if "the
  


 7   project" is needed, but it can be there -- of the Project
  


 8   shall expire twenty (20) years from the date of this
  


 9   Certificate.  Provided, however, that prior to either
  


10   such expiration the Applicant or it's assignee may
  


11   request that the Commission extend this time limitation.
  


12            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Mr. Chairman, isn't that
  


13   Condition 2?
  


14            MR. DERSTINE:  2 does cover the extension,
  


15   correct.
  


16            CHMN. KATZ:  Do we need that last "provided" in
  


17   there at all, then?
  


18            MR. DERSTINE:  Probably does not need to be
  


19   there.
  


20            CHMN. KATZ:  Why don't we take it out because
  


21   it's covered in the next section.
  


22            Any disagreement with taking that "provided"
  


23   out?
  


24            All in favor of the amendment that we've just
  


25   discussed please say "aye."
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 1            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


 2            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed?
  


 3            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Opposed.
  


 4            CHMN. KATZ:  Okay.  It passes.
  


 5            Condition No. 2 --
  


 6            MEMBER PALMER:  Mr. Chairman, we voted on the
  


 7   amendment.  I move we approve Condition 1 as amended.
  


 8            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.
  


 9            CHMN. KATZ:  Any further discussion?
  


10            (No response.)
  


11            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


12            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


13            CHMN. KATZ:  Opposed?
  


14            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Opposed.
  


15            CHMN. KATZ:  The measure passes as amended.
  


16            No. 2 begins -- that deals with extensions.
  


17   Begins at line 19 on page 3 and runs through page 4, line
  


18   3.
  


19            Do we have a motion to approve?
  


20            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 2.
  


21            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.
  


22            MEMBER GENTLES:  Second.
  


23            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


24            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


25            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody opposed?
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 1            (No response.)
  


 2            CHMN. KATZ:  Condition 3 is beginning on line --
  


 3   I believe it's 5 on page 4 and runs through line 20 of
  


 4   that page.  And take a look at it.
  


 5            And if we are in agreement with -- and it does
  


 6   have some changes from other counties because this was
  


 7   taken from another CEC.  The additions and
  


 8   strike-throughs are part of it.
  


 9            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Mr. Chairman, may we see line
  


10   18, 19, and 20 just to confirm?  Oh, I guess line 17.
  


11   Excuse me.
  


12            CHMN. KATZ:  It's hard to tell.  A lot of this
  


13   is between lines.
  


14            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Motion to approve.
  


15            CHMN. KATZ:  Any second?
  


16            MEMBER FRENCH:  Second.
  


17            CHMN. KATZ:  Any further discussion?
  


18            (No response.)
  


19            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


20            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


21            CHMN. KATZ:  The next section or condition is
  


22   Condition No. 4 that begins at line 22 and ends on --
  


23   well, it ends at the bottom of this page at line 26 or
  


24   26 1/2.  And it deals with the applicant shall obtain all
  


25   approvals and permits necessary to construct before they
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 1   begin construction of the project.
  


 2            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Mr. Chairman, should we add Luke
  


 3   Air Force Base?  Do they give a permit?
  


 4            MR. SIMPSON:  It's operational review and
  


 5   approval of the design.  I don't think there's an
  


 6   official permit the FAA would issue.
  


 7            MEMBER HAMWAY:  So would we need to put the FAA
  


 8   in there?
  


 9            CHMN. KATZ:  Well, we have the jurisdiction,
  


10   including, but not limited to, the United States of
  


11   American.
  


12            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Okay.  That's fine.
  


13            CHMN. KATZ:  In my experience in dealing with
  


14   Luke, because I do military airport-related matters in
  


15   reviewing general plans, I think we're fine as is.  They
  


16   don't generally issue a permit, but they'll issue a
  


17   letter.
  


18            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Okay.  I move Condition 4.
  


19            MEMBER DRAGO:  Second.
  


20            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?
  


21            (No response.)
  


22            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


23            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


24            CHMN. KATZ:  All opposed.
  


25            (No response.)
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 1            CHMN. KATZ:  The matter passes.
  


 2            Moving on to page 5 --
  


 3            MEMBER GENTLES:  Mr. Chairman, just a point of
  


 4   reference.  Is that how Condition 4 is usually worded,
  


 5   with the exception, of course, of the specific
  


 6   municipalities?
  


 7            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Yes.  I believe it is.
  


 8            CHMN. KATZ:  I believe it is.
  


 9            MEMBER GENTLES:  Okay.
  


10            CHMN. KATZ:  No. 5 is on page 5, lines 1 through
  


11   4.
  


12            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move condition 5.
  


13            CHMN. KATZ:  Second?
  


14            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.
  


15            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


16            MEMBER LITTLE:  Mr. Chairman, I have a question.
  


17            CHMN. KATZ:  Certainly, Member Little.
  


18            MEMBER LITTLE:  Does this -- and maybe it's a
  


19   legal question.  I'm not sure.  Does this condition
  


20   obligate the applicant to follow the recommendations that
  


21   were made with regard to -- there were several species,
  


22   the owl, the burrowing owl, and several species that the
  


23   recommendation was that a survey be done before
  


24   construction begins.
  


25            MR. DERSTINE:  Mr. Chairman, Member Little, I do
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 1   read it as you have stated, that it does require that we
  


 2   consult with Arizona Game and Fish concerning the
  


 3   recommendations set forth in their letter to Burns &
  


 4   McDonnell concerning this project as well as consult with
  


 5   them on a going-forward basis and to comply with all of
  


 6   their guidance.
  


 7            CHMN. KATZ:  And that's also with respect to
  


 8   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.
  


 9            Is there a motion to approve?
  


10            MEMBER HAMWAY:  So moved.
  


11            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.
  


12            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


13            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


14            CHMN. KATZ:  The condition is approved.
  


15            Condition 6 requires the applicant design the
  


16   project to incorporate reasonable measures to minimize
  


17   electrocution of avian species.  And we're now dealing
  


18   with guidelines that have been promulgated but not
  


19   formally adopted yet as rules.
  


20            But is there a motion to approve No. 6.
  


21            MEMBER PALMER:  Move Condition 6.
  


22            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.
  


23            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


24            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


25            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody opposed?
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 1            (No response.)
  


 2            CHMN. KATZ:  And that was lines 6 through 11 on
  


 3   page 5.
  


 4            Moving to line 12, Condition 7.  And it requires
  


 5   consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office
  


 6   regarding archeological and other cultural resources.
  


 7   And that's through line 18.
  


 8            MEMBER HAMWAY:  So moved, Condition No. 7.
  


 9            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.
  


10            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


11            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


12            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed?
  


13            (No response.)
  


14            CHMN. KATZ:  Condition 8.  The applicant shall
  


15   comply with the notice and salvage requirements of the
  


16   Arizona Native Plant Law.  And I won't read the rest of
  


17   it.
  


18            But do we have a motion?
  


19            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 8.
  


20            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.
  


21            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


22            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


23            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody opposed?
  


24            (No response.)
  


25            CHMN. KATZ:  Moving on to line either 24 1/2 or
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 1   25, but it's No. 9.
  


 2            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 9.
  


 3            CHMN. KATZ:  Any second?
  


 4            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Second.
  


 5            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?
  


 6            (No response.)
  


 7            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


 8            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


 9            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody opposed?
  


10            (No response.)
  


11            CHMN. KATZ:  I didn't mention that that
  


12   condition goes on to page 6 through line 10.
  


13            Moving on to Condition No. 10.  And it deals
  


14   with the discovery of human or funerary remains or
  


15   objects and the requirement to comply with A.R.S. 41-865
  


16   and 41-844.
  


17            MEMBER PALMER:  Move Condition 10.
  


18            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.
  


19            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?
  


20            (No response.)
  


21            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


22            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


23            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed?
  


24            (No response.)
  


25            CHMN. KATZ:  The next provision begins at line
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 1   16, No. 11, that requires within 130 days of the decision
  


 2   the applicant is required to post signs to the extent
  


 3   authorized by law advising the public of the decision.
  


 4            And we did add not too long ago that the
  


 5   applicant at page 7, line No. 1 and 2, which is where the
  


 6   condition ends, that applicant shall make every
  


 7   reasonable effort to communicate the decision either
  


 8   approving or disapproving the certificate in digital
  


 9   media.
  


10            Is there any motion to approve?
  


11            MEMBER PALMER: So moved 11.
  


12            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.
  


13            CHMN. KATZ:  Any further discussion?
  


14            (No response.)
  


15            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


16            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


17            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody opposed?
  


18            (No response.)
  


19            CHMN. KATZ:  That's approved.
  


20            And we'll move on to page 7, Condition No. 12.
  


21            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 12.
  


22            MEMBER GENTLES:  Second.
  


23            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?
  


24            (No response.)
  


25            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
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 1            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


 2            CHMN. KATZ:  It goes on page 7, again, lines 4
  


 3   through 13.
  


 4            Condition No. 13.
  


 5            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 13.
  


 6            MEMBER GENTLES:  Second.
  


 7            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?
  


 8            (No response.)
  


 9            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


10            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


11            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody opposed?
  


12            (No response.)
  


13            CHMN. KATZ:  Condition 13 is approved.
  


14            Condition 14.
  


15            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 14.
  


16            CHMN. KATZ:  Second?
  


17            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.
  


18            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?
  


19            (No response.)
  


20            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


21            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


22            CHMN. KATZ:  And that's through lines 16 through
  


23   line 20.
  


24            Line 21 is recommend Condition 15.
  


25            MEMBER PALMER:  Move Condition 15.
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 1            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.
  


 2            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


 3            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


 4            CHMN. KATZ:  And I forgot to ask if there was
  


 5   any discussion, but anybody opposed?
  


 6            (No response.)
  


 7            CHMN. KATZ:  Condition 16 begins on line 26 or
  


 8   26 1/2.
  


 9            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Move Condition 16.
  


10            MEMBER DRAGO:  Second.
  


11            CHMN. KATZ:  And that goes on to page 8, line 1.
  


12            Is there a second?
  


13            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Yes, there was, Len.
  


14            CHMN. KATZ:  Any further discussion?
  


15            (No response.)
  


16            CHMN. KATZ:  The condition is approved.
  


17            MEMBER HAMWAY:  We've got to take a vote.
  


18            CHMN. KATZ:  I'm getting old and senile.
  


19            All in favor of Condition 16.
  


20            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


21            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody opposed?
  


22            (No response.)
  


23            CHMN. KATZ:  The condition passes.
  


24            Take your time to read Condition 17, which
  


25   begins on page 8, line 3, through line 23 on that page.
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 1            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 17.
  


 2            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.
  


 3            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion.
  


 4            (No response.)
  


 5            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


 6            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


 7            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed.
  


 8            (No response.)
  


 9            CHMN. KATZ:  Condition 18 requires the
  


10   applicant, APS, to submit the compliance letter annually
  


11   identifying the progress of the project.  And it goes on.
  


12   And that's on page 8, line 25 1/2, going through page
  


13   No. 9, line No. 9.
  


14            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 18.
  


15            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.
  


16            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Quick question, Mr. Chairman.
  


17            CHMN. KATZ:  Sure.
  


18            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Somebody said earlier about
  


19   Luke Air Force Base.  Wouldn't that be the Department of
  


20   Defense or even the State Department would be included in
  


21   all these?  Because they are an interested party, to say
  


22   the least.  Is that necessary for these, or is this just
  


23   a state document again?
  


24            CHMN. KATZ:  Any comment from counsel?  I don't
  


25   know that it hurts us to include Luke Air Force Base.
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 1   The state statutes that I regularly deal with just
  


 2   require us to notify the affected military facility and
  


 3   not the Department of Defense.  But I don't know whether
  


 4   counsel thinks it should be added or not.
  


 5            MR. DERSTINE:  Well, I would say that the
  


 6   requirement to comply with Luke's height limitations and
  


 7   concerns, as I understand it, is enforced by the Federal
  


 8   Aviation Administration, and that requirements are
  


 9   covered by Condition No. 4.
  


10            This provision deals with the compliance
  


11   certificate and I guess notification.  Or I guess we're
  


12   on -- are we on 19?
  


13            MEMBER HAMWAY:  18.
  


14            MR. DERSTINE:  And so I think if it's the
  


15   Committee's desire that we somehow notify Luke Air Force
  


16   Base in addition to these local jurisdictions, I think
  


17   we're okay with that.
  


18            CHMN. KATZ:  Do I have a motion to amend to
  


19   include Luke Air Force Base?
  


20            MEMBER GRINNELL:  I'll make that motion.
  


21            CHMN. KATZ:  Mr. Grinnell has moved.
  


22            Any second?
  


23            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.
  


24            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?
  


25            (No response.)
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 1            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor of the amendment.
  


 2            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


 3            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed?
  


 4            (No response.)
  


 5            CHMN. KATZ:  We will add Luke Air Force Base to
  


 6   that condition on page 9.
  


 7            Condition 19?
  


 8            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition --
  


 9            CHMN. KATZ:  Oh wait.  We didn't vote on the --
  


10   I think we voted on the amendment.
  


11            MEMBER GRINNELL:  I move Condition 18 as
  


12   amended.
  


13            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.
  


14            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?
  


15            (No response.)
  


16            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


17            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


18            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed?
  


19            (No response.)
  


20            CHMN. KATZ:  Now we'll move to Condition 19.
  


21            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 19.
  


22            MEMBER DRAGO:  Second.
  


23            MEMBER LITTLE:  Can I propose an amendment that
  


24   we also add Luke Air Force Base to that one?
  


25            CHMN. KATZ:  Was there a second to the motion to
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 1   amend?
  


 2            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.
  


 3            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?
  


 4            (No response.)
  


 5            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


 6            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


 7            CHMN. KATZ:  We will add Luke Air Force Base as
  


 8   a party to get notified.
  


 9            And now do we have a motion --
  


10            MEMBER PALMER:  Move 19 as amended.
  


11            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.
  


12            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


13            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


14            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody opposed?
  


15            (No response.)
  


16            CHMN. KATZ:  Moving on.  The next section -- and
  


17   that was Condition 19, lines 11 through 13 on page 9.
  


18            We're now picking up at line 14 with Condition
  


19   20 that deals with transfer or assignment of the
  


20   certificate.
  


21            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 20.
  


22            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Second.
  


23            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?
  


24            (No response.)
  


25            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
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 1            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


 2            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed?
  


 3            (No response.)
  


 4            CHMN. KATZ:  It passes.
  


 5            No. 21 is on line 18 through line 22 of page 9.
  


 6            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 21.
  


 7            CHMN. KATZ:  Is there a second?
  


 8            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.
  


 9            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?
  


10            (No response.)
  


11            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


12            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


13            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody posed?
  


14            (No response.)
  


15            CHMN. KATZ:  Condition 22 begins at line I guess
  


16   23 1/2 or 24.  That runs to line 28 on page 9 or the
  


17   bottom of page 9.  And I know that our lines and page
  


18   numbers may have been changed on the amended document
  


19   Chairman No. 2.
  


20            But do we have a motion to approve Condition 22?
  


21            MEMBER HAMWAY:  So moved.
  


22            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.
  


23            CHMN. KATZ:  Discussion?
  


24            (No response.)
  


25            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
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 1            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


 2            CHMN. KATZ:  And that runs through page 10, line
  


 3   4.
  


 4            MEMBER LITTLE:  Mr. Chairman.
  


 5            CHMN. KATZ:  Yes.
  


 6            MEMBER LITTLE:  I don't see anything in there
  


 7   about the area that is being investigated for
  


 8   undergrounding.  I don't see any --
  


 9            CHMN. KATZ:  That's the next condition.
  


10            MEMBER LITTLE:  It's not on the one on my
  


11   screen.  I apologize.
  


12            CHMN. KATZ:  While we could have done it
  


13   differently, this is what was stipulated or agreed to
  


14   between Arizona Public Service and the City of Peoria.
  


15            Is that substantially correct, Counsel?
  


16            MR. GOLESTAN:  That's correct, Mr. Chairman,
  


17   with one small grammatical correction, but, yes, it has
  


18   been stipulated to in substance.
  


19            CHMN. KATZ:  And do you agree, Mr. Golestan?
  


20            MR. GOLESTAN:  Yes.
  


21            CHMN. KATZ:  And where is the grammatical error
  


22   in Condition No. -- this would be No. 23.
  


23            MR. GOLESTAN:  Line 10 says "constructed."
  


24   Should be "construed" after "current."
  


25            CHMN. KATZ:  I don't think we need a formal
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 1   motion to amend.  That's just a grammatical error.  So
  


 2   please read it.  And line 10, "construed" rather than
  


 3   "constructed."
  


 4            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 23.
  


 5            CHMN. KATZ:  Any second?
  


 6            MEMBER DRAGO:  Second.
  


 7            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?
  


 8            (No response.)
  


 9            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


10            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


11            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed?
  


12            (No response.)
  


13            CHMN. KATZ:  We now have some Findings of Fact
  


14   and Conclusions of Law that begin on page 10, line 14.
  


15            And Finding of Fact or Conclusion of Law No. 1:
  


16   The Project aids the state and the southwest region of
  


17   the United States in meeting the need for an adequate,
  


18   economical, and reliable supply of renewable electric
  


19   power.
  


20            MEMBER PALMER:  Move Finding of Fact and
  


21   Conclusion of Law 1.
  


22            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.
  


23            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?
  


24            (No response.)
  


25            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
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 1            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


 2            CHMN. KATZ:  The second Finding is the project
  


 3   aids the state preserving a safe and reliable electric
  


 4   transmission system.
  


 5            Motion?
  


 6            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Fact and Conclusion of
  


 7   Law No. 2.
  


 8            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.
  


 9            CHMN. KATZ:  It's been seconded.
  


10            Any discussion?
  


11            (No response.)
  


12            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


13            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


14            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed?
  


15            (No response.)
  


16            CHMN. KATZ:  The condition is approved.
  


17            Finding of Fact and Conclusion of Law No. 3 on
  


18   page 10, line 21 through 22.
  


19            Do we have a motion?
  


20            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Finding of Fact No. 3.
  


21            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.
  


22            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?
  


23            (No response.)
  


24            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


25            (A chorus of "ayes.")
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 1            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody opposed?
  


 2            (No response.)
  


 3            CHMN. KATZ:  It passes.
  


 4            No. 4 is at line 23 through line 25.
  


 5            MEMBER PALMER:  Move Finding of Fact and
  


 6   Conclusion 4.
  


 7            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.
  


 8            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?
  


 9            (No response.)
  


10            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


11            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


12            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody opposed?
  


13            (No response.)
  


14            CHMN. KATZ:  Finding of Fact and Conclusion of
  


15   Law No. 5:  The conditions placed on the Project in the
  


16   Certificate resolve matters concerning balancing the need
  


17   for the Project with its impact on the environmental and
  


18   ecology and so forth.
  


19            Please read it and if we could have a motion.
  


20            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Finding of Fact No. 5.
  


21            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.
  


22            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?
  


23            (No response.)
  


24            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


25            (A chorus of "ayes.")
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 1            CHMN. KATZ:  And the condition does go on to
  


 2   page 11 through line 2.
  


 3            And picking up at line 3, No. 6, Finding of Fact
  


 4   and Conclusion of Law.  The Project is in the public
  


 5   interest.
  


 6            And when you're comfortable.
  


 7            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Finding of Fact No. 6.
  


 8            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.
  


 9            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
  


10            (A chorus of "ayes.")
  


11            CHMN. KATZ:  Now what we're going to do is take
  


12   a look at page No. 2, lines 17 through 22.  And I'll read
  


13   that for the record.
  


14            At the conclusion of the hearing, the Committee,
  


15   after considering the (i) Application, (ii) evidence,
  


16   testimony and exhibits presented by Applicant and
  


17   intervenors, and (iii) comments of the public, and being
  


18   advised of the legal requirements of Arizona Revised
  


19   Statutes Section 40-360 through Section 40-360.13, upon
  


20   motion duly made and seconded.
  


21            And we're now going to take a vote on this.  And
  


22   it will be a roll call vote.  And we're going to need a
  


23   motion to -- I think we have a motion right now.  I think
  


24   we need a vote.  And then we approve.  Any disagreement?
  


25            Okay.  What I'd like to do is if you are going
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 1   to be voting in favor of this CEC as it's currently
  


 2   written with whatever amendments we've agreed to and I
  


 3   would just ask -- I'm going to start with Mr. Drago.
  


 4            How do you vote on this matter?
  


 5            MEMBER DRAGO:  I vote aye.
  


 6            CHMN. KATZ:  Ms. Hamway.
  


 7            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I vote aye.
  


 8            CHMN. KATZ:  Mr. Palmer.
  


 9            MEMBER PALMER:  I vote aye and would just like
  


10   to commend the applicant on a good application.  These
  


11   are never easy, and there are always mitigating
  


12   circumstances.  And this is important.  And I appreciate
  


13   the fact that they look far enough out ahead to keep
  


14   things moving.  We can't wait until the 11th hour to do
  


15   these.  And I appreciate their foresight and preparation
  


16   in getting these ready.
  


17            CHMN. KATZ:  Mr. French.
  


18            MEMBER FRENCH:  I vote aye.
  


19            CHMN. KATZ:  And Mr. Grinnell.
  


20            MEMBER GRINNELL:  I'm sorry.  I was on mute.
  


21            For me, I guess it's getting a little easier to
  


22   read information beforehand and follow it a lot easier
  


23   without having 20 letters arrive with changes and
  


24   additions and everything else.
  


25            I'm not comfortable with the 10-year extension
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 1   or 20-year part.  But overall, it's a good plan.  And I
  


 2   will leave it to Mr. Gentles to opine on the public
  


 3   relations since that's his bailiwick.
  


 4            But thank you to all the people present.
  


 5            I vote aye.
  


 6            CHMN. KATZ:  Thank you.
  


 7            Member Little.
  


 8            MEMBER LITTLE:  I vote aye.
  


 9            I would like to second what Mr. Drago said about
  


10   the application.  And I would also like to encourage the
  


11   applicant and the City of Peoria to do everything
  


12   possible to get that section of the line underground.  I
  


13   know that it's very expensive to underground transmission
  


14   lines of this voltage.  However, particularly when we
  


15   have a customer who is willing to bear the cost, I think
  


16   that it's important that we recognize the needs of the
  


17   public in these areas.
  


18            Thank you.
  


19            CHMN. KATZ:  And you vote how again?  Aye.
  


20            MEMBER LITTLE:  Aye.
  


21            CHMN. KATZ:  And last, but not least,
  


22   Mr. Gentles.
  


23            MEMBER GENTLES:  I vote aye.
  


24            And I would just like to say that I do
  


25   appreciate the applicant's forward thinking and their
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 1   work ahead of time with the public to get their input.
  


 2   And while we realize there are some people that say they
  


 3   weren't notified or didn't receive the notification, I'm
  


 4   comfortable with the process that they followed to make
  


 5   sure that notification was appropriate.
  


 6            And so while I do compliment the applicant, I
  


 7   don't want people to think I'm going soft or anything.
  


 8   I'm going to keep a sharp eye on how this public outreach
  


 9   works.  But in this case, I think they did a fairly
  


10   decent job.
  


11            With that, I vote aye.
  


12            CHMN. KATZ:  And I vote aye.
  


13            And I do want to thank the lawyers for their
  


14   organized preparation.  And I trust that both the City of
  


15   Peoria and APS will continue to negotiate in good faith
  


16   to determine the best route in the subject area in
  


17   dispute as to whether it should be undergrounded or its
  


18   location or otherwise modified.
  


19            And that being said, as I said, I vote aye.
  


20            And I think there are eight of us.  And the vote
  


21   was eight in favor and zero opposed.
  


22            Is there anything further that we need to take
  


23   care of before we recess this proceeding?
  


24            (No response.)
  


25            CHMN. KATZ:  Hearing nothing, I want to thank
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 1   everybody for their participation.
  


 2            Our next hearing for the Committee Members is I
  


 3   believe on March the 14th in Florence, Arizona.  And I'm
  


 4   encouraging everybody, if they can, to be physically
  


 5   present if you are able.  I understand some of you, it's
  


 6   a hardship or a long-distance trip, and I understand
  


 7   that.
  


 8            Anyway, I appreciate all of you.
  


 9            And the last thing I would ask is we need APS to
  


10   make sure that this CEC, as approved and edited, gets
  


11   sent to Tod.  Tod and I will probably meet tomorrow or on
  


12   Friday, and I'll make sure it's in proper order and sign
  


13   off on it, and we'll get it back to you.
  


14            Thank you all.
  


15            (The hearing concluded at 1:49 p.m.)
  


16
  


17
  


18
  


19
  


20
  


21
  


22
  


23
  


24
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 1   STATE OF ARIZONA       )
                          )


 2   COUNTY OF MARICOPA     )
  


 3        BE IT KNOWN that the foregoing proceedings were
   taken before me; that the foregoing pages are a full,


 4   true, and accurate record of the proceedings, all done to
   the best of my skill and ability; that the proceedings


 5   were taken down by me in shorthand and thereafter reduced
   to print under my direction.


 6
        I CERTIFY that I am in no way related to any of the


 7   parties hereto nor am I in any way interested in the
   outcome hereof.


 8
        I CERTIFY that I have complied with the ethical


 9   obligations set forth in ACJA 7-206(F)(3) and
   ACJA 7-206(J)(1)(g)(1) and (2).  Dated at Phoenix,


10   Arizona, this 6th day of March, 2022.
  


11
  


12
  


13
              ___________________________________


14                      CAROLYN T. SULLIVAN
                   Arizona Certified Reporter


15                           No. 50528
  


16
  


17
        I CERTIFY that COASH & COASH, INC., has complied


18   with the ethical obligations set forth in
   ACJA 7-206(J)(1)(g)(1) through (6).


19
  


20
  


21
  


22
  


23
               __________________________________


24                      COASH & COASH, INC.
                    Arizona Registered Firm


25                           No. R1036
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           1            CHMN. KATZ:  Good morning, everybody.  I think



           2   everybody has their morning cups of coffee filled, so I



           3   think we're ready to get started.  This is the third day



           4   of our hearing in the West Valley Central 230kV



           5   Connection Project.



           6            And we now have approximate -- it's almost ten



           7   minutes after 9, and we'll get started.



           8            Counsel, we are now, I think, getting to the



           9   noise-related environmental issues.



          10            MR. DERSTINE:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  Good



          11   morning.  Members of the Committee, good morning.



          12            CHMN. KATZ:  Hold on just a second.  I notice



          13   that Member Little and Member Grinnell always have their



          14   cameras on.  But I would ask you if you have your camera



          15   on that your video is on so that we make sure we have a



          16   quorum.  But I would appreciate it if you are



          17   participating virtually.



          18            That being said, Mr. Derstine, please feel free



          19   to begin.



          20            MR. DERSTINE:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.



          21            MR. DERSTINE:  We left off yesterday.



          22   Mr. Simpson took us through 90 percent or 95 percent of



          23   the environmental studies that were performed --



          24            CHMN. KATZ:  Let me just interrupt you for just



          25   a second.  I'm getting a double sound.  It's delayed, so
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           1   I'm hearing an echo.



           2            (Off the record for technical issue.)



           3            CHMN. KATZ:  Okay.



           4



           5          DAVID WILEY, KEVIN DUNCAN, RANDALL SIMPSON,



           6                       AND KRISTIN DARR,



           7   called as witnesses as a panel on behalf of Applicant,



           8   having been previously sworn by the Chairman to speak the



           9   truth and nothing but the truth, were examined and



          10   testified as follows:



          11



          12                   DIRECT EXAMINATION (Cont.)



          13   BY MR. DERSTINE:



          14      Q.    We covered the bulk of your environmental



          15   analysis, but one of the topics that any applicant



          16   seeking a CEC from this Committee is required to study



          17   and present to the Committee is noise impacts,



          18   anticipated noise of the project.



          19            Mr. Wiley, you're going to cover the noise



          20   studies that was performed for the West Valley Central



          21   Project.



          22      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Certainly.  APS performed noise



          23   impact analysis under various weather conditions,



          24   including light rain conditions and fair weather



          25   conditions.
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           1            If you take a look at the right-hand screen,



           2   you'll see two different plots.  The top plot here



           3   represents fair weather conditions.  In the worst case,



           4   it would be about 13 decibels of audible noise in fair



           5   weather conditions.  The bottom plot shows noise impacts



           6   under light rain conditions.  Under light rain



           7   conditions, we can expect up to 25 decibels of audible



           8   noise.



           9            If you take a look at the temperature gauge, if



          10   you will, on the right-hand side, it gives you some



          11   insight into what level that would be.  And 40 decibels



          12   would be a soft whisper from 5 feet away.  And, again,



          13   the worst-case scenario of light rain, you would be about



          14   25 decibels.



          15      Q.    The noise as you've modeled it here, the noise



          16   that would be generated by the segments of the project,



          17   is it comparable, the same as, what we would anticipate



          18   from other 230kV lines on APS's system?



          19      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, it is.  It is comparable with



          20   other 230kV lines.  These lines are located in



          21   industrial, residential, and agricultural areas and, as



          22   you heard on the site tour yesterday, the operations of



          23   Luke Air Force.  So we do feel that there will be minimal



          24   noise impacts due to this project.



          25      Q.    Anything else you want to add on noise impacts
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           1   or anticipated noise impacts?



           2      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  No.



           3      Q.    So, Mr. Simpson, that takes us back to you to



           4   kind of wrap this all up for the Committee in terms of



           5   the environmental analysis, your analysis and your



           6   opinions regarding the impact of the project.



           7            And I guess, ultimately, is it compatible?  Is



           8   it environmentally compatible, to use the term that's



           9   applied to these projects and that the Committee takes



          10   into consideration?



          11      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Thank you.



          12            Yes.  Everything we've discussed during the



          13   hearings and even in the field yesterday is included in



          14   our application and exhibits.  There's a fair amount of



          15   detail in those studies.  All of our methodologies, all



          16   of the results of our impact assessment is included in



          17   there as well as conclusions for each of the different



          18   environmental disciplines.



          19            So we feel pretty confident in our findings



          20   here.  This was a long process, and we had a lot of good



          21   engagement with the public and the agencies.  So the



          22   conclusions that we're making are based on the technical



          23   studies we've completed, the field work we've done, and



          24   the participation we've had from the public and agencies.



          25   And it also included a lot of analysis from APS on the
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           1   operations and engineering side.  And all that blended



           2   together to come up with these proposed routes that we



           3   have deemed environmentally compatible.



           4            A couple things I'd like to point out is that



           5   because the lines are primarily located in industrial



           6   areas or areas that we anticipate will be industrial in



           7   the future, they do conform to the applicable general and



           8   comprehensive plans that each of the jurisdictions have



           9   that we cross.  And, you know, that was an important



          10   early consideration when we first started gathering data.



          11   And as the route processing was done, it became evident



          12   that that was the best location for this project.



          13            We are located adjacent to 5 1/2 miles of



          14   existing transmission lines, so about half the project



          15   area.  We have 8 miles of roadway that we're paralleling,



          16   which has a high degree of compatibility, oftentimes



          17   sharing common rights-of-way.  We have 1 mile of



          18   railroad, and we have four substations which exist and



          19   one that will be build in relation to this project, that



          20   being the TS-2 Substation.



          21            Overall, our conclusion is that we don't have



          22   any adverse impacts to existing and planned land uses,



          23   recreation resources, visual resources, cultural



          24   resources, and biological resources.



          25            There are impacts out there.  We've disclosed
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           1   those in our findings.  It's very difficult to construct



           2   one of these projects without having some sort of impact;



           3   but considering the whole environment of this area, these



           4   routes minimize the impacts and don't have any



           5   substantial impacts that would be considered as, you



           6   know, a restriction for developing this type of project.



           7            Again, the design standards that APS employs on



           8   these projects as well as selective mitigation measures



           9   are intended to further reduce any impacts.  They do



          10   include a number of things, for example, using dull



          11   metal-finish towers, spanning of certain sensitive



          12   features that may be in a given area.  Nonspecular



          13   conductors.  A lot of that is kind of part of their



          14   standard design nowadays with these mines.  And that



          15   helps to reduce some of the impacts.



          16            Other areas, you know, they may take specific



          17   actions to reduce impacts.  We've heard some about the



          18   potential for undergrounding.  That would be a specific



          19   mitigation measure that they could include if that is the



          20   decision the Committee makes to reduce impacts.



          21            And, again, I mentioned this yesterday, we have



          22   seven letters of support from various entities, Luke Air



          23   Force Base being an important part of that.  It included



          24   letters from the agencies that are responsible for



          25   administering plans and approvals in this area.
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           1            And then a couple of key land developers that we



           2   worked very closely with who own a large portion of the



           3   open space or the developable land in the area.  So we



           4   had a lot of discussions with landowners.  And at the end



           5   of those discussions, we got a lot of support from them.



           6   And we have an understanding of how their designs are



           7   going to go forward, and they have expressed pretty



           8   explicitly where they would like the location of the



           9   lines to be.  And I think that's going to help APS when



          10   they move into their right-of-way acquisition phase and



          11   also their design phase.  It should really do a lot to



          12   help move that process along.



          13            So, overall, in conclusion, I want to emphasize



          14   the total process taking many months, and I think we had



          15   a lot of support from the community.  And we have the



          16   best routes given the over 50 miles of route alternatives



          17   that we studied.



          18            MR. DERSTINE:  Member Grinnell, I think I saw



          19   you on the screen, but was there a question you had?



          20            MEMBER GRINNELL:  No.  I was just going to -- I



          21   was back to the previous slide that discussed -- one of



          22   our conditions is about radio waves and radio towers,



          23   television.  I just wanted to make sure that that's all



          24   been addressed.



          25      Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  Mr. Simpson, can you speak to
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           1   that.  Are you aware of any potential for interference



           2   with radio towers or radio communication or cell towers



           3   within proximity to the new proposed transmission lines?



           4      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes.  Thank you for the question.



           5            APS did evaluate those types of interference,



           6   and that is included in Exhibit I, and there were no



           7   expected interferences.



           8            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Thank you.



           9            MR. DERSTINE:  Thank you for raising that,



          10   Member Grinnell.



          11            MR. SIMPSON:  This question was asked yesterday,



          12   and maybe this is a good place to introduce that.  There



          13   was a question about the proximity of the residences



          14   within a half mile of the routes.  And I did do some



          15   tabulations to identify the number of residences that are



          16   in proximity to the route just for perspective.  These



          17   aren't precise counts.  I wasn't able to go out in the



          18   field to verify them, but I used some pretty reliable



          19   aerial imagery and feel like these numbers are fairly



          20   accurate or at least representative of the number of



          21   homes near the lines.



          22            The Agua Fria Ranch community, which is north of



          23   Peoria, this long stretch -- or, excuse me -- north of



          24   Olive Avenue in Youngtown is one of the communities



          25   that's adjacent to the line.  And if you look at a half
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           1   mile from the line, it takes you approximately halfway up



           2   the subdivision.  And I estimated there to be about 290



           3   homes in that area.  So give or take 300 would be a



           4   reasonable reference for that.



           5            For the north side of the Suncliff Subdivision,



           6   which is located between Olive and Northern, I estimated



           7   there to be approximately 400.



           8            At the south end of the Agua Fria -- or, excuse



           9   me -- Suncliff Subdivision along the Agua Fria River, it



          10   narrows here.  This was one of our stops yesterday.  I



          11   estimated there to be about 145 homes in that area within



          12   a half mile of route.



          13            And then in the Dysart Ranchettes area along



          14   Peoria, I estimated to be approximately 125, which would



          15   be up in this vicinity right here.  So a half mile north



          16   of Peoria Avenue.



          17            And then we have some of those more isolated



          18   rural residences we pointed out in the field tour, a few



          19   of which exist along Olive Avenue.  There's approximately



          20   ten in this area.  There are a few along Litchfield Road,



          21   which are set inside the farming operations there.  And



          22   there are about three on the east side of the road and



          23   then two that I'm aware of on the west side.



          24            So, in total, approximately 975.  So give or



          25   take 1,000 would be a reasonable estimate within a half
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           1   mile.



           2            Maybe to further break that down to give some



           3   perspective, if you were to half that distance, so a



           4   quarter mile, you would probably expect 500 residences.



           5   At an eighth mile, which is about 660 feet, so two



           6   football field lengths, which is a pretty good distance,



           7   you could assume a quarter of that.  So maybe 2- to 300



           8   would be a reasonable estimate for that.



           9            And so I think the question is why don't we get



          10   more participation.  And I actually feel like when I



          11   compare this to a lot of projects I've worked on, we had



          12   fairly good participation.  It's not uncommon to have



          13   fairly large study areas and a lot of population.  If you



          14   get two or three hundred comments, it's probably a pretty



          15   good process, pretty good results.  Sometimes we work on



          16   projects where we get very little input, and sometimes



          17   you get a lot.



          18            But compared to some projects in the West



          19   Valley, I think we got a very similar level of



          20   participation.  And I think, as Ms. Darr said, the people



          21   that are in close proximity to the routes are probably



          22   the most likely to participate, and I think that's what



          23   we're seeing to some degree here.



          24      Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  And I guess to close the point



          25   on the number of residences, whether they were a half





                  COASH & COASH, INC.                  602-258-1440



                  www.coashandcoash.com                 Phoenix, AZ

�



                       LS CASE NO. 198      VOLUME III      03/02/2022

                                                                      343





           1   mile away or 660 feet away, they were within our study



           2   area, notification area, and received newsletters and had



           3   an opportunity to provide comment?



           4      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yeah.  Our notification would



           5   have been at least a mile outside of any proposed



           6   alternative, so quite a broad area.



           7      Q.    All right.  Mr. Wiley, I need to circle back



           8   with you on one item, and that is APS Exhibit 20, which



           9   is the letter from Mr. Abinah, the Utilities Division



          10   director.  As always, the Chairman solicits input from



          11   Commission Staff.  In this case, it's a letter dated



          12   February 23, 2021.  Do you have that letter in front of



          13   you?



          14      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, I do.



          15      Q.    Under the -- on the second page under



          16   Conclusions and Recommendations, it states:   Based on



          17   Staff's review of the Application, as well as the



          18   Applicant's response to Staff's issued data request,



          19   Staff believes the reliability and safety of the grid



          20   would be maintained within the proposed 230kV



          21   transmission lines.



          22            Did I read that correctly.



          23      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, you did.



          24      Q.    The conclusions go on to state that Staff



          25   recommends inclusion, as a condition of the CEC, the
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           1   standard cathodic study condition to evaluate the risk of



           2   any existing natural gas or hazardous liquid pipelines.



           3            Is that condition contained in APS's proposed



           4   form of CEC?



           5      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, it is.



           6            CHMN. KATZ:  And I would comment we would



           7   include it whether or not you had already done so, but I



           8   appreciate that you've done that.



           9      Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  And then the last point raised



          10   in APS-20, Staff's recommendations, Staff further



          11   recommends inclusion, as a condition to this CEC, the



          12   requirement for the Applicant to lower the affected



          13   transmission structures on Route A to at or below 1,235



          14   Mean Sea Level as requested by Luke Air Force Base.



          15            And I think what they're referring to there is



          16   to Luke's letter, which is APS-15, Luke Air Force Base



          17   letter dated January 21, 2022.



          18            How do we translate 1,235 mean sea level as a



          19   height restriction into structures?  As I understand it,



          20   APS is requesting authorization to build structures that



          21   will support the segments, the line segments of this



          22   project, that will range up to 195 feet.



          23            Is that at or below the 1,235 mean sea level



          24   height?



          25      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  I believe that could vary depending
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           1   on the specific location of that structure.  However, APS



           2   will adhere to Luke's requirement of being at 1,235 feet



           3   within their APZ.



           4      Q.    Okay.  So the request in terms of heights that I



           5   think Mr. Duncan covered for the structures, we're happy



           6   to include and abide by Luke's request and include a



           7   condition in the CEC that ensures that we don't exceed



           8   that height limitation on Route A, which is the specific



           9   focus of Luke's comment, right?



          10      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes.



          11      Q.    All right.  Mr. Simpson gave us the conclusions,



          12   the environmental conclusions, and kind of wrapped up all



          13   the issues that come into play when we're developing a



          14   project like this from an environmental perspective.



          15            I wanted to circle back with the members of the



          16   panel and see if you had any final comments.  Maybe we'll



          17   start with you, Mr. Wiley, since you started us off back



          18   on Monday with a discussion of the purpose and need for



          19   the project.



          20      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes.  I believe that the three



          21   separate lines that we're requesting do meet the needs of



          22   our customer, and they will serve the ultimate load of



          23   245 megawatts.



          24            Additionally, this allows them to meet their



          25   reliability requirements without needing backup diesel
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           1   generation and along with that, the emissions and the



           2   noise impact that that would bring.



           3            Lastly, it allows us to continue to allow for



           4   economic development within the project area.



           5      Q.    There's a bullet there that says Regulatory



           6   Requirements.  I think that refers to the topics that you



           7   and I just covered in terms of Staff's requests in terms



           8   of proposed conditions for the CEC; is that right?



           9      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, that's correct.



          10      Q.    Before I get to you, Ms. Darr, let me turn back



          11   to Mr. Duncan.  If you have anything you'd like to --



          12   final words you would like to say to the Committee



          13   concerning the project and aspects of the project for



          14   which you were responsible.  And I've got some funny



          15   feedback on my mic at the moment.



          16      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Thank you, Mr. Derstine.



          17            So I just want to thank my fellow panelists here



          18   for the thorough and accurate story that they've told



          19   about this project and just want to conclude by



          20   emphasizing that this project meets APS's requirements to



          21   fulfill our customer request.  And this project is



          22   designed not only to fulfill that purpose and need but to



          23   meet it in a way that minimizes the impacts while still



          24   meeting that purpose and need.



          25            As Mr. Simpson stated, it does not eliminate
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           1   impacts.  Projects of this nature have impacts.  But we



           2   have diligently worked to identify a project route and



           3   segments that are compatible.  Compatible with the nature



           4   of the study area.  Compatible.  They're not zero impact.



           5   They do have impacts, but they are compatible, and they



           6   minimize those impacts.



           7            We have done a diligent and thorough public



           8   outreach process to inform the public and gain support



           9   when available but also identify those issues and work to



          10   address those issues and have done so as best we can



          11   while still meeting the objectives that we have to



          12   fulfill our purpose and need for our customers.



          13            As Mr. Simpson testified, we went through a very



          14   thorough siting study.  And through regular and routine



          15   processes that this Committee has seen before and



          16   approved projects through, we followed this process to



          17   identify a reasonable set of alternatives that were



          18   feasible and constructable, provided opportunity for our



          19   stakeholders to hear about those and provide input.  And



          20   we have designed, again, a project that best fits all



          21   those.



          22            And as Mr. Simpson has stated, the fact that we



          23   have widespread support from multiple jurisdictions in a



          24   very complex area is a testament to the thoroughness of



          25   our public outreach, the thoroughness of our stakeholder
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           1   outreach, as well as the fact that we have identified a



           2   project that does not conflict with the interests of



           3   these multiple jurisdictions and the objectives that each



           4   of those agencies have.



           5            Seven letters from multiple jurisdictions



           6   supporting our process or even supporting the proposed



           7   route is a tremendous achievement on a project of this



           8   nature and should not be discounted in terms of what that



           9   means for your consideration.



          10            Again, this project is located in compatible



          11   spaces, meets the project purpose and need, is



          12   environmentally compatible, and meets the objectives of



          13   the factors that we are asked to consider for any project



          14   that we bring forward in front of this Committee.



          15            So thank you for your consideration on our



          16   project.



          17      Q.    Ms. Darr, I know that you know, now having been



          18   before this Committee, that the Committee takes very



          19   seriously the need for public outreach and how important



          20   that is to engage the public and getting their feedback



          21   and input as best we can.  I mean, we can't force people



          22   to open their mailbox and read what's in there, but we do



          23   our best, through a variety of channels, to communicate



          24   with them about our project and ask them to give us input



          25   and feedback that we can then use that informs our
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           1   decisions about the project.



           2            Why don't you give us your wrap-up and any final



           3   words you'd like to present to the Committee on the



           4   outreach and public engagement campaign.



           5      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Thank you, Mr. Derstine.



           6            Chairman Katz and Members of the Committee, I



           7   appreciate this very much, being my life's work, public



           8   and stakeholder involvement and engagement.  I appreciate



           9   the importance that you place on stakeholder and public



          10   involvement.



          11            It is never appropriate to apply a cookie-cutter



          12   approach to stakeholder and public involvement.  And we



          13   had some unique challenges, as on all projects, but we



          14   had some is unique challenges on this project, one being



          15   the COVID-19 pandemic and another being the complexity



          16   and rapid development of the study area.  And it is



          17   always a challenge to engage the public in infrastructure



          18   projects.  It is never easy to get a lot of response.



          19   But we did develop a deliberate strategy and had a robust



          20   attempt to reaching out to the public in this area.



          21            Just to recap, we began by interacting with the



          22   various affected jurisdictions in the study area, and we



          23   interacted with them throughout the process as the



          24   process unfolded.



          25            We mailed newsletters three times during the
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           1   project to approximately 38,000 residents and businesses



           2   in this area.



           3            We had a website that provided information and



           4   opportunity to comment that was live throughout this



           5   process and is still live today.



           6            We held live virtual meetings so that we could



           7   have direct I want to say face-to-face interaction.  It



           8   wasn't in person, but we still could see faces.



           9            Also some other direct interaction was achieved



          10   through the telephone hotline.  I had the opportunity to



          11   speak with several residents and property owners in the



          12   area and explain the project and answer their questions.



          13            We also reached out -- APS reached out via



          14   social media and did that by paid advertisements, which



          15   is different than organic posts because they are targeted



          16   to specific areas.



          17            And APS also sent emails to customers in the



          18   study area.  So if someone didn't read their mail, maybe



          19   they read their email.



          20            Finally, we had an email address where people



          21   were able to email us.  It was me that answered those



          22   emails.  And so we were able to have interaction that



          23   way.



          24            I'm very pleased to have the opportunity to work



          25   on the project and very pleased to have had this
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           1   opportunity to participate in these hearings.  So I thank



           2   you, and that's all.



           3      Q.    Thank you.



           4            MR. DERSTINE:  Mr. Chairman, that concludes our



           5   case.  I'm ready to make our witnesses available for



           6   cross.  I can move our exhibits at this time, or I can



           7   wait till the completion of the cross.  Whatever your



           8   pleasure is.



           9            CHMN. KATZ:  If you wanted to offer the exhibits



          10   that are marked as APS exhibits, you may do so.



          11            MR. DERSTINE:  All right.  I would move the



          12   admission of the following:   APS-1, which is the



          13   application for Certificate of Environmental



          14   Compatibility.  Mr. Duncan spoke to that.



          15            APS Exhibits 2, 3, 4, and 5 are the witness



          16   background slides that were used and/or part of APS-6.



          17            And APS-6 is marked as the entire slide deck,



          18   the PowerPoint slides that were presented here in the



          19   hearing room on the left and the right screen and were



          20   presented by Zoom to the Members of the Committee who are



          21   appearing virtually and to member of the public.  The



          22   witnesses have testified to those slides and testified to



          23   the accuracy of the information contained in those slides



          24   and maps.



          25            APS-8 -- I'll skip APS-7 for the moment.
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           1            APS-8 is the Affidavit of Publication.



           2   Mr. Duncan testified concerning the Notice of Hearing



           3   that was published and the evidence of the publication



           4   contained in APS-8.



           5            APS-9, the proof of the delivery of the



           6   application to the library locations as required by the



           7   Chairman's Procedural Order.



           8            APS-10 is the proof of the website posting.



           9   That was testified to by Mr. Duncan.



          10            APS-11 is the proof of notice to the affected



          11   jurisdictions.  Again, Mr. Duncan covered that in his



          12   testimony.



          13            APS-12 is the proof of the posting of the signs



          14   that we saw on the route tour but are also included with



          15   the map that's included on APS-12.



          16            The APS-13 is the summary of public outreach



          17   that was testified to extensively by Ms. Darr.  APS-13 is



          18   simply a narrative description or a summary of what's



          19   contained in Exhibit J to the application.



          20            APS Exhibits 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18 are the



          21   letters of support that Mr. Duncan and Mr. Simpson just



          22   referred to that came as a result of the engagement and



          23   outreach with those agencies or entities.



          24            APS-19 is the route itinerary and the map that



          25   we followed on our tour on Tuesday morning.
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           1            APS-20 is the letter dated February 23, 2022,



           2   from Commission Staff that Mr. Wiley spoke to just a



           3   moment ago.



           4            APS-21 is a photo of the riser structure that



           5   will be utilized if -- as agreed to with the City of



           6   Peoria, APS's investigation of the possibility of



           7   undergrounding along the segment of Route G that borders



           8   on the City of Peoria.  If that segment can be



           9   undergrounded, we would need to utilize a riser



          10   structure.  So APS-21 supplements the structures that are



          11   presented in Exhibit G to the application.  And our



          12   intent would be that that photograph would serve as an



          13   example of the type of structure that we request the



          14   Committee to approve as an alternative to the overhead



          15   construction along Route G if we're able to do that



          16   safely and reliably.



          17            22 is the letter from the Game and Fish



          18   Department that Mr. Simpson spoke to.



          19            APS-23 is the letter from the State Historic



          20   Preservation Office that Mr. Simpson testified to.



          21            So I would move those exhibits.  It would be



          22   APS-1 through 6, 8 through 23 for admission.



          23            APS-24 is the form of the CEC.  I know,



          24   Mr. Chairman, you'll be having your own form of CEC that



          25   we'll screen.  But I guess I would move the admission of
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           1   24 and include that simply because the corridor map and



           2   the corridor description are contained in APS-24.  And



           3   whatever form of CEC we ultimately utilize, I think



           4   APS-24 includes the map and the corridor description that



           5   we would ask that the Committee consider and approve as



           6   part of any CEC that's granted for the project.  So 24



           7   would be included.



           8            I skipped APS-7 for the reason that that was an



           9   early draft of a proposed form of CEC, and it's been



          10   replaced by 24.



          11            So everything other than 7, APS-1 through 24.



          12            CHMN. KATZ:  Are there any objections?



          13            MR. GOLESTAN:  Just some clarification.  It's my



          14   understanding that APS-7 contains the changes that we



          15   discussed about undergrounding.  Is it reflected anywhere



          16   else?



          17            MR. DERSTINE:  It's also reflected in APS-24,



          18   the same language.



          19            MR. GOLESTAN:  The same portion is in 24?



          20            MR. DERSTINE:  Exactly the same language in



          21   terms of the form of CEC.



          22            In includes -- what are the changes,



          23   Ms. Benally, if you can comment, between 7 to 24?



          24            MS. BENALLY:  Good morning, Mr. Chairman and



          25   Committee.





                  COASH & COASH, INC.                  602-258-1440



                  www.coashandcoash.com                 Phoenix, AZ

�



                       LS CASE NO. 198      VOLUME III      03/02/2022

                                                                      355





           1            The changes that are in APS-24 as compared to 7



           2   is essentially the corridor map has moved to final form



           3   for the Committee's consideration.  So it excludes all



           4   the references to "proposed," "preferred," all of those



           5   types of descriptives.  So it's in final form, if you



           6   will, that could essentially be attached to the proposed



           7   form of order that is voted on by the Committee today.



           8            MR. DERSTINE:  So I guess, speaking to



           9   Mr. Golestan's question about the parties, APS and the



          10   City of Peoria, as an intervenor, have had ongoing



          11   discussions about resolving the City's concerns about



          12   Route G.  And so we had included, I believe, some draft



          13   language that we've been discussing.



          14            But I don't know that that language has made its



          15   way into 24.  Is that correct, Ms. Benally?



          16            MS. BENALLY:  The potential to underground a



          17   segment of Route G, based on investigation that APS is



          18   performing or will perform, is illustrated in the



          19   call-out No. 12 in the corridor map.  The narrative



          20   description also, under Route G, does indicate or explain



          21   that the potential underground corridor would extend up



          22   to 2,000 feet west of the existing El Sol-White Tanks



          23   230kV corridor.  So it does include that language in the



          24   event that that undergrounding option is available for us



          25   to construct.
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           1            MR. DERSTINE:  And we can table APS-24.  Again,



           2   it's the form of --



           3            CHMN. KATZ:  Well, at this juncture, Exhibits 1



           4   through 6 have been offered into evidence.  7 has not



           5   been.  Exhibits 8 through 24 have been admitted.



           6            I will admit all of those except No. 24 at this



           7   time, and that can be offered at a later point in time.



           8            (Exhibits APS-1 through APS-6 and APS-8 through



           9   APS-23 were admitted into evidence.)



          10             CHMN. KATZ:  The other thing I did before



          11   cross-examination is I spoke with all three of the



          12   attorneys earlier today.  And Tod, with my help, has



          13   redrafted the CEC with very minor changes but hasn't yet



          14   sent it out to the parties because we were waiting to see



          15   whether or not we were going to add an additional



          16   condition with agreed-upon language regarding the



          17   potential or the investigation for potentially



          18   undergrounding the segment.



          19            And if the parties have approved of that



          20   language, I'd like you to send that to Tod Brewer.  Tod



          21   will incorporate that into Chairman Exhibit No. 1 and 2.



          22   No. 1 will be in PDF format so it is permanent.  And the



          23   other version will be in Word.  And we will wordsmith



          24   things as we go and offer any amendments and so forth as



          25   we proceed.  But I don't know if we have that language or
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           1   not agreed to.



           2            MR. DERSTINE:  We do.  It's my understanding



           3   that APS has agreed to language that's suggested by the



           4   City through counsel.  We've reviewed it, and this



           5   proposed condition language is acceptable.  We can email



           6   it to Tod now, and then it can be screened and considered



           7   by the Committee when we get there.



           8            CHMN. KATZ:  That's fine.  And go ahead and



           9   email it to Tod indicating that -- well, you don't need



          10   to.  I already texted him earlier that there may be an



          11   additional condition.  Once that's added, I'll instruct



          12   whoever you want us to send the Word version and the PDF



          13   version, to.  You'll let Tod know where to send that.



          14   I'll have Tod send that by email to the Committee Members



          15   so those who are appearing virtually will have it.  Those



          16   who are here will see it up on the screen.  But if you



          17   could get me a hard copy of the CEC once it's revised and



          18   Tod sends it to you, I would appreciate it.



          19            MR. DERSTINE:  We'll do it.



          20            CHMN. KATZ:  We can go ahead with



          21   cross-examination.



          22



          23                       CROSS-EXAMINATION



          24   BY MR. GOLESTAN:



          25      Q.    Okay.  Good morning.  Let's see.  Who shall I
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           1   start with.



           2            I think Ms. Darr.



           3      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.



           4      Q.    Since you finished, I guess we'll start with



           5   you.



           6            Okay.  On your direct examination, you mentioned



           7   that you had some comments -- you had comments in many



           8   different forms that mentioned various routes or



           9   mentioned Olive and Northern route.  For the comments



          10   that you receive online, do you confirm that those



          11   comments come from within the study area?



          12      A.    (Ms. Darr)  People -- some people provided their



          13   address, and others did not.



          14      Q.    Okay.  So when you have an address, are you able



          15   to confirm if that comment came from within the study



          16   area?



          17      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I would be able to do that, yes.



          18      Q.    Did you do that in this case?



          19      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I have not gone through each of the



          20   comments and confirmed that they are from within the



          21   study area.



          22      Q.    And then in the instances where you don't have



          23   an address, you're unable to confirm whether that person



          24   is within the study area?



          25      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Correct.
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           1      Q.    You discussed a lot of outreach in your direct



           2   examination.  You specifically mentioned the importance



           3   of outreach to Glendale and El Mirage, working with them.



           4   And that in working with them, they were accommodated and



           5   change were made.  Could you describe what sorts of



           6   changes were made to this proposal as a result of the



           7   collaboration with Glendale and El Mirage.



           8      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I'd like to go back to the first



           9   question really quickly based another thought, and I will



          10   answer your question.



          11      Q.    Thanks.



          12      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Some people didn't necessarily give



          13   an address, but they said, My house is in this



          14   neighborhood, or things like that.  So there were ways to



          15   infer that a comment came from the study area other than



          16   people providing an address.  Not very many people



          17   provided their actual, physical address, but there was



          18   some descriptive language.



          19      Q.    But the point is, even with an address, you



          20   didn't go through and confirm them?



          21      A.    (Ms. Darr)  No, I have not done that.



          22      Q.    And even with the descriptive address, you



          23   didn't go through and confirm that somebody that says



          24   they live in the Ranchettes -- Dysart Ranchettes, you



          25   didn't go through and confirm that they lived in the
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           1   Ranchettes community, right?



           2      A.    (Ms. Darr)  No, sir.



           3      Q.    Going back to the outreach that you discussed on



           4   direct examination.  You specifically mentioned Glendale



           5   and El Mirage as being important to your outreach.  So



           6   I'd like to know what sorts of changes that were made to



           7   this application essentially in response to the feedback



           8   you received from Glendale and El Mirage.



           9      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Mr. Simpson would have to answer



          10   what sorts of changes would have been made.  But what I



          11   was referring to was those entities providing information



          12   about land development.



          13      Q.    Okay.  I'd like to move on to talk about COVID



          14   because I know you mentioned, obviously, doing this



          15   outreach during COVID was a unique challenge, obviously



          16   unprecedented.  I don't think anybody has lived through a



          17   pandemic.  Nobody is over 100 years old, so nobody has



          18   lived through a pandemic here.



          19            I just want to talk about staffing.  Did you



          20   have any difficulties with staffing during this time.



          21      A.    (Ms. Darr)  No, I did not.



          22      Q.    Any difficulties with mail or things of that



          23   nature?



          24      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I wouldn't be able to answer that



          25   because APS did the mailing in-house.
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           1      Q.    So you're not aware of any mailing difficulties?



           2      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I wasn't made aware of any.



           3      Q.    And in analyzing the number of your responses



           4   overall that you've received, how would you compare the



           5   responses that you received to this application that



           6   happened during COVID to other projects that you've



           7   worked on before COVID?  Did you ever see a substantial



           8   difference in the number of responses?



           9      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I did not.



          10      Q.    In any format?



          11      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I would say that we are receiving



          12   more responses nowadays on this and other projects than



          13   we generally would because of the availability of the



          14   information online.



          15      Q.    Okay.  But you don't have any specific numbers



          16   to say it's more or less or otherwise?



          17      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I don't have any specific numbers,



          18   but I have hundreds of projects of experience to base my



          19   statement on.



          20      Q.    Okay.  I want to move to talk about the



          21   mailings, because you mentioned on direct examination



          22   that you didn't send them certified mail.  Does that mean



          23   they weren't tracked in any way with the U.S. mail?



          24      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I'm not aware of any way to track



          25   U.S. mail.
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           1      Q.    And you didn't send it with a mechanism whereby



           2   it could be tracked?  Let me ask it that way.



           3      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I didn't send it.  APS's mail house



           4   sent it.



           5      Q.    Okay.  That's a good answer to my question.  But



           6   you're not aware that APS's mail house sent it with any



           7   tracking mechanism?  That's what you said in your direct



           8   examination.  They were not sent certified.



           9      A.    (Ms. Darr)  They were not sent certified to my



          10   knowledge.



          11      Q.    Okay.  And is that a best practice? I mean, in



          12   this sort of thing, does that meet best practices in your



          13   industry, sending these U.S. mail, not tracked or



          14   certified?



          15      A.    (Ms. Darr)  That is standard practice.  I have



          16   had instances on other projects where there's a very



          17   small area and we need access to a person's property.



          18   And if we can't get them to answer the door, if we knock



          19   on the door or something, that something would be sent



          20   certified mail.  Very small numbers.  In an area of



          21   38,000 addresses, I have never experienced that size of



          22   mailing being sent certified.



          23      Q.    You also talked about paid advertisements such



          24   as ones posted on social media, including Facebook.  Do



          25   you remember that discussion?
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           1      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.



           2      Q.    And you mentioned Facebook uses geofencing to



           3   determine the boundaries of the targets of those ads.



           4   Right?



           5      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.



           6      Q.    If we look at -- if we look at APS-6, the



           7   project study area -- let me pull a page number for



           8   you -- that included the geofencing.  Do you remember



           9   looking at that slide?



          10      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.



          11      Q.    Okay.  That's APS-6.  The physical page number



          12   on that is 93.  The digital PDF page number is 100.  Let



          13   me know when you're looking at that sheet.



          14      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Okay.  I've got it.



          15      Q.    Okay.  So this project study area, again, APS-6,



          16   page 93, PDF page 100, that shows the overall study area,



          17   right?



          18      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.



          19      Q.    And then within that study area, it shows three



          20   circles indicating the geofencing locations of the target



          21   ads?



          22      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.



          23      Q.    You would agree with me that the three



          24   geofencing circles within the study area are smaller than



          25   the entirety of the study area?
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           1      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.



           2      Q.    And you would agree with me that there are some



           3   residences, for example, to the northeast of the yellow



           4   circle that are within the study area but outside of the



           5   geofencing target circle?



           6      A.    (Ms. Darr)  That is what I see on the map.



           7      Q.    I want to move to discuss the Northern Parkway



           8   project.  You mentioned the Northern Parkway project in



           9   your examination, so, clearly, you're aware of the



          10   existence of the Northern Parkway project.



          11      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I am.



          12      Q.    You're aware that it's a multijurisdictional



          13   project?



          14      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I am.



          15      Q.    That involves the City of Peoria?



          16      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.



          17      Q.    Glendale?



          18      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.



          19      Q.    El Mirage?  The project involves El Mirage?



          20      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.



          21      Q.    Maricopa County?



          22      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.



          23      Q.    And, ultimately, the Federal Government through



          24   the Federal Highway Administration?



          25      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.
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           1      Q.    And since the Federal Highway Administration is



           2   involved, you're aware that there's federal funding



           3   involved in that project?



           4      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.  That would make sense.



           5      Q.    And are you aware of any terms and conditions



           6   that that federal funding might come with?



           7      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I guess you would have to be more



           8   specific.



           9      Q.    Well, do you know any of the details about how



          10   that federal funding is allocated?



          11      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Not in a great amount of detail.  My



          12   position on that project was to support the Maricopa



          13   County Department of Transportation in outreach efforts.



          14   So at their direction, I did logistics related to public



          15   meetings, prepared notifications, and was part of



          16   stakeholder meetings on the project.



          17      Q.    Okay.   So no specific knowledge about the



          18   details of the -- you know that there is federal funding.



          19   You don't know the details of the federal funding?



          20      A.    (Ms. Darr)  I remember that federal highways was



          21   part of the stakeholder group, which would make me infer



          22   that there was federal funding on the project.



          23      Q.    Okay.  So beyond that, you wouldn't be aware,



          24   like I said, of any sort of conditions, the details of



          25   that funding, right?
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           1      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Not specific -- not overall.  The



           2   project was a few years ago.  There would be people,



           3   subject matter experts, from the Maricopa County



           4   Department of Transportation that would be monitoring any



           5   kinds of specific requirements related to the federal



           6   funding.



           7      Q.    Okay.  That's all the questions I have for you,



           8   Ms. Darr.  Thank you.



           9      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Thank you.



          10            MR. GOLESTAN:  Can I move down the list?



          11            MR. DERSTINE:  Yeah.



          12      Q.    BY MR. GOLESTAN:  Mr. Duncan, good morning.



          13      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Good morning.



          14      Q.    Do you recall when Mr. Derstine yesterday asked



          15   you about undergrounding segment 625, the potential for



          16   undergrounding segment 625?



          17      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, I remember.



          18      Q.    And you're aware that APS is evaluating that as



          19   an alternative?



          20      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.



          21      Q.    And you're aware -- do you recall hearing



          22   Mr. Derstine's comments that APS is committed to



          23   undergrounding that section 625 if it is technically



          24   feasible?



          25      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.





                  COASH & COASH, INC.                  602-258-1440



                  www.coashandcoash.com                 Phoenix, AZ

�



                       LS CASE NO. 198      VOLUME III      03/02/2022

                                                                      367





           1      Q.    And you heard Mr. Derstine's comments that the



           2   undergrounding is funded through a third party?



           3      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, I'm aware.



           4      Q.    I want to talk to you about some of the



           5   technicalities of undergrounding in terms of footprints,



           6   comparing the footprint of something placed underground



           7   to the footprint of an overhead line.



           8            We've heard various things about 230kV



           9   transmission lines and various heights.  Can you remind



          10   me of generally the range of the heights of a 230kV



          11   transmission line?



          12      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.  They can range -- for this



          13   project, we are estimating that they will be 155 to 195



          14   feet tall.



          15      Q.    And for those structures, can you tell me how



          16   wide essentially the base -- let's say the contact point



          17   with the ground and the portion that might needing to



          18   underground to support that structure, can you tell me



          19   how wide and how deep those supports are?



          20      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  No, I cannot.



          21      Q.    You can't because you don't know, or you can't



          22   because it depends on the nature of the structure and



          23   there are variables?



          24      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  First of all, some structures are



          25   custom ordered, and it depends on the specific design for





                  COASH & COASH, INC.                  602-258-1440



                  www.coashandcoash.com                 Phoenix, AZ

�



                       LS CASE NO. 198      VOLUME III      03/02/2022

                                                                      368





           1   this project.  But secondly, the specific design of these



           2   structures is not my expertise.



           3      Q.    That's fine.  I don't want you to opine on



           4   anything that's outside of your area.  Thank you.



           5            In your direct, Mr. Duncan, you were referring



           6   to various jurisdictions that you had interfaced with on



           7   impacts.  Obviously, you mentioned that this project, as



           8   any project, has an impact on the surrounding



           9   jurisdiction.  Right?  You're aware of that?



          10      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.



          11      Q.    And you're aware of the -- were you present at



          12   the site tour yesterday morning?



          13      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, I was.



          14      Q.    I was did you hear Mr. Simpson's comments on



          15   that site tour?



          16      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, I did.



          17      Q.    Did you hear Mr. Simpson while we were at the



          18   Northern segment -- I want to say that was Stop No. 7.



          19   Did you hear Mr. Simpson say that APS had analyzed the



          20   burden to that residential neighborhood, particularly, to



          21   be from moderate to high?



          22      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  My understanding is -- I did hear



          23   that phrasing, and my understanding was that the



          24   neighborhood was considered a high sensitivity.



          25      Q.    Right.  Okay.
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           1            And based on looking at the overall routes -- I



           2   mean, there's been a lot of discussion I think by both of



           3   you, but correct me if I'm wrong.  If it's Mr. Simpson,



           4   I'll discuss it with Mr. Simpson -- that the route --



           5   that the majority of the routes do go through industrial



           6   areas.  I mean, looking at Route A on the site visit, the



           7   majority portions of the routes, your would agree, are



           8   industrial or commercial?



           9      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, I would concur with that



          10   statement.



          11      Q.    And based on the mapping and based on the site



          12   visit, you would agree that the segments of the route



          13   that affect Peoria anyway are primarily residential?



          14      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  No, I would disagree with that



          15   statement.



          16      Q.    You would disagree.  Okay.  Let's look at a map.



          17            Go ahead and pull up for me, please -- give me a



          18   moment.  Let's look at APS-6, Figure No. 4, PDF page 10.



          19   That's Figure 4, existing land use, PDF page 110,



          20   physical copy page 103.



          21            Let me know when you're looking at the same.



          22      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  I'm sorry, which map?



          23      Q.    APS Figure No. 4, land use.  That's electronic



          24   page 110, physical page 103.



          25      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.  I have it.
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           1      Q.    Yes, of course.  I don't know why I'm giving you



           2   the electronic page.  You're looking at a physical copy.



           3   For the benefit of, I suppose, anybody else who might be



           4   looking at it electronically.



           5            So we're both looking at page 103, Figure 4.



           6            CHMN. KATZ:  Are we able to pull that up on the



           7   screen?



           8            AV TECH MOELLER:  Just about there.



           9            MR. GOLESTAN:  Is that it?



          10            CHMN. KATZ:  That's it.



          11            MR. GOLESTAN:  Oh, there we go.



          12      Q.    BY MR. GOLESTAN:  So this figure shows the



          13   boundary of the various jurisdictions in the study area,



          14   right?



          15      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.



          16      Q.    Those boundaries are reflected by let's call



          17   them the salmon-colored lines.



          18      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  I understand.



          19      Q.    You agree with that description?



          20      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.



          21      Q.    Okay.  The zones -- rather, the land use is



          22   shown, obviously, in different colors.  You see that



          23   yellow is residential?



          24      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.



          25      Q.    You see that the light orange or peach color, I
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           1   suppose, is other employment?  Would you agree with that?



           2      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.



           3      Q.    Okay.  And then the darker purple color on this



           4   map, maybe magenta is the word for it, you would agree



           5   that that represents the industrial zones, as least as



           6   existing, existing land use?



           7      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.



           8      Q.    Okay.  Looking at this map, you'll agree with me



           9   that if you're looking at the boundaries west of Peoria



          10   along -- between Northern Avenue and Olive Avenue where



          11   the routes -- where the proposed routes are, you would



          12   agree with me that west of the boundary of Peoria, you



          13   don't see any residential zone there?



          14      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Agreed.



          15      Q.    Okay.  And looking along where the -- going up



          16   and around Luke Air Force Base, essentially following the



          17   route, and we can compare it to the other map, but you



          18   would agree with me that throughout that area of Air



          19   Force Base west essentially over to Falcon Substation at



          20   the western boundary, you would agree with me that,



          21   again, not really any residential, that's a mixture of



          22   other land use types there?



          23      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Agreed.



          24      Q.    Okay.  I want to direct your attention to APS-6.



          25   That's PDF 114, electronic 114, and physical 107.
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           1      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.



           2      Q.    This is what we were discussing earlier.  You



           3   mentioned that Mr. Simpson's comments were in relation a



           4   high constraint area.  That's I think the word that you



           5   used, right?



           6      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.



           7      Q.    And that's reflected in this map.  If we look



           8   between Northern Avenue and Olive Avenue, you would agree



           9   with me that that -- the red portion of this -- the red



          10   portion of the map that is located between Northern



          11   Avenue and Olive is overlaid with that same residential



          12   area that we saw on the previous map?



          13      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Agreed.



          14      Q.    And you would agree with me that that is



          15   entirely within the boundaries of the City of Peoria?



          16      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.



          17      Q.    Looking at -- moving forward to APS-6 -- well,



          18   continuing with APS-6, rather, physical page 111, PDF



          19   electronic page 118.  Let me know when you're looking at



          20   one of them.



          21      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.



          22      Q.    Actually, let me move you one further.  Digital



          23   page 120, physical page 113.  Are we looking at the same



          24   page?



          25      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.
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           1      Q.    I'll wait for the electronic to catch up.



           2            There we go.  Thank you.



           3            You would agree with me again, comparing this



           4   map to the other maps, that the portion that we have been



           5   talking about between Northern Avenue and Olive Avenue to



           6   the east of that green dotted line that you can see that



           7   runs essentially between -- that green dotted line that



           8   runs between segment 630 and 550, that's the segment that



           9   we've been talking about?  You would agree with me that



          10   that's the area that we're talking about?



          11      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.



          12      Q.    And, again, that area is -- in that portion is



          13   the residential community that was part of our tour?



          14      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  I would agree with that.



          15      Q.    Okay.  And looking at these lines, you can see



          16   that on this map -- first of all, there's an existing



          17   corridor, transmission corridor.  A lot of discussions



          18   have already been had about that.



          19            On the eastern side of this community in Peoria,



          20   there's an existing transmission corridor, and that's



          21   reflected on this map with the blue and yellow dotted



          22   lines; is that right?



          23      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.



          24      Q.    And the proposal from APS would place a new



          25   230kV corridor to the north and to the south of the
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           1   community?



           2      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Correct.



           3      Q.    So if the proposal is built exactly as it



           4   appears on this map, in the end, this community would be



           5   surrounded on three sides by 230kV transmission lines?



           6      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  That is correct.



           7      Q.    And you are not aware of any other part of this



           8   study area that has a similar effect, are you?



           9      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Not -- no, I'm not.



          10      Q.    Okay.  That's because there isn't one, right?



          11   You would agree with me that there is no other part of



          12   this study area that contains a residential community



          13   that would be surrounded on three sides by 230kV



          14   transmission lines?



          15      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, I agree.



          16      Q.    Okay.  I think that's all I have for you,



          17   Mr. Duncan.  Thank you.



          18      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  You're welcome.



          19      Q.    Mr. Simpson, how are you?



          20      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Fine.  Thank you.



          21      Q.    I suspect you have some inkling about the



          22   questions I'm going to ask you?



          23      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  I have all the answers.



          24      Q.    Fine.  I love it.



          25            Let me start with -- you started off in your
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           1   testimony talking a lot about the growth and the economic



           2   benefits and such.



           3            I just want to make sure -- you're not an



           4   economist, right?



           5      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That's correct.



           6      Q.    You don't work in finance?



           7      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That's correct.



           8      Q.    You haven't presented this Committee with any



           9   economic data?



          10      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  There were no socioeconomic



          11   studies completed.



          12      Q.    You don't have any data from the Census Bureau,



          13   for example, to show population growth of this area?



          14      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  We have general information that



          15   was gathered as part of the studies, but it was not a



          16   focus of our analysis.



          17      Q.    So no specific population data from the U.S.



          18   Government?



          19      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Correct.



          20      Q.    Nothing from the Bureau of Labor Statistics



          21   showing the workforce in the area?



          22      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Correct.



          23      Q.    And as far as you know, anyway, no economic



          24   impact data as it relates to the City of Peoria?



          25      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That is correct.
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           1      Q.    So I want to move to the site tour and



           2   discussions we had on the site tour.  Give me a moment.



           3   I am getting my notes since I had to take them on my



           4   phone on our field trip.



           5            You recall, of course, being on the site tour



           6   with Members of the Committee, with counsel and other



           7   witnesses and myself yesterday?



           8      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes, I do.



           9      Q.    Sorry, give me one moment.



          10            Well, at that site tour, you had discussed



          11   accommodations that were made for Glendale and El Mirage,



          12   correct?



          13      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yeah.  I don't know if there were



          14   any specific accommodations, but we had a lot of dialogue



          15   with them about different topics, and we went back and



          16   forth with them sharing data and where routes could be



          17   located.



          18      Q.    And did any of those discussions produce changes



          19   in the routing?



          20      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  There were some areas in



          21   El Mirage where we studied different alternatives that



          22   weren't initially identified.  That was at the request of



          23   the City of El Mirage.  And then the property owners also



          24   had opinions about that.  So there was some



          25   back-and-forth with them.  Property owners wanted to
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           1   minimize impacts to their land.  City of El Mirage wanted



           2   to minimize impacts to their communities and their City



           3   complex.  So we did have some back-and-forth discussions



           4   that allowed us to arrive at this route that we have



           5   shown here in green, Route A.



           6      Q.    So with respect to Route A, then, you received



           7   feedback from both private landowners and the City of



           8   El Mirage.  It's fair to say that you incorporated that



           9   feedback into the design of Route A?



          10      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Ultimately, what happened is we



          11   did study some other options that would have included



          12   going further east as well as south in this half section



          13   route through the APZs.  Ultimately, we ended back with



          14   the route that we initially had brought to them as the



          15   one we thought we were most compatible with.  So we did



          16   essentially end up back at the same place, but we went



          17   through the analysis to help them understand why we were



          18   requesting to be there.



          19      Q.    Okay.  And let's talk about Luke Air Force Base



          20   because you recall on direct examination, you mentioned



          21   how important that was to the analysis.  Do you remember



          22   that discussion?



          23      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes  Yes, I do.



          24      Q.    And you obviously discussed the complexities of



          25   Luke Air Force Base on the site tour, correct?
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           1      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.



           2      Q.    Based on feedback you had with them and based on



           3   certain parameters that had to be met in order for these



           4   lines to be placed in the vicinity of Luke Air Force



           5   Base, right?



           6      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.



           7      Q.    Those include the Accident Potential Zones that



           8   you discussed?



           9      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes  Yes.



          10      Q.    That's something you absolutely had to plan



          11   around?



          12      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Absolutely, yes.



          13      Q.    That included things such as the 1,235 maximum



          14   height from sea level cap that you discussed, right?



          15      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes , that is correct.



          16      Q.    That is something that had to be met?



          17      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.



          18      Q.    And so this reflects the accommodations that



          19   were made for -- the final Route A, for example, reflects



          20   those accommodations that were made for Luke Air Force



          21   Base?



          22      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yeah.  And not necessarily



          23   accommodations.  It reflects all the analysis of all the



          24   routes that we evaluated crossing through the APZs, and



          25   this one was the one deemed most compatible and also met
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           1   the state law.  So I wouldn't say it was necessarily an



           2   accommodation.  It was a result of the analysis for three



           3   major alternatives that we considered to cross through



           4   the APZs.



           5      Q.    Sure.  And that analysis included receiving



           6   information from Luke Air Force Base and meeting the



           7   criteria that they have established, correct?



           8      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.



           9      Q.    On that note, one thing that you were evaluating



          10   and you mentioned on the site visit moving 69kV lines in



          11   response to Luke Air Force Base's request, which would



          12   distinctly benefit a few residences along Route A.  Do



          13   you remember discussing that?



          14      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.



          15      Q.    And that's true that that's part of the current



          16   analysis, is potentially moving the 69kV line for the



          17   benefit of Luke Air Force Base and those residences?



          18      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  It is one potential option.



          19      Q.    And that's being evaluated?



          20      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.  No final decision yet.



          21      Q.    I want to move to talk about the siting and



          22   environmental studies that you've done and kind of talk



          23   through some of the same figures that we talked about.



          24            But I suppose we can start here since we're



          25   already looking at Figure 1, proposed routes.  That's PDF
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           1   page 113, electronic page 120.  Let me know when you are



           2   looking at the same, please.



           3      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.



           4      Q.    So, likewise, in looking at this map, you would



           5   agree with me that, first of all, there is a unique



           6   burden on the residents of the City of Peoria, and APS



           7   has acknowledged that?



           8            MR. DERSTINE:  Object to the form.  I don't



           9   think that's accurate testimony.



          10            CHMN. KATZ:  Rephrase, please.



          11      Q.    BY MR. GOLESTAN:  Okay.  You would acknowledge



          12   that in looking at this map, there is a burden on Peoria



          13   residents?



          14      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  There is an impact to the



          15   residential community, as we have disclosed on our



          16   Exhibit E, visual impacts, viewing across the roads.



          17      Q.    And in looking at this map, again, you would



          18   agree with me that there is an existing 230kV



          19   transmission line on the east of the particular community



          20   in question in the City of Peoria?



          21      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.  There's a 230kV line, a



          22   single pole, a 230kV line lattice, and a 345kV



          23   transmission line in that location.



          24      Q.    Okay.  In the eastern -- that transmission



          25   corridor is due east of the community in question?
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           1      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Correct.



           2      Q.    And if you are looking at the proposal for



           3   Route E, that's the purple line on this figure, right?



           4      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.



           5      Q.    The Route E proposal would be due north of this



           6   residential community in the City of Peoria?



           7      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That is approximate location that



           8   we're considering.



           9      Q.    And, likewise, looking at segment -- excuse me,



          10   Route G, segment 625, that would be due south of the



          11   residential community in the City of Peoria?



          12      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That is correct.



          13      Q.    And so in looking at this map, you would agree



          14   with me that if the routes were constructed as depicted



          15   on this map, that that community would then be surrounded



          16   by 230kV transmission lines on three sides?



          17      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  There would be 230kV lines



          18   adjacent to the north, east, and south side of the



          19   residential community, but not surrounded.



          20      Q.    So you would agree, then, that there are 230kV



          21   transmission lines on three out of four sides of that



          22   community?  Let's put it that way.



          23      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That would be a correct



          24   statement.



          25      Q.    And in looking at this map, that condition does





                  COASH & COASH, INC.                  602-258-1440



                  www.coashandcoash.com                 Phoenix, AZ

�



                       LS CASE NO. 198      VOLUME III      03/02/2022

                                                                      382





           1   not exist anywhere else in this study area?



           2      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That precise condition doesn't.



           3   I would offer that, again, you do see immediately



           4   adjacent, also in the City of Peoria, multiple



           5   transmission line corridors crossing through what, in



           6   essence, is also part of the same residential



           7   development, Horizons, here.  So there are similar



           8   situations, slightly different.



           9      Q.    Sure.  And I appreciate the thoughts on the



          10   other situations.



          11            I just want to know that this particular



          12   situation we're talking about, a residential community



          13   having three sides of its community -- having 230kV lines



          14   adjacent to three sides of the community doesn't exist



          15   anywhere else in this particular study area.



          16      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Not in the exact same



          17   configuration; but in other configurations, it would.



          18      Q.    And, again, my question is limited to that



          19   configuration.  That configuration doesn't exist anywhere



          20   else in this study area?



          21      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Correct.



          22      Q.    And that configuration doesn't exist anywhere



          23   else along these three proposed routes?



          24      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Correct.



          25      Q.    And that's because, in looking at the other
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           1   routes, moving farther west, the majority of the



           2   remainder of those routes pass through industrial and/or



           3   commercial areas.  You would agree with that?



           4      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Generally, yes.



           5      Q.    Okay.  I want to talk a little bit about the



           6   alternative undergrounding that's under -- the



           7   undergrounding alternative that's under consideration.



           8   Would you be able to speak to some of the technical



           9   details that -- first of all, are you familiar with the



          10   process of undergrounding?  I guess let's start there.



          11      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Generally speaking, yes.  The



          12   analysis that we've conducted for this project, the



          13   environmental analysis, was for double-circuit overhead



          14   230kV lines, and we did not evaluate specific underground



          15   options with respect to environmental studies.



          16      Q.    But you're aware that that is something that is



          17   being undertaken right now?



          18      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes, I am.



          19      Q.    And you are aware that, as you heard



          20   Mr. Derstine say yesterday, that if it is technically



          21   feasible, that APS is committed to undergrounding this



          22   segment?



          23      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  I believe they're committed to



          24   evaluating whether that's feasible.  Not committed to



          25   doing it that way.  Those studies have to progress.
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           1      Q.    Right.  The point being, if it's technically



           2   feasible, it will be done.  Not committing to doing it



           3   without knowing the technical feasibility.



           4      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  I can't make that commitment on



           5   their behalf.  I'm aware of the discussions that they're



           6   having regarding that option.



           7      Q.    And in your experience undergrounding, can you



           8   compare for me, please -- and if there's a difference in



           9   ranges, that's fine.  You can provide me the difference



          10   in range.  Let's start with the aboveground 230kV



          11   structures.  Generally speaking, how far into the ground



          12   and how wide are the base of those structures?



          13      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  My visual experience in



          14   observations of the field, an overhead line like this,



          15   the base of the structure could be anywhere from, you



          16   know, 4 feet all the way up to 6 feet, maybe even larger.



          17      Q.    Is that the width -- sorry.  That's the width of



          18   that base?



          19      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  It's not a precise measurement.



          20   I've never physically measured one.  It's an observation



          21   standing next to similar facilities.



          22      Q.    Okay.  Do you have an understanding of how far



          23   down into the ground that the supports for such an



          24   overhead line go?



          25      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Generally, they can range from a
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           1   few feet to several feet, and it's all based on the



           2   geotechnical conditions of the soil and the size of the



           3   line.  But, again, I did not consider any of that in my



           4   evaluations.



           5      Q.    Okay.  And when you say could be a few, could be



           6   several, are we talking -- again, I understand these are



           7   approximations.  I understand it's not in the



           8   presentation.  Under 50 feet?  Under 25 feet?  If you



           9   have an estimation.  If you don't, that's okay.



          10      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yeah.  I would not be able to



          11   estimate it.  There hasn't been any information conveyed



          12   to me that would allow me to answer that, and I don't



          13   have that expertise to design it.



          14      Q.    Okay.  So your expertise doesn't include --



          15   while your expertise includes the actual height of the



          16   structure, it doesn't include the supports and the



          17   portions necessary to support that structure?  I just



          18   want to understand that.



          19      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yeah.  Again, I have seen in the



          20   past final design drawings, so I'm familiar with how that



          21   concept works, but we have not done any final design



          22   here, so I wouldn't be able to offer any specifics.



          23      Q.    Okay.  And in your experience with



          24   undergrounding a 230kV line, can you speak again -- if



          25   you have the experience and knowledge, that's great.  If





                  COASH & COASH, INC.                  602-258-1440



                  www.coashandcoash.com                 Phoenix, AZ

�



                       LS CASE NO. 198      VOLUME III      03/02/2022

                                                                      386





           1   you don't, I don't want you to speculate -- can you speak



           2   to generally what depths or widths those structures would



           3   be if it were undergrounded?



           4      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  I have not worked on any projects



           5   that involved designing of those facilities.  And, again,



           6   so my general analysis and general understanding is that,



           7   you know, you're constructing them similar to the way you



           8   would conduct any underground utility.  You're going to



           9   have a trench and so on, so forth, but that's the limit



          10   of my knowledge.



          11      Q.    Okay.  With regards to undergrounding



          12   specifically and some issues you mentioned on direct



          13   examination, you were talking about benefits and



          14   drawbacks of undergrounding.  Do you recall that



          15   discussion yesterday?



          16      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.  Generally, I offered a



          17   comparative discussion on the two options.



          18      Q.    Okay.  And one benefit that you, of course,



          19   mentioned is that from the perspective of nearby



          20   residential homes, they would not see the transmission



          21   lines, right?  Do you recall that piece?



          22      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yeah.  I think for the residents



          23   on the north side of Northern Parkway, you know, the



          24   biggest advantage would be they would not see the wires



          25   above ground between the structures that start at the
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           1   existing transmission line corridor to where they would



           2   end further down.  You know, you would eliminate the view



           3   of the conductors.  I don't think the structures



           4   themselves would be directly viewable, at least in areas



           5   where there aren't currently structures.



           6      Q.    And as you discussed yesterday, you believe it's



           7   reasonable to consider undergrounding for this project?



           8   You think that's a reasonable evaluation to conduct?



           9      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  If the parties agree to that, I



          10   think it does have a slight benefit.  I think, given the



          11   consideration of the adjacent land use and the industrial



          12   area behind it, the views towards the landfill, again, I



          13   would say that it may not have the same benefit as if we



          14   were looking at a nice mountain landscape or a pristine



          15   landscape.  So I think there's some benefit, but it is in



          16   an industrial setting, and that was the basis of our



          17   analysis.



          18      Q.    Okay.  But, ultimately, there's some benefit,



          19   and it's reasonable to conduct that analysis?



          20      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  Yes.



          21      Q.    Okay.  Okay.  Mr. Simpson, thank you.  I don't



          22   have any further questions for you.



          23            Mr. Wiley, good morning.



          24      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Good morning.



          25      Q.    How are you doing?
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           1      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Good.



           2      Q.    Let's see.  You mentioned something on direct



           3   examination I think in response to one of the Committee



           4   Members regarding NERC standards.  And you mentioned that



           5   APS is in full compliance with all NERC standards for new



           6   substations.  I think that was relating to wall and



           7   security.  Do you remember that conversation?



           8      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, I do.



           9      Q.    I just want to step back a 50,000-foot view and



          10   first ask you, what is NERC?



          11      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  NERC is the North American



          12   Reliability Corporation.



          13      Q.    And how does this entity set the standards that



          14   you or other electric -- rather, that APS or other



          15   utilities have to follow?



          16      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  They set and enforce the standards.



          17      Q.    On which authority?  How does this entity have



          18   the authority to do that?



          19      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  From FERC.



          20      Q.    And FERC is?



          21      A.    Federal Energy Regulatory Commission.



          22      Q.    Okay.  And can you talk to me about, to your



          23   knowledge, the NERC standards, now that we know what NERC



          24   is.  And thank you for explaining that to the laypeople



          25   in the room, myself, me.
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           1            Can we talk about the NERC standards in regards



           2   to circuiting and, specifically, double-circuiting.  Talk



           3   to me a little bit about that.  And if you need more



           4   precise questions, I can give you more precise questions.



           5      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  A more precise question, please.



           6      Q.    You're aware that there are NERC standards



           7   regarding double-circuiting?



           8      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  There are standards that include



           9   language around having circuits on a common structure.



          10      Q.    Okay.  And that's fair to say that that's



          11   commonly referred to as double-circuiting?



          12      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes.



          13      Q.    And those NERC standards on having the circuits



          14   on a single structure, that essentially, again, to put it



          15   in layperson's terms, that essentially would be relating



          16   to standards for double-circuiting on a single pole,



          17   essentially?  Is that a fair layperson translation of



          18   what you just said?



          19      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes.



          20      Q.    That are the NERC standards regarding



          21   double-circuiting on a single pole?



          22      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  The NERC standard I was referring



          23   to was a transmission planning standard, which is



          24   TPL-001-4.  And that requires each transmission planner



          25   to perform a reliability assessment.  In the assessment,
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           1   the standard calls out various planning events.  One of



           2   these planning events is to study the impacts of losing



           3   all circuits on a common structure.



           4      Q.    So that standard TPL-001-4 doesn't expressly



           5   prohibit double-circuit on a single pole.  It lays out a



           6   procedure that is required to evaluate the feasibility of



           7   such a structure?



           8      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  The standard does not prohibit



           9   double-circuit.  It does require the analysis and



          10   specifically calls out the credibility of such events as



          11   losing a double-circuit pole.



          12      Q.    What do you mean when you say credibility of



          13   certain events as losing a double-circuit pole?  Can you



          14   expand on that?



          15      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Meaning that if the pole was



          16   rendered inoperable for any reason that we have to study



          17   the impact of both of those circuits being lost



          18   simultaneously.



          19      Q.    Okay.  And is that something you conducted as a



          20   part of your analysis for this project?



          21      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  These circuits were planned on



          22   separate structures, so that specific contingency was not



          23   evaluated.



          24      Q.    That contingency was not evaluated because of



          25   the planning on separate structures.  Okay.
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           1            Do you recall on direct examination, you were



           2   talking about the Contrail Substation?



           3      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, I do.



           4      Q.    Okay.  And you would agree with me that, of



           5   course, the Contrail Substation is where all three of the



           6   proposed routes, that's Route A, Route E, and Route G,



           7   all three of those routes -- I don't want to say end.



           8   That might not be technically accurate.  But all three of



           9   those routes lead to that substation.  They pass through



          10   that substation.  Is that a fair way of describing that?



          11      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes.



          12      Q.    Okay.  And in looking at this particular



          13   diagram, I'm looking at Figure 1, proposed routes, that



          14   is physical page 113, PDF page 120.  Let me know when



          15   you're there.



          16      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Okay.



          17      Q.    Are you looking at this?  Yeah.  Very good.



          18            This diagram seems to at least corroborate



          19   something you said on direct examination yesterday, that



          20   APS is considering, quote/unquote, double-circuiting on a



          21   single pole, again, layman understanding, that's the



          22   layman's terms here, for a portion of Route A and Route E



          23   as they approach the Contrail Substation.



          24            Do you remember -- does this diagram accurately



          25   reflection that comment that you made yesterday.
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           1      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Yes, it does.



           2      Q.    Okay.  So APS is considering that alternative



           3   but has yet to evaluate whether -- has yet to do that



           4   analysis that is required by TPL-001-4?



           5      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  I'll speculate a couple of items



           6   here.  We have performed the analysis as required by



           7   TPL-001-4.  It specifically calls out for circuits that



           8   are double-circuited for more than one mile.  Under this



           9   condition, we would be talking about one span of



          10   double-circuit.



          11      Q.    Okay.  And is this span -- to your knowledge, at



          12   least, do you know if this span is greater than a mile,



          13   less than a mile, or unclear as of yet?



          14      A.    The final design isn't performed, but it would



          15   be much less than 1 mile.



          16      Q.    In any configuration, you're certain that it's



          17   less than 1 mile?



          18      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  Correct.  We cannot span for 1



          19   mile.



          20      Q.    Because if you span more than 1 mile, that would



          21   trigger additional analysis under TPL-0001-4, or that



          22   would be prohibited, essentially, under that analysis?



          23      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  By "span," I'm talking about the



          24   distance between neighboring structures.



          25      Q.    Okay.
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           1            CHMN. KATZ:  And we've been going about an hour



           2   and a half.  So sometime within the next minute or two,



           3   we need to take about a 10- or 15-minute break whenever



           4   you think it's appropriate.



           5            MR. GOLESTAN:  Certainly, Mr. Chairman.  I think



           6   I only have a few more questions.



           7      Q.    BY MR. GOLESTAN:  So it's under consideration in



           8   this case in this condition that we've talked about as it



           9   relates to entering the Contrail station and it being



          10   double-circuiting on a single pole.



          11            But that was not the -- as you mentioned



          12   earlier, the TPL-001-4 analysis wasn't conducted for



          13   other parts of this route because APS did not consider



          14   double-circuiting on a single pole in any of those other



          15   areas, right?



          16      A.    (Mr. Wiley)  The requirement to evaluate under



          17   TPL-001-4 was conducted.  The specific contingency of



          18   evaluating multiple circuits on a single structure was



          19   not evaluated in that assessment since the planned lines



          20   were not going to be collocated on a single structure.



          21            MR. GOLESTAN:  Thank you, Mr. Wiley.



          22            That's all the questions I have.



          23            CHMN. KATZ:  It's just past 20 minutes to 11.



          24   Let's plan on getting started between 10:55 and 11 and



          25   ask everybody to be back here by around 10:55, and we'll
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           1   get started as soon as we can.  Thank you.



           2            (A recess was taken from 10:42 a.m. to



           3   11:01 a.m.)



           4            CHMN. KATZ:  Mr. Golestan, do you have any



           5   further cross-examination?



           6            MR. GOLESTAN:  I don't want to make promises I



           7   can't keep, Mr. Chair.  I might have a few more questions



           8   for Mr. Simpson.  But depending on -- I know that the --



           9   things are done a little loosely around here, as you had



          10   alluded to earlier, but if you don't want me to go back



          11   to Mr. Simpson, that's fine.



          12            CHMN. KATZ:  I would prefer that we go with



          13   direct, cross, and redirect.  No recross unless a new



          14   subject matter is introduced during the redirect



          15   examination.  If you have any questions right now, you're



          16   free to ask.



          17            MR. GOLESTAN:  No.  That's fine.  I'm good.



          18            CHMN. KATZ:  And do you have any redirect



          19   examination, Ms. Benally or Mr. Derstine?



          20            MR. DERSTINE:  Mr. Chairman, I have a few



          21   questions on redirect.



          22



          23                      REDIRECT EXAMINATION



          24   BY MR. DERSTINE:



          25      Q.    Ms. Darr, let's start with you.  Counsel for the
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           1   City asked you about the geofencing that was used to



           2   define the radius of the Facebook or social media ads.



           3   Do you recall that?



           4      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Correct.



           5      Q.    Can we pull up Slide 95.  Or I think it's



           6   physical Slide 95, 102 on the electronic version.



           7            Thank you.



           8            Looking at the slide that's now projected on the



           9   screen marked 95 or 102 in the PDF, as I look at it, the



          10   circles are what are used to define the area in which the



          11   Facebook or social media ads went out within the project



          12   study area; is that right?



          13      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.



          14      Q.    And I think, as counsel noted in his questions



          15   to you, there are -- the corners of the study area where



          16   they are more at a right angle are cut off on the study



          17   area.  Is that what's shown?



          18      A.    Yes.



          19      Q.    Within the circles, those are the areas that did



          20   receive Facebook and social media ads, right?



          21      A.    Correct.



          22      Q.    And within those circles of the coverage of the



          23   social media ads, that includes the Suncliff Subdivision,



          24   correct?



          25      A.    Yes.
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           1      Q.    Also the includes the other residential areas



           2   that are adjacent to the line, that is, the residential



           3   area in the Town of Youngtown, the residential area in



           4   the Dysart Ranches along Peoria, correct?



           5      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Correct.



           6      Q.    And putting aside the geofencing circles, the



           7   entire study area was used to develop the address list?



           8      A.    (Ms. Darr)  The mailng list, yes.



           9      Q.    The mailing list.



          10      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Yes.



          11      Q.    Or for the mailing of the newsletters?



          12      A.    (Ms. Darr)  Correct.



          13      Q.    So newsletters went out to the entire larger box



          14   beyond just the circles?



          15      A.    (Ms. Darr).



          16            MR. GOLESTAN:  I'm going to object to form.



          17            CHMN. KATZ:  Overruled.  You may answer.



          18            MS. DARR:  That is correct.



          19      Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  Mr. Duncan, you were asked



          20   about land use within the City of Peoria adjacent to the



          21   line.  Do you recall that?



          22      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.



          23            MR. DERSTINE:  Can I have -- and there may be a



          24   slide for this, but I'm looking at the application, it's



          25   A-2-2.  I believe it's in the land use slides.  It may be
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           1   easier to pull up.



           2      Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  Mr. Simpson, can you aid me



           3   and point me to your jurisdictional land use map.



           4      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  There's one in the land use



           5   exhibits, 121.



           6      Q.    Okay.  Yeah.



           7            MR. DERSTINE:  So it's Slide 121 or the PDF 128



           8   of the 234, if we can pull that up.  Is that what's there



           9   on the screen?



          10            AV TECH MOELLER:  Yes, that's correct.



          11      Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  So, Mr. Duncan, can you use



          12   your laser pointer is identify the City of Peoria that's



          13   bounded by the proposed Routes E and G.



          14      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.  The City of Peoria is



          15   indicated here in this orange-type color.  And the area



          16   within where Route E and G is which is the City of Peoria



          17   is this area that I'm bounding right here on the north



          18   and here on the west and down here on the south.



          19      Q.    So if I'm looking at this correctly, that light



          20   brown color is the City of Peoria.  It becomes darker



          21   brown, and that indicates the transition to Maricopa



          22   County jurisdiction; is that right?



          23      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.



          24      Q.    And so the links that are in question or that



          25   are the focus of the City of Peoria's concerns and
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           1   questions are link 650 and link 625.  Do I have that



           2   right?



           3      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.



           4      Q.    As to the portion of Route E on Olive, that's



           5   the northern boundary of the Suncliff Subdivision.  Is



           6   that line being constructed in the City of Peoria?



           7      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  No, it is not.



           8      Q.    And where is it?



           9      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  It is being constructed in the



          10   Town of Youngtown.



          11      Q.    So link 650, which is the easternmost segment of



          12   the route on Olive, which is Route E, is being



          13   constructed on the north side of Olive in the Town of



          14   Youngtown?



          15      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  That is correct.



          16      Q.    And on the route tour, when we stood on Olive



          17   and were looking across at where the line will be



          18   constructed, this portion, 650, we were staring into the



          19   Town of Youngtown, correct?



          20      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.



          21      Q.    And what we're seeing is a number of



          22   transmission lines and a substation, correct?



          23      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes.



          24      Q.    And that area is zoned industrial, that portion



          25   up to the edge of the El Sol Substation?
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           1      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  We believe so.



           2      Q.    And so the impact of the construction of Route E



           3   on Olive along segment 650, which borders the City of



           4   Peoria, will in some way impact the views of this



           5   industrial transmission line area, correct?



           6            MR. GOLESTAN:  I'll object to form.



           7      Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  Describe what the viewshed is



           8   that we saw when we were standing looking across Olive



           9   Avenue towards where the line will be constructed?



          10            CHMN. KATZ:  You may answer the rephrased



          11   question.



          12            MR. DUNCAN:  The view is of the El Sol



          13   Substation directly to the north.  To the northeast and



          14   to the east is an existing multitransmission --



          15   high-voltage transmission line corridor that is



          16   diagonally crossing into the view as it proceeds to the



          17   north.



          18            There's also a 69kV subtransmission east to west



          19   located on the north side of Olive Avenue that has a 12kV



          20   double-circuit underbuild.



          21      Q.    BY MR. DERSTINE:  And it's those lines that will



          22   be changed by this project, and we saw a simulation



          23   yesterday from Mr. Simpson in terms of what that's likely



          24   to look like; is that correct?



          25      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, that's correct.
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           1      Q.    Let's go down to Northern and looking at link



           2   625.  The City of Peoria, it looks like the Suncliff



           3   Subdivision narrows as it moves down to the south along



           4   Northern Avenue.  Am I looking at that correctly?



           5      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  Yes, that's correct.



           6      Q.    And so the balance of that area within the City



           7   of Peoria jurisdiction, what is that?  As the subdivision



           8   narrows, what is to the west of it?



           9      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  That is a commercial sand and



          10   gravel operation.  Mr. Simpson described that during the



          11   tour yesterday.



          12      Q.    And the Route G that is proposed to be



          13   constructed on Northern, is that being constructed within



          14   the City of Peoria?



          15      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  No, it is not.



          16      Q.    And whose jurisdiction is it being constructed



          17   in?



          18      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  It is being constructed within the



          19   City of Glendale, Glendale's landfill.



          20      Q.    And as we stood on Northern at the edge of the



          21   Suncliff Subdivision looking at where the line will be



          22   constructed, what are we seeing?



          23      A.    (Mr. Duncan)  The straight-ahead view is of a



          24   wall, a decorative wall, for lack of a better term, that



          25   is superseded in height by the first cell of the Glendale
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           1   landfill, which is several hundred feet in height.  That



           2   is the direct view.



           3            The view as you turn your head slightly to the



           4   left is of the multitransmission line corridor that is



           5   proceeding north and south.



           6            And in the immediate foreground of the view is



           7   what is currently Northern Avenue but soon to be Northern



           8   Parkway.



           9      Q.    Mr. Simpson, you were asked some questions about



          10   the impacts of and how you graded the impacts of Route G



          11   on Northern.



          12            Can you -- when you said that the impacts are



          13   high, what are you referring to?



          14      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  So for visual impacts, we take



          15   into a number of different factors.  Visibility is one,



          16   and that means, is it opened?  Is it backdropped?  What



          17   distance are you viewing at?



          18            And then we take in other factors, which are



          19   called visual contrasts.  So that is consideration for



          20   what other facilities you may see in the existing



          21   landscape.



          22            In this case, Mr. Duncan just mentioned the



          23   multiline transmission corridor to the east, which is



          24   highly visible from those locations and the landfill to



          25   the south.  And then to the west, the sand and gravel and
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           1   materials yards that exist there.



           2            So when we consider visual contrast, is there



           3   already, say, industrial features or transmission line



           4   features.  All of that affects how a viewer would



           5   perceive a new line in the landscape.  And each of those



           6   factors was a consideration in how we arrived at the



           7   impacts.



           8            And they would be a little bit variable,



           9   depending upon where you're at in the subdivision.  We



          10   recognized that the first row or two of houses along



          11   Northern would have those high impacts as a result of



          12   being able to see the conductor overhead or perhaps the



          13   lines on either side.



          14            As you move further away from the roadway over



          15   to the north, you get more to the interior of the



          16   subdivision, those views become harder to see.  They're



          17   not as open.  They not visible in the same way, so the



          18   impact would drop off from there.



          19            So that high impact largely being the first



          20   couple of rows of houses that are closest to that line



          21   where they would see the most visible portions of the new



          22   line.



          23      Q.    Are there impacts to the Suncliff Subdivision



          24   other than the visual impacts you just described?



          25      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  No.  We are not located on the
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           1   property.  The primary concern there were the visual



           2   impacts.



           3      Q.    And the visual impacts are adding a 230kV



           4   transmission line to the view of the dump?



           5      A.    (Mr. Simpson)  That is correct.



           6            MR. DERSTINE:  No further questions.



           7            CHMN. KATZ:  Anything further?



           8            Do you essentially rest your case?



           9            MR. DERSTINE:  Yes.



          10            CHMN. KATZ:  We don't know whether or not Peoria



          11   wishes to call any witnesses?



          12            MR. GOLESTAN:  Peoria will not call any



          13   witnesses, Mr. Chairman.



          14            CHMN. KATZ:  What we can do is hear any closing



          15   arguments that you wish to make if you're ready do that.



          16            MEMBER LITTLE:  Mr. Chairman.



          17            CHMN. KATZ:  Yes, Member Little.



          18            MEMBER LITTLE:  I have a question, and I'm not



          19   sure who to address this to because I was having a hard



          20   time following who was being questioned in cross.



          21            But this project is requesting the authorization



          22   for a second circuit and getting to the question about



          23   following the NERC standards in doing the studies for



          24   double-circuit construction -- any double-circuit



          25   construction that might happen in the future.
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           1            There is a condition in almost all of the CECs



           2   that requires the applicant to follow all NERC standards.



           3   And I'm just wondering whether that condition would cover



           4   any required NERC studies in the future having to do with



           5   double-circuit lines.



           6            MR. DERSTINE:  Thank you, Member Little.  I



           7   think that's a question that should be responded to by



           8   Mr. Wiley.



           9            MEMBER LITTLE:  Thank you.



          10            MR. WILEY:  Member Little, I'm sorry, I didn't



          11   catch your specific question.  Would you mind repeating



          12   that?



          13            MEMBER LITTLE:  It was kind of convoluted.  I



          14   apologize.



          15            There is a condition in almost CECs, and I see



          16   it in this proposed CEC also, that requires the applicant



          17   to follow all NERC standards, WECC standards, and others,



          18   but NERC is also specified.



          19            Do you believe that that condition would require



          20   APS do any required studies having to do with



          21   double-circuiting any of these lines in the future?



          22            MR. WILEY:  Thank you for the question, Member



          23   Little.



          24            I haven't seen this specific condition.  Hearing



          25   that it covers all NERC standards, this would be





                  COASH & COASH, INC.                  602-258-1440



                  www.coashandcoash.com                 Phoenix, AZ

�



                       LS CASE NO. 198      VOLUME III      03/02/2022

                                                                      405





           1   applicable since it is a standard under NERC.  And, of



           2   course, when we do go to build that second line in the



           3   future, we would include that as part of our TPL analysis



           4   at that time.



           5            MEMBER LITTLE:  Thank you.



           6            CHMN. KATZ:  Let me just ask as a follow-up,



           7   Mr. Wiley, would the poles that are erected be erected in



           8   contemplation of adding that second line, or are we



           9   looking at tearing down those poles and replacing them



          10   with ones that are capable of carrying double-circuit?



          11            MR. WILEY:  Chairman Katz, thank you.



          12            The structures that we're proposing to install



          13   would be capable of adding a second circuit.  At which



          14   time that second circuit is needed, replacement of



          15   structures would not be needed.



          16            CHMN. KATZ:  Thank you.



          17            And I didn't mean to ignore other Committee



          18   Members.



          19            Does anyone else have any questions of the other



          20   witnesses before we go to closing arguments from both



          21   parties?



          22            (No response.)



          23            CHMN. KATZ:  Hearing nothing further, are you



          24   gentlemen -- ladies and gentlemen ready to present your



          25   closing arguments, or do you need a few minutes?
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           1            MR. DERSTINE:  I think so.  The only thing I



           2   need is to check with the AV team to see if -- I threw



           3   them some slides for a closing.



           4            CHMN. KATZ:  If you need a couple minutes.



           5            MR. DERSTINE:  If we can take --



           6            CHMN. KATZ:  Let's just take a five-minute



           7   break.



           8            (A recess was taken from 11:20 a.m. to



           9   11:34 a.m.)



          10            CHMN. KATZ:  We're ready to begin.



          11            I did indicate to the attorneys that once we are



          12   done with our closing arguments, we're going to take a



          13   lunch break and then come back and review the proposed



          14   CEC, make whatever edits and approvals or disapprovals



          15   that we collectively as a Committee agree to do.  But I



          16   told the lawyers that we wanted to boost everybody's



          17   blood sugar with lunch.



          18            I don't know whether it will be Ms. Benally or



          19   Mr. Derstine, but you're welcome to make the closing



          20   argument on behalf of Arizona Public Service.



          21            MR. DERSTINE:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Members



          22   of the Committee and as well as the Members I see on the



          23   screen in front of me.  Thank you for your time and



          24   attention.



          25            Thank you, Madam Court Reporter, as always, for
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           1   doing such a nice job keeping track and giving us a good



           2   transcript whether it's here in the hearing room or



           3   driving around the West Valley in a van.  We appreciate



           4   it.



           5            In my opening, I had stated that you can't have



           6   growth without power.  APS has a duty to serve all the



           7   customers, customers that exist today as well as



           8   anticipating and being prepared for the customers of the



           9   future, the growth that's going to happen.



          10            Different customers have different needs.  Not



          11   every customer is going to require a CEC and we don't



          12   have to bring a project before this Committee.  At the



          13   same time, APS has the same duty to serve that growth



          14   with the appropriate facilities.  And the challenge is to



          15   always be in a position to site and construct those



          16   facilities in time to meet customer needs while at the



          17   same time minimizing the impacts of that new



          18   infrastructure on the surrounding community.  And that's



          19   what this case is about, and that's what we've presented



          20   to you.



          21            I noted in my opening and shared a couple of



          22   recent articles about all the growth that's happening in



          23   the West Valley.  But you don't have to read the



          24   newspaper to see the growth that's happening in the West



          25   Valley.  For those who were on the tour and drove around,
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           1   you saw all the construction that's occurring, the



           2   transition of the agricultural fields to new logistics



           3   centers, commerce parks, manufacturing facilities, cold



           4   storage facilities.  All that is happening at a very



           5   rapid pace here in the West Valley.



           6            And the Loop 303, as I mentioned, has become a



           7   hub for that growth.  But it's not just the Loop 303.  It



           8   extends into Glendale.  It extends into El Mirage.  All



           9   of the communities in the West Valley are experiencing



          10   this growth.  And the growth is not only the business



          11   growth.  It's the residential growth that's following



          12   that business growth.



          13            This project serves two needs:



          14            It satisfies the need to serve a high-level



          15   customer, the Microsoft datacenter.  It's in El Mirage.



          16   It's in the early stages of development.  At full



          17   buildout, that datacenter is going to require 245



          18   megawatts of power.



          19            In addition, this project will be able to serve



          20   the growth that's occurring using the second circuit, the



          21   230 circuit that will tie in the lines on the east, the



          22   230kV infrastructure on the west of the project area and



          23   on the east.



          24            What's needed to satisfy the needs, the two



          25   needs that I identified, are to expand the existing
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           1   Contrail Substation with the necessary 230kV



           2   transformers, bus work, and then to construct three



           3   independent double-circuit 230kV lines.  Those lines are



           4   proposed to be constructed on Routes A, E, and G set



           5   forth in the application and as the Committee has seen on



           6   the maps.



           7            What are the benefits of the project?  Well, it



           8   does a number of things.  Those three new 230kV



           9   double-circuit lines allow Microsoft -- not only allow



          10   APS to serve Microsoft and satisfy the high load of a



          11   datacenter, but they allow Microsoft to eliminate the



          12   need for diesel generation, which would be the third leg



          13   of the stool in terms of their reliability requirements.



          14   And that third circuit allows us to eliminate diesel and



          15   the noise and the environmental impacts that come with



          16   diesel generation onsite.



          17            As I mentioned, the project connects the 230kV



          18   systems on the east and the west sides of the West Valley



          19   much like the Northern Parkway is intended to do,



          20   connecting freeways on the east and the west of the West



          21   Valley.  This project serves to connect those systems and



          22   improves the reliability of the 230kV infrastructure and



          23   will allow us to serve a lot of the high-level customers



          24   and commercial and industrial growth that's occurring in



          25   this area.
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           1            We covered the planning process.  Mr. Simpson



           2   testified at length about kind of what went into those,



           3   the activities that went into those 18 months of work.



           4   Environmental studies, engineering studies, all the



           5   outreach that occurred over that 18-month timespan.  And



           6   through all that, APS and its consultants analyzed the 41



           7   square miles of area to identify potential routes,



           8   identify early on small links that were numbered.  These



           9   numbered links still show on our route maps today.  And



          10   those small numbered links were then connected and used



          11   to develop lettered preliminary routes.



          12            Those preliminary routes, I think A through H,



          13   were then shared with the surrounding community in the



          14   newsletter that went out.  And we solicited not only



          15   showing them where those preliminary routes would be but



          16   asked them to comment, give us feedback.  Tell us whether



          17   you like them, whether you hate them, and what's the



          18   preferred route for the community, landowners,



          19   developers.



          20            Ultimately, utilizing that feedback and the



          21   outreach campaign that was presented to inform us and



          22   help us develop the final routes, A, E, and G were



          23   selected.  And those are the routes that are before the



          24   Committee in our CEC application that we're asking you to



          25   approve in this case.
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           1            Ms. Darr covered the public outreach, and I was



           2   pleased -- I guess I might say -- I shouldn't say



           3   surprised, but I was pleased to hear Member Gentles say



           4   that he thought we had done a good, thorough job because



           5   he doesn't lavish praise or approval without good reason.



           6   And his usual take is very critical and at least uses a



           7   critical eye to analyze outreach campaigns.  I



           8   appreciated his comments.  I know the company did too.



           9            Not to say that we're perfect in this area.  We



          10   never are.  But we continue to strive to do our best.



          11   And as always, the objective is to gain input, let folks



          12   know what we're thinking, what we're planning, what we're



          13   doing, gain their feedback, use that information to



          14   inform us about how we move forward with the project and



          15   ultimately to help us design and present a project to



          16   this Committee.  And I think we did an effective job of



          17   that in this case.



          18            Mr. Simpson had mentioned it, and I have to



          19   agree that I have not -- having handled a number of these



          20   cases, I haven't been involved in a case that involved



          21   this many different jurisdictions in which we had to



          22   communicate and engage and inform and work with.  There's



          23   a number of larger and smaller communities in the West



          24   Valley that make up this project area, and we had to work



          25   with all of them.
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           1            In addition to the jurisdictions, the cities and



           2   the towns, we worked with Luke Air Force Base, Maricopa



           3   County Department of Transportation, and then the



           4   individual private landowners who are building large,



           5   multiple thousand, in some cases millions, of square feet



           6   of development that have a significant interest in what



           7   we're building, where we're building it, and how it



           8   impacts their development.  And as I think was mentioned



           9   during the testimony, wondering whether there would be



          10   sufficient power to serve their development in the



          11   future.  And with this project, there will be.



          12            As we mentioned, it's also a bit unusual for us



          13   to gain letters, feedback in writing.  Many of these



          14   letters indicated their appreciation for their being



          15   involved in the project and the manner in which we



          16   engaged them and sought their input.  Some indicated



          17   their approval for the project, but every one of those



          18   entities that submitted a letter stated their



          19   appreciation for our process and the manner in which we



          20   worked with them throughout the 18-month planning history



          21   for the project.  We always ask for letters.  We don't



          22   usually get them.  And in this case, we got them, and I



          23   think it says something about the process.



          24            But the project is not without opposition.  The



          25   City of Peoria is here, and, frankly, we're happy to have
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           1   them here.  Whether it happens late in the process or



           2   early, it's important for us to know, you know, what the



           3   jurisdictions, what landowners, what residents are



           4   thinking.  And if they show up here at the time of the



           5   hearing and want to participate and state their views



           6   concerning the project, we're happy to have them do that.



           7            In this particular case, the City has concerns



           8   about Routes E and G, which are not within the City of



           9   Peoria but border along its boundaries on Olive Avenue



          10   and Northern Avenue.



          11            The focus of the City's attention are, as I



          12   mentioned, E and G.  And in fact the short segments that



          13   border on the City of Peoria -- and if the AV people



          14   could pull up those simulations for me, it may be helpful



          15   for the Committee to just, one more time, see what the



          16   City of Peoria is talking about and is concerned about.



          17            This Visual Simulation No. 4 shows the view on



          18   Olive Avenue looking to the west along Olive.  The



          19   existing condition shows what it looks like today.  All



          20   the existing -- at least the transmission lines, what's



          21   out of the frame on the existing condition is the



          22   substation and the other transmission lines that are



          23   further to the east.  But this is the view of Olive



          24   Avenue as you're looking to the west on the Suncliff



          25   Subdivision, the edge of that subdivision.  And the
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           1   proposed condition is on the right.



           2            The testimony that you heard is that the plan to



           3   construct those 230kV lines across Olive within the Town



           4   of Youngtown or their jurisdiction will increase the span



           5   length and eliminate some of the infrastructure that



           6   you're seeing there.  The 12kV will go underground.  The



           7   69kV will be collocated with the new 230 lines.  The 230



           8   structures will be taller.  You can see for yourself



           9   whether you think that's an improvement or whether that



          10   worsens all the infrastructure that is existing here



          11   today and what folks see when they're leaving the



          12   Suncliff Subdivision and turning onto Olive Avenue and



          13   driving to the west.



          14            If you can pull up the next slide, please.



          15            This is the other side of an area of concern for



          16   the City of Peoria.  This is Northern Avenue.  On



          17   Northern, the Suncliff Subdivision narrows down, but



          18   there's still an entrance and an exit to that subdivision



          19   there.  And what you see running along Northern, as has



          20   been testified to, is the City of Glendale's landfill.



          21   And the landfill is surrounded by this large retaining



          22   wall.  You're looking at Northern.  That will be torn up



          23   and widened as part of this Northern Parkway project as



          24   it extends back towards the east and comes the direction



          25   of the City of Peoria.
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           1            In addition to the road widening, you'll see



           2   that we have -- or in order to avoid the road widening,



           3   our proposal is to construct the new transmission line



           4   within the boundary of the landfill within the City of



           5   Glendale.  And so what residents within Suncliff, those



           6   new residents who might see these structures from their



           7   backyard or as they're driving out of the Suncliff



           8   Horizon Subdivision out onto Northern Avenue, will see



           9   the new transmission lines, and the poles span out



          10   approximately 750 feet.  And that will be their new view.



          11   It won't just be the landfill.  It will be the landfill



          12   and these 230kV structures.



          13            APS is committed to work with the City of Peoria



          14   to try to address their concerns.  We've agreed to



          15   evaluate undergrounding a portion of the line on Northern



          16   here.  And if it can be feasibly undergrounded there



          17   without impacting the landfill operations and will result



          18   in a safe and reliable installation that can be



          19   maintained and repaired over time, APS has agreed to do



          20   that.



          21            I don't know that we have -- we've continued to



          22   work with the other jurisdictions.  In this case, we're



          23   working with the City of Peoria.  And that isn't unique



          24   to this case.  That's what we do in every case.  Our job



          25   is to engage with and work with affected jurisdictions
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           1   and landowners and do the best we can to mitigate the



           2   impacts of the project.



           3            But in general, we're not undergrounding



           4   transmission lines unless there is a safety



           5   consideration, that the project is needed in that



           6   location, and the only way to install it there or



           7   construct it there is to underground it; or, as in this



           8   case, a third party is willing to cover the cost to



           9   construct this underground segment.  And in this case, we



          10   have Microsoft who has indicated their willingness to



          11   mitigate the impact of this project on the City of Peoria



          12   and the residents in this area by agreeing to cover the



          13   cost of undergrounding if that can be safely and feasibly



          14   done.



          15            So that's where we are.  The results of those



          16   studies won't be known for some time.  It will take some



          17   time to fully understand what can be constructed there in



          18   terms of an underground construction.  But we'll continue



          19   to working with and communicate and cooperate with the



          20   City of Peoria.  And I think you'll see language to that



          21   effect in the proposed CEC.



          22            You heard our case, four witnesses using the



          23   various PowerPoint slides and exhibits.  You saw the



          24   flyover simulation.  Those of you who were here were able



          25   to take the route tour.  And you heard cross-examination,
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           1   and you'll hear here in a minute closing argument from



           2   counsel for the City of Peoria.



           3            As I indicated, we're requesting a CEC that



           4   approves the construction of the double-circuit lines on



           5   Routes A, E, and G on monopole structures ranging from



           6   130 to 195 feet.  Included, as you'll see, is the



           7   exhibit, the map which shows the routes, identifies the



           8   corridor and the width of the corridor for those three



           9   routes.



          10            And the corridor, as you know, as this Committee



          11   well knows, is the key consideration that allows us to



          12   develop these projects and design them in a way that



          13   minimizes the impacts.  It allows us, after this hearing,



          14   when we get along further in engineering, to continue to



          15   working with landowners and jurisdictions to continue to



          16   place poles and adjust the alignment in a way that it



          17   addresses the concerns of residents.



          18            We can't always give folks what they ask for.



          19   Our commitment is simply to do what we can and to



          20   communicate and to do our very best to try to minimize



          21   the impacts within the call or the authority that this



          22   Committee gives us in identifying a corridor for



          23   constructing the project.  And we'll do that here.



          24            In terms of the term of the project, we're



          25   asking for a ten-year term, which is the standard CEC
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           1   term to construct the first circuit.  That's the circuit



           2   that's going to be dedicated to serving Microsoft.



           3            The second circuit, we're asking for a 20-year



           4   term because at the present time, we don't know when



           5   we'll need that circuit.  We know we don't need it today.



           6   We know it's going to be sometime in the future, but



           7   we're asking for the longer term for that reason.



           8            In my opening, I indicated that this was an



           9   important project, and I stand by those words.  It's an



          10   important project for Microsoft, and it's an important



          11   project to serve the growth that's occurring in the West



          12   Valley.



          13            And with that, we're going to request that you



          14   grant us the CEC and look forward to your deliberation



          15   over the CEC.  And, as always, we thank you for your time



          16   and attention.



          17            CHMN. KATZ:  Thank you kindly.



          18            Mr. Golestan.



          19            MR. GOLESTAN:  Mr. Chairman, Members of the



          20   Committee, thank you very much for the opportunity to be



          21   here.



          22            Peoria intervened in this matter to present



          23   concerns to this Committee about the impacts of this



          24   project on the City, and Peoria appreciates the



          25   opportunity to do so, appreciates APS's commitment and





                  COASH & COASH, INC.                  602-258-1440



                  www.coashandcoash.com                 Phoenix, AZ

�



                       LS CASE NO. 198      VOLUME III      03/02/2022

                                                                      419





           1   counsel's remarks about working together and continuing



           2   to do so to determine solutions to the issues that have



           3   been raised.



           4            Through some of the exhibits and the witness



           5   testimony, really, Peoria's two concerns were, firstly,



           6   the nature of the impact on Peoria.  That's been



           7   acknowledged by APS, as we heard from the witnesses.



           8   That impact is shown by frankly this map that we're



           9   looking at right now and the other maps that showed the



          10   nature of the land use.



          11            Most of the routes outside of the City of Peoria



          12   go through industrial or commercial areas.  The portions



          13   of the Routes E and G that are closest Peoria Avenue



          14   border the Suncliff Subdivision.



          15            As we heard on cross-examination through



          16   Mr. Simpson and to some extent Mr. Duncan, the condition



          17   that this would create, Routes E and G, is unique.



          18   There's no other place in the study area where a



          19   residential community is surrounded or -- essentially



          20   surrounded on three sides by 230kV transmission lines.



          21            And Mr. Simpson discussed on his own direct



          22   examination a rough sort of back-of-the-napkin



          23   calculation of the impact on the residents.  And even



          24   that analysis indicates that the burden and the impact on



          25   Peoria, particularly for residential as compared to other
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           1   jurisdictions, is unique and much greater.



           2            He approximated that the routes affect



           3   approximately 300 homes in Youngtown within half a mile,



           4   approximately 400 homes on the Olive line within half a



           5   mile.  That's in Peoria.  And approximately 145 homes on



           6   the Northern segment.  So that's a total of 545 homes in



           7   Peoria and residents therein that are affected, nearly



           8   double that of other jurisdictions.  So the impact is



           9   certainly unique and has been acknowledged.



          10            The other issue that Peoria has raised is just a



          11   question of continued investigation to ensure that the



          12   Northern segment, specifically, segment G -- Route G,



          13   excuse me, doesn't unduly impact the Northern Parkway



          14   project, which, as we've heard, is a multijurisdictional



          15   project that's been going on for a number of years.



          16   That's continuing.  As we heard from witnesses, there are



          17   federal funds tied up in that project, but they weren't



          18   able to comment about the ramifications and the interplay



          19   between this proposed route and any federal funding.



          20   Obviously, as Peoria mentioned in its intervening papers,



          21   that's the primary concern, is ensuring that no federal



          22   funding is lost.  And that wouldn't only affect Peoria.



          23   That would affect El Mirage, Glendale, other



          24   jurisdictions that are involved in that project.



          25            Peoria appreciates that APS has worked with
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           1   other stakeholders, including other jurisdictions, and



           2   that was a give-and-take process as described by members



           3   of the witness panel for APS, and that resulted in some



           4   changes.  And Peoria simply wants that dialogue, that



           5   same dialogue.  And we appreciate that APS has been doing



           6   that.  Ultimately, Peoria's request is that if the CEC is



           7   approved, it is approved with that jointly proposed



           8   condition that both of the parties have proposed to the



           9   Committee that requires the parties to continue to



          10   negotiate in good faith and come up with solutions to



          11   address these concerns.



          12            And with that, we appreciate the opportunity and



          13   appreciate the Committee's time.  Thank you.



          14            CHMN. KATZ:  Anything -- you don't have any



          15   additional exhibits, correct, Mr. Golestan?



          16            MR. GOLESTAN:  No.



          17            CHMN. KATZ:  Anything further before we take our



          18   lunch break?



          19            MR. GOLESTAN:  No.



          20            CHMN. KATZ:  I'm showing that it's just about



          21   exactly noon.  Does the Committee want to consider 1:00?



          22   We'll start back at 1:00 and start our deliberations.



          23            And, Mr. Golestan, what we'll do is I'll go



          24   through sections of this and ask the Committee to either



          25   approve or disapprove of that section.
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           1            But on page No. 2, lines 17 through 23, we're



           2   not going to take the vote or fill that section in or



           3   seek approval until all of the other conditions can be



           4   agreed to as we might modify.  And then we'll -- and the



           5   votes to approve various sections will be just verbal.



           6   But the final vote as to whether or not the CEC should be



           7   issued will be a roll call vote with each Member having



           8   to say yea or nay, yes or no.



           9            Okay.  We'll see you in about an hour.



          10            (A recess was taken from 12:01 p.m. to



          11   1:03 p.m.)



          12            CHMN. KATZ:  What we're going to do, and this



          13   should have been emailed to our Committee Members, and it



          14   was handed to us that are present here in the hearing



          15   room.  But we're going to mark as Chairman-1 the PDF



          16   version, which will be kept as is.



          17             On the right side will be the Word version of



          18   the same document that we will work from.  Once that's



          19   been finalized and approved, that will become Chairman



          20   No. 2.  So we will be changing what will be initially put



          21   up on the right screen.  We will be modifying that as we



          22   go, and the final version will be Chairman-2.



          23            And if we're ready to go, we can.  And what we



          24   normally do is go through certain paragraphs, sometimes



          25   several lines at once.  We will go through the additional
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           1   conditions as well as the Findings of Fact and



           2   Conclusions of Law one by one.  And after that, we go



           3   back to the earlier portion of the document.  And that's



           4   on page 2, lines 17 through 22.  And that we will skip



           5   over until it's time to vote on whether to issue the CEC



           6   or not.



           7            MR. GOLESTAN:  Mr. Chairman.



           8            CHMN. KATZ:  Yes.



           9            MR. GOLESTAN:  I propose a housekeeping matter



          10   if I may.



          11            CHMN. KATZ:  Yes.



          12            MR. GOLESTAN:  I didn't have the opportunity



          13   before, but Peoria did include a handful of exhibits that



          14   was submitted by the deadline that you had set out, Mr.



          15   Chairman, by last Friday.  I spoke with Mr. Derstine.  We



          16   stipulated to the entry of Peoria's exhibits into the



          17   record.



          18            CHMN. KATZ:  Okay.  Peoria' exhibits are --



          19            MR. GOLESTAN:  Peoria-1, 2, 3, and 4.



          20            CHMN. KATZ:  Peoria Exhibits 1, 2, 3, and 4 will



          21   be admitted.



          22            (Exhibits Peoria-1 through Peoria-4 were



          23   admitted into evidence.)



          24            CHMN. KATZ:  You need to get copies of those



          25   exhibits to our court reporter.
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           1            MR. GOLESTAN:  Yes, Mr. Chairman.



           2            So Exhibit 1 is the Intergovernmental Agreement.



           3   That's Peoria 1.



           4            Peoria 2 is Northern Parkway:  Agua Fria River



           5   to 99th Avenue Scoping and Design Report.



           6            And Peoria 3 is the relevant page of the fiscal



           7   year 2022 to 2025 Maricopa Association of Governments



           8   Transportation Improvement Program.



           9            And then Peoria 4 is maps showing the segments



          10   that are bordering Peoria along with Northern Parkway



          11   schedule information.



          12            CHMN. KATZ:  And we'll get copies of those to



          13   you so that we can confirm everything that was just



          14   stated.



          15            If everybody would please take a look at the



          16   first page of the document.



          17            Beginning at line 14 through page 2, line



          18   No. 16.  I need everybody to take a look at that.  And



          19   we'll be showing at the very beginning of that, going



          20   back to page 1, we have to fill in the date as March 2nd,



          21   2022.



          22            And on that first page, we also need to strike



          23   Zachary Branum.  He did not appear at all in these



          24   proceedings.



          25            And going on to the next page, page 2, I think
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           1   it's line 3, we have David French that's been substituted



           2   in for John Riggins from the Water Department -- or the



           3   Department of Water Resources.



           4            Going down to line 10, Jack Haenichen is not



           5   present.  He's having some health-related issues.



           6            But I believe all the other numbers of our



           7   Committee that are listed in the document are present



           8   either in person or virtually.



           9            And we would be adding in at line 14, I think it



          10   is, Peoria as the intervenor or the City of Peoria,



          11   represented by Saman Golestan, Assistant Peoria City



          12   Attorney.



          13            MR. GOLESTAN:  Saman Golestan, Mr. Chairman.



          14            CHMN. KATZ:  What did I say?



          15            MR. GOLESTAN:  A little different pronunciation.



          16            CHMN. KATZ:  And take a look at page No. 1, line



          17   14, through page No. 2, line 16, with the striking of the



          18   two representatives on the Committee that aren't here and



          19   adding the City of Peoria represented by their counsel.



          20            And then once you've done that, I would welcome



          21   a motion to approve this portion of the CEC document.



          22            MEMBER PALMER:  Mr. Chairman, I move approval of



          23   page 1, line 15, through page 2, line 16, as amended.



          24            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.



          25            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor say "aye."
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           1            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Mr. Chairman.



           2            CHMN. KATZ:  Yes, sir.



           3            MEMBER GRINNELL:  May we get the edited version



           4   up on our screen versus the other?



           5            Thank you, sir.



           6            CHMN. KATZ:  Is it up on there now?



           7            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Yes.



           8            CHMN. KATZ:  You should be looking at the edited



           9   version, and I'm assuming that -- are we editing it as we



          10   go?



          11            MR. DERSTINE:  Yes.



          12            MEMBER GENTLES:  Mr. Chairman.



          13            CHMN. KATZ:  Yes, Mr. Gentles.



          14            MEMBER GENTLES:  I don't know if this is -- hold



          15   on a second.  Let me just try something.



          16            Okay.  I solved my issue.  Thank you.



          17            CHMN. KATZ:  Okay.  Fine.  Thank you.



          18            I'll ask again, all in favor.



          19            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          20            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed.



          21            (No response.)



          22            CHMN. KATZ:  That is approved.



          23            We'll skip lines 17 through 23.  That's our



          24   final vote.



          25            But we begin, then, with Section B at line 24,
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           1   Project Overview.  And that runs on through a description



           2   of the project to the top of page 3, line 3.  And we will



           3   be attaching a project map to this.



           4            And once you've had a chance to look at it, I



           5   will gladly receive a motion to approve.



           6            MEMBER GRINNELL:  So moved.



           7            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.



           8            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



           9            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          10            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed.



          11            (No response.)



          12            CHMN. KATZ:  We next have the paragraph that



          13   begins at line 5 on page 3 and goes through line --



          14   actually, line 13.  We've stricken from the document



          15   lines 13 through lines 18.  So we're looking at the



          16   paragraph as written from line No. 5 on page 3 through



          17   line 12.



          18            And whenever, you can move.



          19            MEMBER LITTLE:  Mr. Chairman, I have a question.



          20   Do we want to move it first and then discuss it?



          21            CHMN. KATZ:  Yeah.  If we have the motion and a



          22   second, we then can discuss the language.  And if there's



          23   any concerns by either of the parties, they can also



          24   express that concern before we take the vote.



          25            But do we have a motion to approve that
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           1   Condition No. 1?



           2            MEMBER HAMWAY:  So moved.



           3            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.



           4            CHMN. KATZ:  If there's any discussion.



           5            Member Little, if you had a discussion or some



           6   suggested changes.



           7            MEMBER LITTLE:  Maybe I'm being dense, but I'm



           8   not quite sure what the first part of that sentence



           9   means.  Is that saying that the CEC expires ten years



          10   from when it's approved or until the project is



          11   completed?



          12            CHMN. KATZ:  I think the first phase is for ten



          13   years.



          14            MEMBER LITTLE:  No.  I understand that.  The



          15   part that says:   Unless construction is completed to the



          16   point that the first circuit is capable of operating by



          17   that time.



          18            CHMN. KATZ:  But if they wanted more time, they



          19   would have to make a formal request to amend if I'm not



          20   mistaken.



          21            MEMBER LITTLE:  Okay.



          22            CHMN. KATZ:  Any comment from either of the



          23   lawyers?



          24            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Mr. Chairman.



          25            CHMN. KATZ:  Yes, sir, Mr. Grinnell.





                  COASH & COASH, INC.                  602-258-1440



                  www.coashandcoash.com                 Phoenix, AZ

�



                       LS CASE NO. 198      VOLUME III      03/02/2022

                                                                      429





           1            MEMBER GRINNELL:  We have -- I'm with Ms. Little



           2   here.  We have 10 years or 20 years or to the time of



           3   construction or to the time of completion.



           4            I think lines 6 through I guess it would be line



           5   12, because it looks like it takes up to ten years.  So



           6   there's a little bit of a contradiction in here.  Shall



           7   expire ten years.  And then it is deleted, yet it is to



           8   construct the project shall expire ten years, but that's



           9   been deleted.  So are we approving 20 years?



          10            CHMN. KATZ:  We're approving ten years for



          11   Phase 1 and 20 years for Phase 2.



          12            MEMBER PALMER:  If they need to add the second



          13   circuit later, they get 20 years to add those second



          14   lines on.



          15            MEMBER LITTLE:  And what that says to your



          16   lawyers is that?  They have ten years to do the first



          17   circuit unless they apply for an exception, and then they



          18   have 20 years to do the second circuit, unless they apply



          19   for an extension.  That's what those words say?



          20            CHMN. KATZ:  I believe that's what they state.



          21   Do either of the lawyers disagree with how we have



          22   phrased this?



          23            MR. DERSTINE:  Mr. Chairman, I don't disagree.



          24   I do pause, and maybe that was the reason for the



          25   question from Member Little and Member Grinnell.
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           1            The "unless" parenthetical phrase may be



           2   unnecessary in this wording.  So that if you strike it



           3   from the word "unless" to the semicolon, it would read:



           4   This authorization to construct the Project shall expire



           5   ten (10) years from the date the Certificate is approved



           6   by the Arizona Corporation Commission; provided, however,



           7   that the authorization to construct the second circuit of



           8   the Project shall expire twenty (20) years from the date



           9   of this Certificate.



          10            And then you could put a period there, and it



          11   could just indicate that -- it can still be the



          12   semicolon, but there's two of these "provided."  Yeah,



          13   it probably should be a period after "Certificate."



          14            CHMN. KATZ:  And then "However"?



          15            MEMBER LITTLE:  Not even "However."  Just



          16   "Provided."



          17            MR. DERSTINE:  Provided that prior to either



          18   such expiration the Applicant or its assignees may



          19   request that the Commission extend this time limitation.



          20            MEMBER LITTLE:  I personally think that's more



          21   clear.



          22            CHMN. KATZ:  Do you want to move that we would



          23   amend?



          24            MEMBER LITTLE:  Yes.



          25            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Well, before we get to that
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           1   amendment, I'd like to go back to the document instead of



           2   my picture.



           3            Bring the document back up to the screen,



           4   please.  I'm seeing Ms. Little, which is fine, except I



           5   can't read the document.



           6            There we go.



           7            I guess --



           8            CHMN. KATZ:  Go ahead.



           9            MEMBER GRINNELL:  I guess we're asking for two



          10   ten-year approvals now, in essence.  So the authorized to



          11   construct a second circuit --



          12            CHMN. KATZ:  It's 20 years from right now.



          13            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Why don't we do 20 years



          14   altogether or say approve the second project for an



          15   additional ten years?



          16            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I personally feel this is fine.



          17   It's important that they get the first one in.  And they



          18   just didn't want to come back in for the second one.  So



          19   I think if we can make that clear, we're good.



          20            MEMBER GRINNELL:  I'm a little apprehensive to



          21   give 20 years out because of the constant change.  What



          22   if they decide to do solar instead of these power lines.



          23   I'm a little concerned because we don't know what's going



          24   to happen ten years from now, let alone 20.



          25            CHMN. KATZ:  If they decide that they're not
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           1   going to build the second circuit and they're going to



           2   replace it with battery storage or solar, they can file a



           3   motion to amend the CEC.  But I'd rather not have them



           4   come back to us if the second phase begins at year 8 and



           5   doesn't finished until year 15 or doesn't get started



           6   until year 11 and finishes at year 20.  I just think that



           7   that contingency is helpful.



           8            MEMBER PALMER:  I agree.



           9            CHMN. KATZ:  Mr. Gentles.



          10            MEMBER GENTLES:  I agree, Mr. Chairman.



          11            CHMN. KATZ:  Ms. Little, do you move that we



          12   amend in accord with what was suggested by Mr. Derstine?



          13            MEMBER LITTLE:  I do.  And could we perhaps see



          14   that written in that form?



          15            MR. DERSTINE:  Yes.



          16            CHMN. KATZ:  Before we vote on it, we certainly



          17   will.



          18            But is there a second for the amendment to this



          19   section?



          20            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.



          21            CHMN. KATZ:  Do we have -- okay.  It's seconded.



          22            And go ahead and take from line 6 through



          23   line -- what is now line 12 and make the amendments that



          24   were just proposed.  Add them to the document.



          25            MR. DERSTINE:  I think they are shown there





                  COASH & COASH, INC.                  602-258-1440



                  www.coashandcoash.com                 Phoenix, AZ

�



                       LS CASE NO. 198      VOLUME III      03/02/2022

                                                                      433





           1   right now in No. 1 where it reads:   This authorization



           2   to construct the first circuit shall expire ten (10)



           3   years from the date of the Certificate -- from the



           4   date -- the date the Certificate is approved by the



           5   Arizona Corporation Commission and the authorization to



           6   construct the second circuit -- I don't know if "the



           7   project" is needed, but it can be there -- of the Project



           8   shall expire twenty (20) years from the date of this



           9   Certificate.  Provided, however, that prior to either



          10   such expiration the Applicant or it's assignee may



          11   request that the Commission extend this time limitation.



          12            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Mr. Chairman, isn't that



          13   Condition 2?



          14            MR. DERSTINE:  2 does cover the extension,



          15   correct.



          16            CHMN. KATZ:  Do we need that last "provided" in



          17   there at all, then?



          18            MR. DERSTINE:  Probably does not need to be



          19   there.



          20            CHMN. KATZ:  Why don't we take it out because



          21   it's covered in the next section.



          22            Any disagreement with taking that "provided"



          23   out?



          24            All in favor of the amendment that we've just



          25   discussed please say "aye."
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           1            (A chorus of "ayes.")



           2            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed?



           3            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Opposed.



           4            CHMN. KATZ:  Okay.  It passes.



           5            Condition No. 2 --



           6            MEMBER PALMER:  Mr. Chairman, we voted on the



           7   amendment.  I move we approve Condition 1 as amended.



           8            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.



           9            CHMN. KATZ:  Any further discussion?



          10            (No response.)



          11            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          12            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          13            CHMN. KATZ:  Opposed?



          14            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Opposed.



          15            CHMN. KATZ:  The measure passes as amended.



          16            No. 2 begins -- that deals with extensions.



          17   Begins at line 19 on page 3 and runs through page 4, line



          18   3.



          19            Do we have a motion to approve?



          20            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 2.



          21            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.



          22            MEMBER GENTLES:  Second.



          23            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          24            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          25            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody opposed?
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           1            (No response.)



           2            CHMN. KATZ:  Condition 3 is beginning on line --



           3   I believe it's 5 on page 4 and runs through line 20 of



           4   that page.  And take a look at it.



           5            And if we are in agreement with -- and it does



           6   have some changes from other counties because this was



           7   taken from another CEC.  The additions and



           8   strike-throughs are part of it.



           9            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Mr. Chairman, may we see line



          10   18, 19, and 20 just to confirm?  Oh, I guess line 17.



          11   Excuse me.



          12            CHMN. KATZ:  It's hard to tell.  A lot of this



          13   is between lines.



          14            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Motion to approve.



          15            CHMN. KATZ:  Any second?



          16            MEMBER FRENCH:  Second.



          17            CHMN. KATZ:  Any further discussion?



          18            (No response.)



          19            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          20            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          21            CHMN. KATZ:  The next section or condition is



          22   Condition No. 4 that begins at line 22 and ends on --



          23   well, it ends at the bottom of this page at line 26 or



          24   26 1/2.  And it deals with the applicant shall obtain all



          25   approvals and permits necessary to construct before they
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           1   begin construction of the project.



           2            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Mr. Chairman, should we add Luke



           3   Air Force Base?  Do they give a permit?



           4            MR. SIMPSON:  It's operational review and



           5   approval of the design.  I don't think there's an



           6   official permit the FAA would issue.



           7            MEMBER HAMWAY:  So would we need to put the FAA



           8   in there?



           9            CHMN. KATZ:  Well, we have the jurisdiction,



          10   including, but not limited to, the United States of



          11   American.



          12            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Okay.  That's fine.



          13            CHMN. KATZ:  In my experience in dealing with



          14   Luke, because I do military airport-related matters in



          15   reviewing general plans, I think we're fine as is.  They



          16   don't generally issue a permit, but they'll issue a



          17   letter.



          18            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Okay.  I move Condition 4.



          19            MEMBER DRAGO:  Second.



          20            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?



          21            (No response.)



          22            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          23            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          24            CHMN. KATZ:  All opposed.



          25            (No response.)
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           1            CHMN. KATZ:  The matter passes.



           2            Moving on to page 5 --



           3            MEMBER GENTLES:  Mr. Chairman, just a point of



           4   reference.  Is that how Condition 4 is usually worded,



           5   with the exception, of course, of the specific



           6   municipalities?



           7            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Yes.  I believe it is.



           8            CHMN. KATZ:  I believe it is.



           9            MEMBER GENTLES:  Okay.



          10            CHMN. KATZ:  No. 5 is on page 5, lines 1 through



          11   4.



          12            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move condition 5.



          13            CHMN. KATZ:  Second?



          14            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.



          15            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          16            MEMBER LITTLE:  Mr. Chairman, I have a question.



          17            CHMN. KATZ:  Certainly, Member Little.



          18            MEMBER LITTLE:  Does this -- and maybe it's a



          19   legal question.  I'm not sure.  Does this condition



          20   obligate the applicant to follow the recommendations that



          21   were made with regard to -- there were several species,



          22   the owl, the burrowing owl, and several species that the



          23   recommendation was that a survey be done before



          24   construction begins.



          25            MR. DERSTINE:  Mr. Chairman, Member Little, I do
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           1   read it as you have stated, that it does require that we



           2   consult with Arizona Game and Fish concerning the



           3   recommendations set forth in their letter to Burns &



           4   McDonnell concerning this project as well as consult with



           5   them on a going-forward basis and to comply with all of



           6   their guidance.



           7            CHMN. KATZ:  And that's also with respect to



           8   U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.



           9            Is there a motion to approve?



          10            MEMBER HAMWAY:  So moved.



          11            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.



          12            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          13            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          14            CHMN. KATZ:  The condition is approved.



          15            Condition 6 requires the applicant design the



          16   project to incorporate reasonable measures to minimize



          17   electrocution of avian species.  And we're now dealing



          18   with guidelines that have been promulgated but not



          19   formally adopted yet as rules.



          20            But is there a motion to approve No. 6.



          21            MEMBER PALMER:  Move Condition 6.



          22            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.



          23            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          24            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          25            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody opposed?





                  COASH & COASH, INC.                  602-258-1440



                  www.coashandcoash.com                 Phoenix, AZ

�



                       LS CASE NO. 198      VOLUME III      03/02/2022

                                                                      439





           1            (No response.)



           2            CHMN. KATZ:  And that was lines 6 through 11 on



           3   page 5.



           4            Moving to line 12, Condition 7.  And it requires



           5   consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office



           6   regarding archeological and other cultural resources.



           7   And that's through line 18.



           8            MEMBER HAMWAY:  So moved, Condition No. 7.



           9            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.



          10            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          11            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          12            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed?



          13            (No response.)



          14            CHMN. KATZ:  Condition 8.  The applicant shall



          15   comply with the notice and salvage requirements of the



          16   Arizona Native Plant Law.  And I won't read the rest of



          17   it.



          18            But do we have a motion?



          19            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 8.



          20            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.



          21            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          22            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          23            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody opposed?



          24            (No response.)



          25            CHMN. KATZ:  Moving on to line either 24 1/2 or
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           1   25, but it's No. 9.



           2            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 9.



           3            CHMN. KATZ:  Any second?



           4            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Second.



           5            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?



           6            (No response.)



           7            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



           8            (A chorus of "ayes.")



           9            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody opposed?



          10            (No response.)



          11            CHMN. KATZ:  I didn't mention that that



          12   condition goes on to page 6 through line 10.



          13            Moving on to Condition No. 10.  And it deals



          14   with the discovery of human or funerary remains or



          15   objects and the requirement to comply with A.R.S. 41-865



          16   and 41-844.



          17            MEMBER PALMER:  Move Condition 10.



          18            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.



          19            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?



          20            (No response.)



          21            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          22            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          23            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed?



          24            (No response.)



          25            CHMN. KATZ:  The next provision begins at line
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           1   16, No. 11, that requires within 130 days of the decision



           2   the applicant is required to post signs to the extent



           3   authorized by law advising the public of the decision.



           4            And we did add not too long ago that the



           5   applicant at page 7, line No. 1 and 2, which is where the



           6   condition ends, that applicant shall make every



           7   reasonable effort to communicate the decision either



           8   approving or disapproving the certificate in digital



           9   media.



          10            Is there any motion to approve?



          11            MEMBER PALMER: So moved 11.



          12            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.



          13            CHMN. KATZ:  Any further discussion?



          14            (No response.)



          15            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          16            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          17            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody opposed?



          18            (No response.)



          19            CHMN. KATZ:  That's approved.



          20            And we'll move on to page 7, Condition No. 12.



          21            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 12.



          22            MEMBER GENTLES:  Second.



          23            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?



          24            (No response.)



          25            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
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           1            (A chorus of "ayes.")



           2            CHMN. KATZ:  It goes on page 7, again, lines 4



           3   through 13.



           4            Condition No. 13.



           5            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 13.



           6            MEMBER GENTLES:  Second.



           7            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?



           8            (No response.)



           9            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          10            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          11            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody opposed?



          12            (No response.)



          13            CHMN. KATZ:  Condition 13 is approved.



          14            Condition 14.



          15            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 14.



          16            CHMN. KATZ:  Second?



          17            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.



          18            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?



          19            (No response.)



          20            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          21            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          22            CHMN. KATZ:  And that's through lines 16 through



          23   line 20.



          24            Line 21 is recommend Condition 15.



          25            MEMBER PALMER:  Move Condition 15.
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           1            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.



           2            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



           3            (A chorus of "ayes.")



           4            CHMN. KATZ:  And I forgot to ask if there was



           5   any discussion, but anybody opposed?



           6            (No response.)



           7            CHMN. KATZ:  Condition 16 begins on line 26 or



           8   26 1/2.



           9            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Move Condition 16.



          10            MEMBER DRAGO:  Second.



          11            CHMN. KATZ:  And that goes on to page 8, line 1.



          12            Is there a second?



          13            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Yes, there was, Len.



          14            CHMN. KATZ:  Any further discussion?



          15            (No response.)



          16            CHMN. KATZ:  The condition is approved.



          17            MEMBER HAMWAY:  We've got to take a vote.



          18            CHMN. KATZ:  I'm getting old and senile.



          19            All in favor of Condition 16.



          20            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          21            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody opposed?



          22            (No response.)



          23            CHMN. KATZ:  The condition passes.



          24            Take your time to read Condition 17, which



          25   begins on page 8, line 3, through line 23 on that page.
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           1            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 17.



           2            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.



           3            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion.



           4            (No response.)



           5            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



           6            (A chorus of "ayes.")



           7            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed.



           8            (No response.)



           9            CHMN. KATZ:  Condition 18 requires the



          10   applicant, APS, to submit the compliance letter annually



          11   identifying the progress of the project.  And it goes on.



          12   And that's on page 8, line 25 1/2, going through page



          13   No. 9, line No. 9.



          14            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 18.



          15            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.



          16            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Quick question, Mr. Chairman.



          17            CHMN. KATZ:  Sure.



          18            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Somebody said earlier about



          19   Luke Air Force Base.  Wouldn't that be the Department of



          20   Defense or even the State Department would be included in



          21   all these?  Because they are an interested party, to say



          22   the least.  Is that necessary for these, or is this just



          23   a state document again?



          24            CHMN. KATZ:  Any comment from counsel?  I don't



          25   know that it hurts us to include Luke Air Force Base.





                  COASH & COASH, INC.                  602-258-1440



                  www.coashandcoash.com                 Phoenix, AZ

�



                       LS CASE NO. 198      VOLUME III      03/02/2022

                                                                      445





           1   The state statutes that I regularly deal with just



           2   require us to notify the affected military facility and



           3   not the Department of Defense.  But I don't know whether



           4   counsel thinks it should be added or not.



           5            MR. DERSTINE:  Well, I would say that the



           6   requirement to comply with Luke's height limitations and



           7   concerns, as I understand it, is enforced by the Federal



           8   Aviation Administration, and that requirements are



           9   covered by Condition No. 4.



          10            This provision deals with the compliance



          11   certificate and I guess notification.  Or I guess we're



          12   on -- are we on 19?



          13            MEMBER HAMWAY:  18.



          14            MR. DERSTINE:  And so I think if it's the



          15   Committee's desire that we somehow notify Luke Air Force



          16   Base in addition to these local jurisdictions, I think



          17   we're okay with that.



          18            CHMN. KATZ:  Do I have a motion to amend to



          19   include Luke Air Force Base?



          20            MEMBER GRINNELL:  I'll make that motion.



          21            CHMN. KATZ:  Mr. Grinnell has moved.



          22            Any second?



          23            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.



          24            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?



          25            (No response.)
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           1            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor of the amendment.



           2            (A chorus of "ayes.")



           3            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed?



           4            (No response.)



           5            CHMN. KATZ:  We will add Luke Air Force Base to



           6   that condition on page 9.



           7            Condition 19?



           8            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition --



           9            CHMN. KATZ:  Oh wait.  We didn't vote on the --



          10   I think we voted on the amendment.



          11            MEMBER GRINNELL:  I move Condition 18 as



          12   amended.



          13            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.



          14            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?



          15            (No response.)



          16            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          17            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          18            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed?



          19            (No response.)



          20            CHMN. KATZ:  Now we'll move to Condition 19.



          21            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 19.



          22            MEMBER DRAGO:  Second.



          23            MEMBER LITTLE:  Can I propose an amendment that



          24   we also add Luke Air Force Base to that one?



          25            CHMN. KATZ:  Was there a second to the motion to
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           1   amend?



           2            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.



           3            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?



           4            (No response.)



           5            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



           6            (A chorus of "ayes.")



           7            CHMN. KATZ:  We will add Luke Air Force Base as



           8   a party to get notified.



           9            And now do we have a motion --



          10            MEMBER PALMER:  Move 19 as amended.



          11            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.



          12            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          13            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          14            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody opposed?



          15            (No response.)



          16            CHMN. KATZ:  Moving on.  The next section -- and



          17   that was Condition 19, lines 11 through 13 on page 9.



          18            We're now picking up at line 14 with Condition



          19   20 that deals with transfer or assignment of the



          20   certificate.



          21            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 20.



          22            MEMBER GRINNELL:  Second.



          23            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?



          24            (No response.)



          25            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
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           1            (A chorus of "ayes.")



           2            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed?



           3            (No response.)



           4            CHMN. KATZ:  It passes.



           5            No. 21 is on line 18 through line 22 of page 9.



           6            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 21.



           7            CHMN. KATZ:  Is there a second?



           8            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.



           9            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?



          10            (No response.)



          11            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          12            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          13            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody posed?



          14            (No response.)



          15            CHMN. KATZ:  Condition 22 begins at line I guess



          16   23 1/2 or 24.  That runs to line 28 on page 9 or the



          17   bottom of page 9.  And I know that our lines and page



          18   numbers may have been changed on the amended document



          19   Chairman No. 2.



          20            But do we have a motion to approve Condition 22?



          21            MEMBER HAMWAY:  So moved.



          22            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.



          23            CHMN. KATZ:  Discussion?



          24            (No response.)



          25            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
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           1            (A chorus of "ayes.")



           2            CHMN. KATZ:  And that runs through page 10, line



           3   4.



           4            MEMBER LITTLE:  Mr. Chairman.



           5            CHMN. KATZ:  Yes.



           6            MEMBER LITTLE:  I don't see anything in there



           7   about the area that is being investigated for



           8   undergrounding.  I don't see any --



           9            CHMN. KATZ:  That's the next condition.



          10            MEMBER LITTLE:  It's not on the one on my



          11   screen.  I apologize.



          12            CHMN. KATZ:  While we could have done it



          13   differently, this is what was stipulated or agreed to



          14   between Arizona Public Service and the City of Peoria.



          15            Is that substantially correct, Counsel?



          16            MR. GOLESTAN:  That's correct, Mr. Chairman,



          17   with one small grammatical correction, but, yes, it has



          18   been stipulated to in substance.



          19            CHMN. KATZ:  And do you agree, Mr. Golestan?



          20            MR. GOLESTAN:  Yes.



          21            CHMN. KATZ:  And where is the grammatical error



          22   in Condition No. -- this would be No. 23.



          23            MR. GOLESTAN:  Line 10 says "constructed."



          24   Should be "construed" after "current."



          25            CHMN. KATZ:  I don't think we need a formal
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           1   motion to amend.  That's just a grammatical error.  So



           2   please read it.  And line 10, "construed" rather than



           3   "constructed."



           4            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Condition 23.



           5            CHMN. KATZ:  Any second?



           6            MEMBER DRAGO:  Second.



           7            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?



           8            (No response.)



           9            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          10            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          11            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed?



          12            (No response.)



          13            CHMN. KATZ:  We now have some Findings of Fact



          14   and Conclusions of Law that begin on page 10, line 14.



          15            And Finding of Fact or Conclusion of Law No. 1:



          16   The Project aids the state and the southwest region of



          17   the United States in meeting the need for an adequate,



          18   economical, and reliable supply of renewable electric



          19   power.



          20            MEMBER PALMER:  Move Finding of Fact and



          21   Conclusion of Law 1.



          22            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.



          23            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?



          24            (No response.)



          25            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.
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           1            (A chorus of "ayes.")



           2            CHMN. KATZ:  The second Finding is the project



           3   aids the state preserving a safe and reliable electric



           4   transmission system.



           5            Motion?



           6            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Fact and Conclusion of



           7   Law No. 2.



           8            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.



           9            CHMN. KATZ:  It's been seconded.



          10            Any discussion?



          11            (No response.)



          12            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          13            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          14            CHMN. KATZ:  Anyone opposed?



          15            (No response.)



          16            CHMN. KATZ:  The condition is approved.



          17            Finding of Fact and Conclusion of Law No. 3 on



          18   page 10, line 21 through 22.



          19            Do we have a motion?



          20            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Finding of Fact No. 3.



          21            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.



          22            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?



          23            (No response.)



          24            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          25            (A chorus of "ayes.")
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           1            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody opposed?



           2            (No response.)



           3            CHMN. KATZ:  It passes.



           4            No. 4 is at line 23 through line 25.



           5            MEMBER PALMER:  Move Finding of Fact and



           6   Conclusion 4.



           7            MEMBER HAMWAY:  Second.



           8            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?



           9            (No response.)



          10            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          11            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          12            CHMN. KATZ:  Anybody opposed?



          13            (No response.)



          14            CHMN. KATZ:  Finding of Fact and Conclusion of



          15   Law No. 5:  The conditions placed on the Project in the



          16   Certificate resolve matters concerning balancing the need



          17   for the Project with its impact on the environmental and



          18   ecology and so forth.



          19            Please read it and if we could have a motion.



          20            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Finding of Fact No. 5.



          21            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.



          22            CHMN. KATZ:  Any discussion?



          23            (No response.)



          24            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          25            (A chorus of "ayes.")
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           1            CHMN. KATZ:  And the condition does go on to



           2   page 11 through line 2.



           3            And picking up at line 3, No. 6, Finding of Fact



           4   and Conclusion of Law.  The Project is in the public



           5   interest.



           6            And when you're comfortable.



           7            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I move Finding of Fact No. 6.



           8            MEMBER PALMER:  Second.



           9            CHMN. KATZ:  All in favor.



          10            (A chorus of "ayes.")



          11            CHMN. KATZ:  Now what we're going to do is take



          12   a look at page No. 2, lines 17 through 22.  And I'll read



          13   that for the record.



          14            At the conclusion of the hearing, the Committee,



          15   after considering the (i) Application, (ii) evidence,



          16   testimony and exhibits presented by Applicant and



          17   intervenors, and (iii) comments of the public, and being



          18   advised of the legal requirements of Arizona Revised



          19   Statutes Section 40-360 through Section 40-360.13, upon



          20   motion duly made and seconded.



          21            And we're now going to take a vote on this.  And



          22   it will be a roll call vote.  And we're going to need a



          23   motion to -- I think we have a motion right now.  I think



          24   we need a vote.  And then we approve.  Any disagreement?



          25            Okay.  What I'd like to do is if you are going
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           1   to be voting in favor of this CEC as it's currently



           2   written with whatever amendments we've agreed to and I



           3   would just ask -- I'm going to start with Mr. Drago.



           4            How do you vote on this matter?



           5            MEMBER DRAGO:  I vote aye.



           6            CHMN. KATZ:  Ms. Hamway.



           7            MEMBER HAMWAY:  I vote aye.



           8            CHMN. KATZ:  Mr. Palmer.



           9            MEMBER PALMER:  I vote aye and would just like



          10   to commend the applicant on a good application.  These



          11   are never easy, and there are always mitigating



          12   circumstances.  And this is important.  And I appreciate



          13   the fact that they look far enough out ahead to keep



          14   things moving.  We can't wait until the 11th hour to do



          15   these.  And I appreciate their foresight and preparation



          16   in getting these ready.



          17            CHMN. KATZ:  Mr. French.



          18            MEMBER FRENCH:  I vote aye.



          19            CHMN. KATZ:  And Mr. Grinnell.



          20            MEMBER GRINNELL:  I'm sorry.  I was on mute.



          21            For me, I guess it's getting a little easier to



          22   read information beforehand and follow it a lot easier



          23   without having 20 letters arrive with changes and



          24   additions and everything else.



          25            I'm not comfortable with the 10-year extension
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           1   or 20-year part.  But overall, it's a good plan.  And I



           2   will leave it to Mr. Gentles to opine on the public



           3   relations since that's his bailiwick.



           4            But thank you to all the people present.



           5            I vote aye.



           6            CHMN. KATZ:  Thank you.



           7            Member Little.



           8            MEMBER LITTLE:  I vote aye.



           9            I would like to second what Mr. Drago said about



          10   the application.  And I would also like to encourage the



          11   applicant and the City of Peoria to do everything



          12   possible to get that section of the line underground.  I



          13   know that it's very expensive to underground transmission



          14   lines of this voltage.  However, particularly when we



          15   have a customer who is willing to bear the cost, I think



          16   that it's important that we recognize the needs of the



          17   public in these areas.



          18            Thank you.



          19            CHMN. KATZ:  And you vote how again?  Aye.



          20            MEMBER LITTLE:  Aye.



          21            CHMN. KATZ:  And last, but not least,



          22   Mr. Gentles.



          23            MEMBER GENTLES:  I vote aye.



          24            And I would just like to say that I do



          25   appreciate the applicant's forward thinking and their
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           1   work ahead of time with the public to get their input.



           2   And while we realize there are some people that say they



           3   weren't notified or didn't receive the notification, I'm



           4   comfortable with the process that they followed to make



           5   sure that notification was appropriate.



           6            And so while I do compliment the applicant, I



           7   don't want people to think I'm going soft or anything.



           8   I'm going to keep a sharp eye on how this public outreach



           9   works.  But in this case, I think they did a fairly



          10   decent job.



          11            With that, I vote aye.



          12            CHMN. KATZ:  And I vote aye.



          13            And I do want to thank the lawyers for their



          14   organized preparation.  And I trust that both the City of



          15   Peoria and APS will continue to negotiate in good faith



          16   to determine the best route in the subject area in



          17   dispute as to whether it should be undergrounded or its



          18   location or otherwise modified.



          19            And that being said, as I said, I vote aye.



          20            And I think there are eight of us.  And the vote



          21   was eight in favor and zero opposed.



          22            Is there anything further that we need to take



          23   care of before we recess this proceeding?



          24            (No response.)



          25            CHMN. KATZ:  Hearing nothing, I want to thank
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           1   everybody for their participation.



           2            Our next hearing for the Committee Members is I



           3   believe on March the 14th in Florence, Arizona.  And I'm



           4   encouraging everybody, if they can, to be physically



           5   present if you are able.  I understand some of you, it's



           6   a hardship or a long-distance trip, and I understand



           7   that.



           8            Anyway, I appreciate all of you.



           9            And the last thing I would ask is we need APS to



          10   make sure that this CEC, as approved and edited, gets



          11   sent to Tod.  Tod and I will probably meet tomorrow or on



          12   Friday, and I'll make sure it's in proper order and sign



          13   off on it, and we'll get it back to you.



          14            Thank you all.



          15            (The hearing concluded at 1:49 p.m.)
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           1   STATE OF ARIZONA       )

                                      )

           2   COUNTY OF MARICOPA     )



           3        BE IT KNOWN that the foregoing proceedings were

               taken before me; that the foregoing pages are a full,

           4   true, and accurate record of the proceedings, all done to

               the best of my skill and ability; that the proceedings

           5   were taken down by me in shorthand and thereafter reduced

               to print under my direction.

           6

                    I CERTIFY that I am in no way related to any of the

           7   parties hereto nor am I in any way interested in the

               outcome hereof.

           8

                    I CERTIFY that I have complied with the ethical

           9   obligations set forth in ACJA 7-206(F)(3) and

               ACJA 7-206(J)(1)(g)(1) and (2).  Dated at Phoenix,

          10   Arizona, this 6th day of March, 2022.
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