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AMEND ITS CERTIFICATE OF § OF TEXAS
CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY FOR  §
THE PROPOSED LOBO TO RIO §
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345-KV DOUBLE-CIRCUIT §
TRANSMISSION LINE IN WEBB, §
ZAPATA, JIM HOGG, BROOKS, §
STARR, AND HIDALGO COUNTIES,  §
TEXAS §

ORDER

This Order addresses the application of Electric Transmission Texas, LLC (ETT or
Applicant) for approval to amend its certificates of convenience and necessity (CCNs) for the
Lobo to Rio Bravo to North Edinburg 345-kV double-circuit transmission line in Webb, Zapata,
Jim Hogg, Brooks, Starr, and Hidalgo Counties, Texas (the Project). The Project consists of two
segments: the Lobo to Rio Bravo (LRB) Segment and the Rio Bravo to North Edinburg (RBNE)
Segment., The parties filed a Stipulation Concerning the LRB Segment (LRB Stipulation) and a
Stipulation Concerning the RBNE Scgment (RBNE Stipulation) to resolve all of the issues in this
proceeding. Consistent with the LRB and RBNE Stipulations, the application is approved.

The Public Utility Commission of Texas (Commission) adopts the following findings of

fact and conclusions of law:

I. Findings of Fact

Procedural History

l. ETT is an investor-owned electric utility providing service under CCN Nos. 30193 and
30194,

2. On October 25, 2012, ETT filed an application to amend its CCNs to allow it to build,

own, and operate a new double-circuit capable 345-kV transmission line in Webb,
Zapata, Jim Hogg, Brooks, Starr and Hidalgo Counties, Texas, comprised of two

segments (Applicatton). The first segment, to be located in Webb County, will be

5%[.9

000000001
—.




PUC Deocket No. 40728
SOAH Docket No. 473-13-0846 Order Page 2 of 25

constructed from the existing ETT Lobo Substation, located east-northeast of Laredo,
Texas and will extend to the south to the proximity of the existing American Electric
Power Texas Central Company (AEP TCC) Rio Bravo Substation. The second segment
will extend from the Rio Bravo Substation arca to the southeast through portions of
Webb, Zapata, Starr, and Hidalgo Counties and will connect to the existing AEP TCC
North Edinburg Substation. In addition to the transmission line facilities, two new
substations are required to accommodate series capacitors that will be installed on the
proposed line. The same day, ETT filed the direct testimonies of Kenneth R. Haley, Paul
Hassink, Rob R. Reid, and Daniel R. Robinson.

3, On October 26, 2012, Jacalon Ranch Company, Ltd., South Texas Ranches GP, Inc. and

Al Allred filed a motion to intervene,

4, On October 29, 2012, the Application was referred to the State Office of Administrative
Hearings (SOAH), Javier Ledesma and the East Wildlife Foundation (EWF) filed
motions to intervene, and notice of the Application was submitted to the Texas Register

for publication on November 9, 2012,

5. On October 30, 2012, The Alliance of South Texas Ranchers (The Alliance)' filed a

motion to infervene on behalf of its member landowners.
6. On October 31, 2012, Guillermo Cavazos filed a motion to intervene.

7. On November I, 2012, Eric Gonzales (EPR Holdings, Ltd.), Horacio and Norma

Gonzalez, and Comanche Maverick Ranch filed motions to intervene.

8. On November I, 2012, SOAH issued Order No. 1 regarding the jurisdiction of the
Commission and SOAH, the deadline for a decision in this proceeding, notice
requirements, the requirement that ETT file a proposed procedural schedule, the deadline
for identification of deficiencies in ETT’s Application, issues related to filing procedures,
service, deadlines, responsive pleadings, and discovery, and the requirement that all

parties file testimony and/or a statement of position.

' The Alliance of South Texas Ranches, LLC members that intervened on October 30 include Jones
Borregos, Ltd.. Thomas Farmuly Partnership, Lid., Jones Carr Ltd., Las I[slas Ranch, L.P., Kelsey Ranch Partners,
Ltd., McCook Properties, Lid., Diamond O Ranch, Ltd. (Mr. W.B, Osbom, Je.), San Pablito Ranch (Mr. James R.
and Ann Gibbs), Comanche Maverick Ranch Investments, LP, Weil Children Trust, James E. Myers, Stone Brothers
{Josephine B. Stone, Stuart Regan Stone, and Carroll D. Stone), Cantrell Family, Lid., Hutchinson {Texas) Ranch,
Ltd., Sterling Morris, Vanie Cook Trusts, and Rancho S.R. Ltd.
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g,

10.

L.

12,

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

On November 5, 2012, Elizabeth Lopez, McAllen Communications Company, Inc.,
James McAllen, Sr., San Juanito Land Partnership, Ltd., Rancho Los Novillos, LLC,

McAllen Trusts Partnership, and Veronica Gutierrez lvey filed motions to intervene,
On November 6, 2012, Sterling Morris filed a motion to intervene.’

On November 12, 2012, El Rucio Land & Caitle Company, Inc., Edelmiro Sose and

Gladys Martinez, and James Pettus filed motions to intervene.

On November 15, 2012, Commission Staff filed a response to SOAH Order No. 1,
finding that ETT’s Application was materially sufticient but contained two non-material
deficiencies that ETT should be required to remedy. The same day, EIA Properties, Ltd.

filed a motion to intervene.

On November 16, 2012, OXY USA, Inc. and Joe, Mary, and Daniel Sekula filed motions

to intervene.

On November 19, 2012, Joe, Mary, and Daniel Sekula filed a second motion to intervene
with a corrected service list and A, Humberto and Alanis Gonzalez, Cristalinas Partners,

{td., and Berta Villarreal-Ramirez filed motions to intervene.
On November 20, 2012, L Bar L Caitle Co. Ltd. filed a motion to intervene.

On November 27, 2012, Ada Gonzalez and Arabella Gonzalez Adame filed motions to

intervene.

On November 28, 2012, Angela Gonzalez Gomez filed a motion to intervene.
On December 5, 2012, Leonardo Anzaldua field a motion to intervene.

On December 6, 2012, Edwin H. Frank filed a request to intervene.

On December 6, 2012, SOAH issued Order No. 2, providing notice of the
December 19, 2012, prehearing conference and addressing various issues related to
filings, service, deadlines, responsive pleadings, discovery, testimony, and position
statements.  SOAH Order No. 2 also granted the interventions of Jacalon Ranch

Company, Ltd., South Texas Ranches GP, Inc., Al Allred, Ledesma, Barrera & Smith,

? Mr. Mornis previously intervened as a member of the Alliance but filed a scparate request fo intervene on

November 6. 2012,
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21.

22.

LLC, Javier Ledesma, The East Wildlife Foundation, The Alliance, Guillermo Cavazos,
Eric Gonzales, EPR Holdings, Ltd., Horacia and Norma Gonzales, Elizabeth Lopez,
McAllen Communications Co., Inc., San Juanito Land Partnership, Ltd., Rancho Los
Novillos, LLC, McAllen Trusts Partnership, El Rucio Land & Cattle Co., Inc., James
McAllen, Sr., Veronica Gutierrez Ivey, Edelmiro Jose and Gladys Martinez, Cristalinas
Partners, Ltd., Iafnes Pettus, EIA Properties, Ltd., EIA Management, LLC, Joe Sekula,
Mary Sckula, and Daniel Sekula, OXY USA Inc., A. Humberto Alaniz Gonzales, Berta

- Villarreal-Ramirez, L Bar L Caitle Co., Ltd., Ada Gonzalez, Arabella Gonzalez Adame,

Angela Gonzalez Gomez, and Leonardo and Juanita F. Anzaldua.

On December 7, 2012, ETT filed proof of notice in the form of an affidavit indicating
that notice of the Application was (a) published in newspapers having general circulation
in Webb, Zapata, Jim Hogg, Brooks, Starr, and Hidalgo Counties, Texas (b) sent by first
class mail to the owners of land directly affected by the proposed alternative routing
options; (¢) sent to utilities providing similar service within five miles of the alternative
routing options; (d) sent to the county officials in Webb, Zapata, Jim Hogg, Brooks,
Starr, and Hidalgo Counties and to the Mayors of the cities within five miles of the
project; (e) sent to the Office of Public Utility Counsel (OPUC) by first class mail, and
also indicating that a copy of the Application was sent to the Texas Parks & Wildlife
Department (TPWD) by priority mail. ETT’s proof of notice also contained coptes of the
notices provided, as described above, Also on December 7, 2012, El Negro Ranch Lid.,
Gerardo Hinojosa, Dana Sue Bellamy, Tres Mujeres Ltd., and Max H. Johnson filed
motions to intervene. Edwin H. Frank also filed a second motion to intervene to

authorize his legal representative.

On December 10, 2012, Jose L. and Rene R. Laurel, the Walker Family Interests, Max H.
Johnson, [3 Hein LLC, Tres Mujeres Lid., Robert Hein, Sheerin Real Properties,
Maricela S. Rodriguez, Siete Velas Cattle Co., Ltd. and Rancho Las Margaritas, Ltd.
(Sylvia E. Vela), Blanca and Frank Barberio, Ltd., Robert Stoll, Summers Ranchito, Ltd.,
EMB Ranchito, Ltd., Falcon International Bank, Las Nietas Saenz, L.P, San Pedro Ranch,
Ltd., 5SM, LP, Las Blancas Investments, Ltd., Javier Ramirez, ANB Catile Co., Ltd.,
Olga R. Mercado, Fernando A. Salinas — El Bamito Ranch, Ltd., Armando Vielmann,
Maria D. Guzman, Federico Pena, Hilda P. Trad Trust, Ramirez-Uribe Land, LP, Elsa
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235.

26.

28,

Pena Cass, Victor M. Ramirez, RADF Properties, LP, Diana R. Pena, Berta Estela R.
Rodriguez, Anna Alicia P. Becerra, Lilia Leticia Pena de Borrego, Ricardo Salinas, the
Estate of Maria Elena Salinas, Rebecca A. Salinas, Los Capones Ranch, LP, Las
Hermanas Ranch, LP, Trevino Ranch, LP, Trevino Ranch Holdings, Benjamin M.
Alexander (GAD 2012 GST Trust), M.M.A. Cattle Co., Inc., Richard W. Ruppert and
Santa Cruz Properties, LTD., Reavis Farms, [nc., TPWD, Killam Ranch Properties, Ltd.,
Adan and Aida Olivarez, Thompson Family Partnership, Ltd., Carroll D. Stone et al,
Rancho S.R. Lid., W.B. Osborn, Jr. (Diamond O Ranch), James E. Myers, McCook
Propertics, Ltd., Las Islas Ranch, LP, Kelsey Ranch Partners, Ltd., Jones Carr Ltd., Jones
Borregos Ltd., Hutchison (Texas) Ranch Ltd., Hobo Ranch, LLC, James R. and Ann
Gibbs (San Pablito Ranch), Comanche Ranch Investments, LP, Michael Vickers, and
Ricardo Villarreal filed motions to intervene. The Alliance filed an amended motion to
intervene explaining that a number of individuals and entities filing separate motions to
intervene were members of The Alliance intervenor group. Joe, Mary, and Daniel Sekula

filed a motion to attend the December 19, 2012, prehearing conference by telephone.

On December 11, 2012, La Granada/La Fontana, Ray Garceia, Jr., Anna Maria Gonzalez

Mendiola, and Cantu C-6 Ranch, LLC filed motions to intervene.

On December 12, 2012, Virginia Winn and El Clarefio Properties, Ltd. tiled motions to

intervene,

On December 14, 2012, Viuda de Yzaguure Ranch, LLC filed a motion to intervene and

La Granada / L.a Fontana filed a corrected motion to intervene.
On December 17, 2012, Jack M. Wilhelm filed a2 motion to intervene.

On December. 18, 2012, Commission Staff filed comments regarding ETT’s notice, as
required by SOAH Order No. 1, finding that ETT’s notice and proof of notice complied
with P.U.C. Proc. R. 22.52{a). Also on December 18, 2012, Starr Feed Yards, Inc, liled

i1 motion to intervene,

On December 19, 2012, a prehearing conference was held and the ALJ, inter alia, ruled
on motions to intervene filed up to that date. The same day, Eric Andrew Sepulveda tiled

a4 motion to intervene.
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29.

30.

31

32.

33.

34.

35.

On December 20, 2012, SOAH issued Order No. 3, establishing a procedural schedule
and deadlincs for this docket, reiterating the requirement that parties file testimony and/or
a statement of position, suspending traditional service requirements based on the large
number of intervenors in this docket, granting pending motions and/or requests to
intervene, requiring ETT to provide and update a map with the name and location of all
persons and entities that filed a request to intervene in the docket by December 13, 2012,
requiring ETT to provide additional notice of the Application in Spanish by one-time
publication in area newspapers, and requiring that ETT update the Application in

response to the non-materiat deficiencies noted by Commission Staff.

On December 27, 2012, Eric Gonzales filed a motion to intervene on behalf of GONART

Investments Ltd.
On January 2, 2013, Jose Dodier (Don Jose Land & Cattle) filed a motion to intervene.

On January 2, 2013, ETT filed a motion to strike the interventions of 13 Hein, LLC,
Robert Hein, Ramirez-Uribe Land, LP, Victor Ramirez, and Viuda de Yzaguirre Ranch
LLC.

On January 3, 2013, pursuant to SOAH Order No. 3, ETT filed a supplement to the
Application to address the two non-material deficiencies identified by Commission Staff.
The same day, Victor M. Ramirez and Ramirez-Uribe Land, LP filed motions to

withdraw their interventions.

On January 7, 2013, ETT filed an objection to the intervention of Jose Dodier (Don Jose
Land & Caitle).

On January 8, 2013, TPWD filed a letter (dated January 4, 2013) containing its comments
and recommendations related to ETT's Application. In addition, ETT filed a letter
explaining that ETT and the parties had been served with a pleading from Edelmito J.
Martinez and Gladys G. Martinez entitled “Objections to Applicants Direct Testimony,”
which was not filed in the docket, and which appeared to be the Martinez’ statement of

position, rather than an objection to ETT’s direct testimmony.
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36.

37.

38.

39,

40.

41.

42.

On January 10, 2013, ETT filed an updated mup reflecting the properties of those parties
filing motions to intervene as of January 3, 2013, and a motion for protective order. The

same day, Duke Energy filed a motion to tntervene,

On January 11, 2013, SOAH issued Order No. 4, adopting a protective order for this

proceeding, The same day Eli-Gar, Ltd. filed a motion to intervene.

On January 14, 2013, La Soledad Ranch, L.P. and The G.R.C. Land Holdings, Ltd.
late-filed motions to intervene. In addition, Don Jose Land & Caitle Company, Ltd.,

L.L.P. filed a response to ETT’s objection to ifs intervention.

On January 15, 2013, ETT filed an erratum correcting certain data reflected in Table 4-2

of the Environmental Assessment aitached to its Application.

On January 16, 2013, SOAH issued Order No. 5, granting the late-filed interventions of
Eric Andrew Sepulveda, GONART Investments, Ltd.,, and Don Jose Land & Caitle
Company, Ltd., L.L.P., striking the interventions of 13 Hein, LLC, Robert Hein, and
Viuda de Yzaguirre Ranch, LLC, noting that the interventions by Victor M, Ramirez and
Ramirez-Uribe Land, LP were withdrawn, and ruling that the pleading filed by Edelmiro
J. Martinez and Gladys G. Martinez entitled “Objections to Applicants Direct Testimony”
would be treated as the statement of position by Martinez, rather than an objection to
ETT’s direct testimony. ETT filed an objection to the late-field intervention of Eli-Gar,
Lid.

On January 22, 2013, Eli-Gar, Ltd. filed a response to ETT’s objection to its intervention.

The following Intervenors tiled direct testimony: Javier Ledesma ((Ledesma, Barrera &
Smith, LLC), Berta Villarreal Ramirez, Arabella G. Adame, Anna Mana Gonzalez
Mendiola, Sterling Morris, EIA Properties, Ltd., McGill Ranch Ltd., The Alliance
members (Comanche Maverick Ranch Investments, LP, Rudolf K. Reinecke, Dr. Michael
L. Vickers, Patrick Cox, Carroll D. Stone, Kevin B. Stone, James R. Gibbs for San
Pablito Ranch, Altred P. West, Jr., and James E. Meyers), La Soledad Ranch, L.P. {Galo
Garcia), El Clarefio Properties, Ltd. (Humberto Vela, Ir.), Cantu C-6 Ranch, LLC, Starr
Feed Yards, Inc.,, Blanca & Frank Barberio, Ltd. (Theresa L. Roberts), Falcon
{nternational Bank (Adolfo E. Gutierrez), Don Jose Land & Caitle Company, Ltd., L.L.P.

(Jose O. Dodier, Ir.), Ricardo Ramiro Salinas (individually and on behalf ot the Estate of
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43.

44,

Maria Elena Salinas and Rebecca A. Salinas), Sylvia E. Vela (individually and on behalf
of Siete Velas Cattle Co., Ltd. and Rancho Las Margaritas, Ltd.), RADF Properties, LP
(Pedro Diaz), Fernando A. Salinas - El Ebanito Ranch, Ltd. (Javier Santos), Armando
Vielmann (individually and on behalf of Olga R, Mercado, Diana R. Pena and Maria D.
Guzman), ANB Cattle Co., Ltd. (Arturo Benavides, Jr.), Las Nietas Saenz, LP, San Pedro
Ranch, Ltd., 5SM, LP, and Las Blancas Investments, Ltd. (Pcte Saenz, Jr.), Eric Gonzales
(individually and on behalf of EPR Holdings, Ltd. and GONART Investments, Ltd.), Los
Capones Ranch, LP, Las Hermanas Ranch, LP, Trevino Ranch, LP, and Trevino Ranch
Holdings, LLC (Joe C. Martin IV), The G.R.C. Land Holdings (Cordelia Vela Oldham),
GAD 2012 GST Trust and M.M.A. Cattle Co., Inc. (Benjamin M. Alexander), Gerardo
Hinojosa, TPWD (Russell Hooten), Richard W. Ruppert and Santa Cruz Properties,
LTD., Cristalinas Partners, Ltd., La Granada/La Fontana (Jerry Ahrens), Sheerin Real
Properties, Ltd., L. Bar L. Cattle Co., LP, The Alliance (James McAllen, Sr. (individually
and on behalf of McAllen Trusts Partnership, San Juanito Land Partnership, Ltd., El
Rucio Land & Cattle Co., Inc., Rancho Los Novillos, LLC, and MecAllen
Communications Co., Inc.), James R. Dauphinais, Hobo Ranch LLC, William B. Osborn,
[il. (Diamond O Ranch}, Las I[slas Ranch, LP (including Kelsey Ranch Partners, Ltd., and
McCook Partners, Ltd.), Jones Borrego, Ltd. (including Jones Carr, Ltd. and Thompson
Family Partnership, Ltd.), EWF (Henry L. Whitman, Armando Alonzo, Timothy E.
Fulbright, Patrick Condy, Larry Gurley, and Neal Wilkins), Killam Ranch Propertics,
Ltd. (Mark Mecke and Steve Marshall), OXY USA, Inc., Ricardo Villarreal, Edwin W,
Frank, Il (Tom Vaughn), Tres Mujeres, Ltd., Summers Ranchito, Ltd., EMB Ranchito,
Ltd., Jacalon Ranch Company, Ltd. et al. (Harold L. Hughes, Jr., James P. Walker, and
Al Allred), and Edelmiro J. Martinez.

The following Intervenors filed a statement of position: Dana Sue Bellamy, Berta
Villarreal Ramirez, Ray Garcia, Jr., Mary Sekula, Guillermo Cavazos, El Negro Ranch,

Ltd., Virginia I, Winn, Duke Energy Corp., and OXY USA, Inc.

On January 30, 2013, pursuant to SOAH Order No.3, ETT filed an updated map
reflecting the proposed routing links and approximate location of the property of all

parties that intervened in this docket as of January 28, 2013. [n addition, ETT provided a
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45.

46.

47,

48.

cross-reference spreadsheet reflecting the intervenors, tract numbers, proposed routing

links, and line scgment associated with each intervenor.

On January 31, 2013, SOAH issued Order No. 6, granting the interventions of Duke
Energy Corp., La Soledad Ranch, LP, and The G.R.C. Land Holdings, Ltd., dismissing
intervenors that faled to file testimony or a statement of position by January 24, 2013,
(Horacio and Norma Gonzalez, Elizabeth Lopez, Veronica Guiterrez Ivey, A. Humberto
Alanis Gonzalez, Leonardo and Juanita F, Anzaldua, Rene R. and Jose L. Laurel, Robert
Stoll, Reavis Farms, Inc., Maricela S. Rodriguez, Adan and Aida Olivarez, Erik Andrew
Sepulveda, and Eli-Gar, Ltd.), and permitting the withdrawal of counsel for intervenor El
Negro Ranch, Ltd. The same day, EWF filed a motion to strike the intervention of La
Granada/La Fontana and the direct testimony of La Granada/La Fontana, Richard
Ruppert and Santa Cruz Properties, LTD., and OXY USA, Inc. In addition, ETT filed a
motion to strike portions of the direct testimony and/or exhibits of EWF (Patrick Condy),
Cristalinas Partners, Ltd. (James M. Pettus, 1IL), James McAllen, Sr., and James R.
Gibbs.

On February 4, 2013, Commission Staff filed the direct testimony of Mr. Michael J. Lee.
The same day, EWF filed a response to ETT’s objections to the direct testimony of
Patrick Condy.

On February 5, 2013, Cristalinas Partners, Ltd. filed a response to ETT’s objections to the
direct testimony of James M. Pettus, La Granada/La Fontana filed a response to EWF’s
objections to the direct testimony of Jerry Ahrens, Santa Cruz Properties filed a response

to EWF’s objections to the direct testimony of Richard Ruppert, and OXY USA, Inc.

. filed a response to EWE’s objections to the direct testimony of Thomas J. Payton.

On February 8, 2013, SOAH issued Order No. 7, dismissing additional intervenors that
failed to file either testimony or a statement of position by January 24, 2013, (Javier
Ramirez, Frederico Pena, Hilda P. Trad Trust, Elsa Pena Cass, Anna Alicia P. Becerra,
and Lilia Leticia Pena de Borrego) and requesting that ETT create new maps including
intervenor property boundaries, clearly marked links of at least 10-point font, airstrips,
airports, heliports, roads, highways, parallel rights of way, pipelines, other transmission

lines, rivers, streams, lakes, a mileage scale, and the route recommended by ETT.
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49.

50.

51.

52.

On February 12, 2013, Ricardo Villarreal, OXY USA, Inc,, and EWF (Mark Turnbough)
filed cross-rebuttal testimony. The same day, ETT ftiled a statement of position and the

rebuttal testimony of Rob R, Reid, Daniel R. Robinson, and Kenneth R, Haley,
On February 14, 2013, EWF tiled an erratum to the direct testimony of Larry Gurley.

On February 15, 2013, SOAH issued Order No. 8, denying ETT’s objections to the direct
testimony of EWF and Cristalinas Partners, Ltd., sustaining ETT’s objections as to
Exhibits R, S, T, and U to the direct testimony of James McAllen, Sr., partiaily sustaining
ETT’s objections to Mr. James R. Gibbs, overruling EWFE’s objections to OXY USA,
Inc.’s direct testimony, partially overruling EWF’s objections to the direct testimony of
Richard Ruppert and Santa Cruz Properties, LTD., partially overruling EWF’s objections
to the direct testimony of La Granada / La Fontana (Jerry Ahrens), and denying EWF’s
motion to strike the intervention of La Granada / La Fontana. The same day, The
Alliance filed a “Joint Statement of Position of Agreed Parties” reflecting the agreement
01; non-opposition of numerous parties to and requesting Commission consideration of
“Route 18A,” a variation on ETT’s alternative route RBNE-18, The Alliance also filed
objections to the rebuttal testimony of Rob R. Reid.

On February 19, 2013, the hearing on the merits was convened. The parties waived all
cross-examination and evidence was admitted into the record. The ALJs overruled The
Alliance’s objections to the rebuttal testimony of Rob R. Reid. Following the admission
of evidence, the Administrative Law Judges adjourned the hearing to provide the parties
time to conduct settlement negotiations. The same day, ETT filed an additional proof of
notice indicating that, pursuant to SOAH Order No. 3, notice of the Application was
published in Spanish in newspapers having general circulation in Webb, Zapata, Jim
Hogg, Brooks, Starr, and Hidalgo Counties, Texas, as confirmed by attached publishers’
affidavits. In addition, The Alliance filed a supplement to its Joint Statement of Position
of Agreed Parties indicating the addition of five new signatories to .that position
statement. Finally, M.M.A. Cattle Co., Inc. and Guillermo Cavazos filed a “Joint
Statement of Position Concerning the Lobo to Rio Bravo Segment” indicating the support
or non-opposition of certain parties to an alternative route reterred to as the “LRB

Seitlement Route.”
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53.

54.

55.

56.

On April 8, 2013, ETT filed the LRB Stipulation, the RBNE Stipulation, and a proposed
order with findings of fact and conclusions of law, and requested remand of the

proceeding from SOAH to the Commisston.
No party opposed the LRB Stipulation or the RBNE Stipulation.

On April 12, 2013, SOAH issued Order No. 9, admitting additional evidence into the
record, returning the case to the Commission and dismissing the matter from the SOAH

docket.

Good cause exists for the Commission to extend the 180-day deadline for deciding this
transmission line application that has been designated critical to reliability pursuant to

P.U.C. SuBsT. R. 25.101(b)(3)(D).

Application/Project Description

57.

58.

59.

The Project is a double-circuit capable 345-kV transmission line constructed on
single-pole structures, comprised of two segments and two new substation facilities to
accommodate series capacitors that will be installed on the proposed line. The LRB
segment will be constructed from the existing ETT Lobo Substation outside of Laredo,
Texas and will extend to a new series capacitor substation near the existing AEP TCC
Rio Bravo Substation in Webb County. The RBNE segment will extend from the new
substation near the Rio Bravo Substation and terminate at the AEP TCC North Edinburg
Substation. The second series capacitor substation will be located closer to the North
Edinburg Substation at a location to be determined during the final engineering phase of
the Project. The RBNE segment will cross through portions of Webb, Zapata, Starr, and
Hidalgo Counties.

In the Application, ETT proposed 13 altemative routes for the LRB segment and

19 alternattve routes for RBNE segment.

Consistent with ETT’s December 7, 2012 proof of notice, Commission Staff’s comments
filed on December 18, 2012, finding that notice was adequate, and ETT’s
February 19, 2013 proot of notice related to the required supplemental notice publication
in Spanish specified in SOAH Order No. 3, the Commission finds that notice was

adequate.
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60).

Routes

Based on the evidence filed, Commission Staft”s November 15, 2012 comments finding
that ETT’s Application is sutficient, and ETT’s supplementation of its Application
pursuant to SOAH Order No.3 to address certain non-material deficiencies, the

Commission finds that ETT’s Application is sufficient.

Routing of the Proposed Transmission Line Project

61.

62.

03.

64.

65.

65.

67.

ETT retained POWER Engineers, Inc. (POWER) to prepare an Environmental

Assessment for both segments of the Project.

ETT considered and submitted a sufficient number of geographically diverse routes for

both segments of the Project.

The LRB routes that were filed in the Application ranged from 22.1 miles to 43.9 miles in
length. The length of the “LRB Stipulation Route” discussed below is approximately
28.5 miles.

The RBNE routes that were filed in the Application ranged from 115.7 miles to
144.5 miles in length, The length of the “RBNE Stipulation Route” discussed below is

approximately 127.5 miles.

The LRB Stipulation Route and the RBNE  Stipulation Route are depicted on
Attachment 1 to this Order. The LRB Signatories agree that the Commission should
approve the LRB Stipulation Route on the following links described in the Application,
as modified in the LRB Stipulation: A2-A5-A9-A12-A11-A10-A16-A22-A28-A30-A31-
A43-C6-C7. The RBNE Signatories agree that the Commission should approve the
RBNE Stipulation Route on the following links described in the Application, as modified
in the RBNE Stipulation: Bl, B12, B14, B9, B23, B69, B72, B115, B186, B198, B123,
B125, B150, B142, Bi46, B157, B162, B164, B168, B172, B173, BI82, and B185.

The LRB and RBNE Stipulation Routes are comprised of noticed links, with some minor

modifications, that were filed in the Application.

Intervenors have all agreed to or do not oppose the Stipulation Routes with the

modifications described in the Stipulations.
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68.

69,

70.

71.

72.

73.

There is one landowner, Mary Kathryn Harris, who was not a party to the proceeding
who is directly affected by Stipulation Route RBNE. Her atfidavit agreeing to the
routing modification and acknowledging receipt of notice is attached to the Stipulation as

Attachment E.

The LRB and RBNE Stipulation Routes are viable, feasible, and reasonable routes from

cnvironmental, engineering, and cost perspectives.

Consistent with the LRB and the RBNE Stipulations, the Project will be constructed on
the LRB Stipulation Route for the LRB segment and the RBNE Stipulation Route for the
RBNE segment.

The LRB Stipulation Route and the RBNE Stipulation Route comply with all aspects of
§ 37.056 of the Public Utility Regulatory Act, TEX. UTIL. CODE, ANN, §§ 11.001-16.006
(Vernon 2007 & Supp. 2012) (PURA) and P.U.C. SussT. R. 25.101.

To the extent that alternative routes or facility configurations have been incorporated into
the RBNE and LRB Stipulations due to individual landowner preference, the affected
landowners have made adequate contributions to offset any additional cost associated
with the accommodations by agreeing to a route across their property. Such
accommodations to landowners have not diminished the electric efficiency or reliability

of the Project.

No party to this docket contests the LRB Stipulation Route or RBNE Stipulation Route.

Community Values

74.

ETT, with the assistance of POWER, held five open-house meetings to solicit public
input about the Project. Notices of the public open-house meetings were published in the
local newspapers in Laredo, Zapata, Hebbronville, Roma, and McAllen one or two weeks
betore the open-house meetings. Direct notice in both English and Spanish was mailed to
owners of approximately 4,200 properties within 500 feet of the centerline of the routes
being presented at the open-house meetings. Names and addresses of the property
owners were obtained from the tax rolls in the counties traversed by the preliminary

alternative routes.
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75. [nformation received from the public open-house meetings und from local, state and
federal agencies was considered and incorporated into both POWER’s routing analysis
and the eventual selection by ETT of alternative routes, including those identified by ETT

as best meeting the requirements of PURA and the Commission’s Rules.

76. There are no commercial AM radio transmitters located within 10,000 feet of the
centerline of the LRB Stipulation Route. There are no commercial AM radio transmitters

located within 10,000 feet of the centerline of the RBNE Stipulation Route.

77. Thére is one FA A-registered airport with a runway more than 3,200 feet in length within
20,000 feet of the LRB Stipulation Route. There are no private, unnamed airstrips within
10,000 feet of the LRB Stipulation Route. There are no heliports within 5,000 feet of the
LRB Stipulation Route. There are four FAA-registered airports with at least one runway
each of more than 3,200 feet in length within 20,000 feet of the RBNE Stipulation Route.
There are no private, unnamed airstrips within 10,000 feet of the RBNE Stipulation

Route. There are no heliports within 5,000 feet of the RBNE Stipulation Route.

78. There are no significant impacts to any airports, airstrips, or heliports anticipated from

construction of the Project.

79.  The LRB Stipulation Route traverses no pasture or cropland irrigated by traveling
irrigation systems. The RBNE Stipulation Route traverses no pasture or cropland

irrigated by traveling irrigation systems.

80.  Commission Staftf recommends that ETT cooperate with directly atfected landowners to

implement minor deviations in the approved route to minimize the impact of the Project.

Recreational and Park Areas

81. No parks or recreational areas are located within 1,000 feet of the centerline of the LRB
Stipulation Route. One park or recreational area is located within 1,000 feet of the

centerline ot the RBNE Stipulation Route.

Historical Values

82.  The Project is not expected to have a significant impact on historical or archaeological

reSOUrces,
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83.

34.

The LRB Stipulation Route crosses or comes within 1,000 teet of one known cultural
resource site. Approximately 17.1 miles of the LRB Stipulation Route crosses areas of
high archeol.ogical site potential. The RBNE Stipulation Route crosses or comes within
1.000 feet of 16 known cultural resource sites. Approximately 73.8 miles of the RBNE

Stipulation Route cross areas of high archeological site potential.

Commission Staff recommends that, in the event ETT or its contractors encounter any
artifacts or other cultural resources during project construction, work shall cease
immediately in the vicinity of the resource and the discovery shall be reported to the

Texas Historical Commission (THC). The utility will take action as directed by the THC.

Aesthetic Values

85.

86.

The LLRB Stipulation Route is not within the foreground visual zone of any parks or
recreation areas. The RBNE Stipulation Route is not within the foreground visual zone

of any parks or recreation areas.

Approximately 1.1 miles of the LRB Stipulation Route are located within the foreground
visual zone of U.S. and state highways. Approximately 8.1 miles of the RBNE
Stipulation Route are located within the foreground visual zone of U.S. and state

highways.

Environmental Infegrity

87

38.

90.

ETT retained POWER to prepare an Environmental Assessment for the Project.

POWER contacted the United States Fish and Wildlite Service (USFWS) and the TPWD
to obtain information regarding the possibility of encountering any endangered or
threatened species in the area affected by the Project.

POWER studied and analyzed potential impacts to water resources, ecology (including

endangered/threatened vegetation and fish and wildlife), and land use within the study

areas for both segments of the Project.

ETT and POWER appropriately performed an evaluation of the impacts of the Project on

endangered and threatened species.
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91.

92,

93.

94.

95.

96.

97.

No significant impacts to wetland resources, ccological resources, endangered and
threatened species, or land use are anticipated as a result of the construction of the

Project,

Construction of the Project will have no significant impact on geological features or

resources of the area.

To protect raptors and migratory birds, Commission Staff recommends that ETT follow
the procedures outlined in the following publications for protecting raptors: Suggested
Practices for Avian Protection on Power Lines: The State of the Art in 2006, Avian
Power Line Interaction Commitiee (APLIC), 2006 and the Avian Protection Plan
Guidelines published by APLIC in April, 2005.

Commission Staff recommends that ETT minimize the amount of flora and fauna
disturbed during construction of the Project, except to the extent necessary to establish
appropriate right-of-way clearance for the Project. In addition, ETT shall revegetate
using native species and shall consider tandowner preferences in doing so. Furthermore,
to the maximum extent practicable, ETT shall avoid adverse environmental impacts to

sensitive plant and animal species and their habitats as identified by TPWD and USFWS.

Commission Staff recommends that ETT implement erosion control measures as
appropriate and return each affected landowner’s property to its original contours unless
otherwise agreed to by the landowners. ETT shall not be required to restore original
contours and grades where different contour or grade is necessary to ensure the safety or

stability of the project’s structures or the safe operation and maintenance of the line.

Commuission Staff recommends that ETT cxercise extreme care to avoid affecting
non-targeted vegetation or animal life when using chemical herbicides to control

vegetation within the right-of-way.

Commission Staff recommends that ETT use best management practices to minimize the

potential impact to migratory birds and threatened or endangered species.

Compaiible Corridors

98.

The approved route segments use or parallel existing compatible corridors (including

apparent property boundaries and existing transmission lines) to a reasonable extent.
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Prudent Aveidance
99.  The proposed transmission line has been routed in accordance with the Commission’s

t00.

101.

102.

103.

policy of prudent avoidance.

Prudent avoidance is achieved by minimizing, to the extent reasonable, the number of

habitable structures located in close proximity to the routes.

ETT and its consultant POWER Engineers used a constraints mapping process to identity
and reduce the impact of the proposed line on various constraints, including habitable
structures. Open house input turther reduced the impact of the proposed line on habitable

structures.

ETT considered and avoided, to the extent reasonable, population centers and other
locations where people gather and live when routing all of its proposed routes for the

project.

There are no habitable structures located within 500 feet of the centerline of the LRB
Stipulation Route. There were originally 23 habitable structures identified to be within
500 feet of the centerline of the RBNE Stipulation Route; however, minor modifications
in the route.will result in only 21 habitable structures within 500 feet of the centerline of

the RBNE Stipulation Route.

Estimated Costs

104,

105.

106.

The estimated cost for the 13 LRB routes that were filed in the Application ranged from
$42,896,000 to $79,042,000, with an average cost of approximately $54,783,000. The

estimated cost for the transmission line along the LRB Stipulation Route is $52,400,000.

The estimated cost for the LRB Stipulation Route is within the range of cost estimates for

the various LRB Routes proposed by ETT.

The estimated cost for the 19 RBNE routes that were filed in the Application ranged from
$221,716,000 to $285,845,000 with an average cost of approximately $260,002,000. The
cstimated cost for the transmission line along the RBNE Stipulation Route is
$265,130,000 including certain triple-circuit construction as described below and other

modifications set out in the RBNE Stipulation.
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107, The estimated cost for the RBNE Stipulation Route is within the range of cost estimates

for the various RBNE Routes proposed by ETT.

108.  As part of the RBNE Stipulation, ETT has agreed, and has obtained the agreement of
AEP Texas Central Company (AEP TCC), to utilize triple-circuit structures to co-locate
portions of an existing {38-kV AEP TCC transmission line on ETT’s new 345-kV line on
the properties of certain Signatories and related landowners on the RBNE Stipulation
Route. The estimated incremental cost of the co-focation of the AEP TCC 138-kV line
on ETT’s new 345-kV line is approximately $13,997,000, of which approximately
510,357,000 will be incurred by ETT and approximately $3,640,000 will be incurred by
AEP TCC. These costs are included in the estimated cost of the RBNE Stipulation Route

identified above.

109.  The RBNE and LRB Stipulations also contain certain other minor route modifications

based on agreements between ETT and certain Intervenors and affected tandowners.

110.  As part of the RBNE Stipulation, ETT has also obtained the agreement of AEP TCC to
bury a AEP TCC distribution line for approximately 4,500 feet along the southern
boundary of La Fontana Farms to accommodate concerns expressed by La Fontana Farms
regarding the potential impact of the ETT transmission line on the ability to perform

aerial application of pesticides on the Farm.

111. The cost ot new and upgraded substations is estirnated to be $80,127,000. ETT will incur
approximately $68,795,000 to upgrade the existing Lobo Substation and to construct two
new substations to accommodate the series compensation equipment. AEP TCC will
incur approximately $11,332,000 to upgrade the existing North Edinburg Substation and

up to six other existing distribution substations.

112, The total estimated cost for the Project, including new and upgraded substations, is
$397.657,000. The estimated cost for this Project is reasonable when compared to

similar projects.

Need for the Proposed Transmission Line

113, As described in the October 11, 2011 Electric Reliabitity Council of Texas (ERCOT)
Board Endorsement Letter filed as ETT Exhibit PH-3 to the direct testimony of Paul
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Hassink, the Project has been deemed critical to the reliability of the ERCOT System
pursuant to P.U.C. SubsT. R. 25.10{(b)(3}(D).

TPWD's Comments and Recommendations

114,

115.

116.

117.

F18.

119.

120.

121.

TPWD filed a comment letter in this docket on January 4, 2013 and the Direct Testimony

of Russell Hooten on January 23, 2013.

No modifications to the Project are required as the result of the recommendations and

comments made by TPWD.

The letter and testimony primarily addressed mitigation of potential impacts to wildlife
and natural resources. This Order addresses only those TPWD recommendations and

comments for which there is record evidence,

ETT has agreed to comply with TPWD’s recommendations to the extent possible,

consistent with the need to complete the project in a timely and cost-effective manner.

TPWD’s January 4, 2013, letter recommends that the Commission review and consider
recommendations in previous TPWD correspondence dated January 19, 2012. ETT
follows many of the recommendations in TPWD’s January 19, 2012, letter relating to the
use of existing right-of-way, revegetation of disturbed areas, avoiding impacts to water

resources, erosion conirols, and avoiding potential impacts to endangered species.

TPWD’s January 4, 2013, letter recommends that the Commission avoid considering the
absence of data in the Texas Natural Diversity Database (TXNDD) as an indication of
absence of rare/endangered species on the landscape, but utilities do not gain access to
private property until after a route is approved by the Commission. As a result, ETT’s
application identifies known/occupied areas of endangered or threatened species habitat,

based on information in the TXNDD database and other available information.

Once a route is approved by the Commission and ETT obtains access to the property
along that route, it can undertake on-the-ground measures to identify whether there is
potential endangered or threatened species habitat and respond appropriately if such

habitat is identified.

TPWD recommends that the proposed transmission line follow existing disturbed

corridors or run parallel to such corridors whenever possible to minimize fragmentation
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122,

123.

124.

125.

of wildhife habitat, TPWD also recommends that the Commission seleet routes that

would minimize adverse impacts to natural resources such as Route LRB-12 and Route

RBNE-10 or RBNE-12.

The LRB Stipufation Route and the RBNE Stipulation Route reasonably balance the
vartety of factors the Commission must consider in selecting transmission line routes,
some of which favor the use of previously-disturbed areas (such as paralleling existing
right-of-way and property lines) and some of which do not (such as avoiding habitable

structures).

ETT will implement TPWD recommendations that state-listed threatened species
observed during construction be allowed to leave the site or be relocated to a suitable
nearby area; that, with landowner approval, rare species occurrence information
discovered by ETT be submitted to the TXNDD; that disturbed habitat of such species be
revegetated with suitable vegetation; and that cleared trees be used to construct brush
piles and sparse clumps of low-growing shrubs be allowed to encroach the right of way to
provide cover for wildlife, consistent with the need to complete the project in a timely

and cost-effective manner.

TPWD’s recommendation that ETT prepare a mitigation plan with a [:1 replacement
ratio for impacted habitats could significantly increase the cost of the Project. The
Comnission has not typically imposed such a requirement in previous transmission line
CCN cases. ETT will revegetate impacted areas with native species, in accordance with

Ordering Paragraph 6 of this Order.

Implementation of the measures set forth in the ordering paragraphs in this Order to
minimize the impact of line construction on wildlife, including following certain
procedures for protecting raptors, using extreme care in the application of chemical
herbicides, minimizing disruption of flora and fauna, and revegetating with native species
tollowing completion of construction, combined with ETT’s mitigation practices set out
in the application and its testimony and with ETT’s agreement to adopt TPWD’s
recommendations set forth in finding of fact 127, will sufficiently address the concerns

expressed by TPWD in its recommendations and comments.
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126.

The following TPWD recommendations or comments are not adopted for the issuance of

a final order in this docket because they are not necessary or are not operationally
practicable: (a) that impacts associated with habitat loss and fragmentation be examined
further before a route is selected; (b) that ETT have a biological monitor on hand during
clearing and construction activities to protect state-listed reptile species; and (¢) that any
route selected be surveyed by a qualitied botanist familiar with rare plants of South Texas

prior to construction.

{i. Conclusions of Law

ETT is an electric utility as defined in §§ 11.004 and 31.002(6) of the Public Utility
Regulatory Act, TEX. UriL. CODE ANN. §§ 11.001-66.016 (Vernon 2007 & Supp. 2012)
(PURA).

The Commission has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to PURA §§ 14.001, 32.001,
37.051, 37.053, 37.054, and 37.056.

SOAH had jurisdiction over this proceeding pursuant to PURA § 14.053 and TEX. GOV’T
CODE ANN. § 2003.049 (Vernon 2008 & Supp. 2012).

ETT provided proper notice of the Application in compliance with PURA § 37.054 and
P.U.C. ProC, R, 22.52(a).

ETT’s Application is sutficient and ETT’s notice was adequate.

This docket was processed in accordance with the requirements of PURA, the
Administrative Procedure Act, TEX. GOv’'T CODE ANN. Chapter 2001 (Vernon 2012}, and

Commission rules.

ETT is entitled to approval of the Application, as described in the findings of fact,
utilizing Stipulation Route LRB and Stipulation Route RBNE, taking into consideration
the factors set out in § 37.056(c)(4)}(A)-(D) and (F) of PURA.

Stipulation Route LRB and Stipulation Route RBNE comply with the routing factors in
PURA §37.056 and P.U.C. SUBST. R. 25.101, including the Commission’s policy of

prudent avoidance.
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0,

10.

11.

2.

13.

14.

The project is necessary for the service, accommodation, convenience or satety of the
public within the meaning of PURA §37.056(a), taking into consideration the applicable
factors set out in PURA § 37.056(c).

Consistent with ERCOT’s determination that the Project is critical to the reliability of the
ERCOT System pursuant to P.U.C. SussT. R. 25.101(b)}(3)(D), the Project is necessary
for the service, accommodation, convenicnce, or safety of the public, consistent with

PURA § 37.056(a).

No issue is presented by the application that is subject to P.U.C. Susst. R.25.102

(Coastal Management Program).

The approved route adheres to the Commission’s “prudent avoidance™ policy contained

in P.U.C. SUBST. R. 25.101(a)(4) and (b)(3)(iv).

The application does not constitute a major rate proceeding as define by P.U.C. ProcC.
R.22.2.

The requirements for informal disposition under P.U.C. PROC. R. 22.35 have been met in

this proceeding.

IIL. Ordering Paragraphs

In accordance with these findings of fact and conclusions of law, the Commission issues

the tollowing order:

1.

2,

Consistent with the Stipulations, ETT’s Application is approved.

Consistent with the Stipulations, ETT’s CCN Nos. 30193 and 30194 are amended to
include the construction and operation of the transmission facilities requested in the
Application. ETT will use the LRB Stipulation Route comprised of segments A2, AS,
A9, Al2, All, Al0, Al6, A22, A28, A30, A31, A43, C6, and C7, approximately 28.5
miles in length, and the RBNE Stipulation Route comprised of segments Bl, B12, B14,
B19, B23, B69, B72, B115, B186, B198, B123, B125, B150, B142, Bl146, B157, B162,
Bl164, B168, B172, B173, B182, and B185, approximately 127.5 miles in length, both as

described in the Stipulations and depicted in Attachment 2 to this Order.
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3. In the event ETT or its contractors encounter any archacological artitacts or other cultural
resources during construction of the transmission line, ETT shall cease work immediately
in the vicinity of the resource and report the discovery to the THC and take action as

directed by the THC.

4, ETT shall follow the procedures outlined in the following publications for protecting
raptors: Suggested Practices for Avian Protection on Power Lines: The Stute of the Art
in 2006, Avian Power Line Interaction Committee (APLIC), 2006 and the Avian
Protection Plan Guidelines published by APLIC in April, 2005. ETT shall take
precautions to avoid disturbing occupied nests and will take steps to minimize the impact
of construction on migratory birds during the nesting season of the migratory bird species

identified in the area of construction.

5. ETT shall exercise extreme care to avoid affecting non-targeted vegetation or animal life
when using chemical herbicides to control vegetation within the right-of-way, and shall
ensure that such herbicide use complies with the rules and guidelines established in the
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act and with the Texas Department of

Agriculture regulations.

0. ETT shall minimize the amount ot flora and fauna disturbed during construction of the
transmission line, except to the extent necessary to establish appropriate righi-of-way
clearance for the transmission line. In addition, ETT shall re-vegetate using native
species considering landowner preferences and wildlife needs in doing so. Furthermore,
to the maximum extent practicable, ETT shall avoid adverse environmental impacts to
sensitive plant and animal species and their habitats as identified by TPWD and the
USFWS.

7. ETT shall implement crosion control measures as appropriate. Said erosion control
measures may include inspection of the right-of-way before and during construction to
identify crosion areas and implement special precautions as determined reasonable to
minimize the impact of vehicular traffic over the areas. ETT will also exercise carc when
clearing near waterways and will take reasonable steps to minimize adverse impacts on
vegetation. ETT shall return cach affected landowner’s property to its original contours

and grades unless otherwise agreed to by the landowner or landowner’s representative.
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10,

1.

12.

ETT shall not be required to restore original contours and grades where different contour
or grade is necessary to ensure the safety or stability of the project’s structures or the safe

operation and maintenance of the line,

ETT shall use best management practices to minimize the potential impact to migratory

birds and threatened or endangered species.

ETT shall cooperate with directly affected landowners to implement minor deviations in
the approved route to minimize the impact of the transmission line. Any minor
deviations in the approved route shall only directly atfect landowners who received
notice of the transmission line in accordance with P.U.C. Proc. R. 22.52(a)(3) or who
have waived notice and agreed to accept the transmission line across their property, and
shall directly affect only those landowners that have agreed to the minor deviation,

excluding public right of ways.

ETT shall be permitted to deviate from the approved route in any instance in which the
deviation would be more than a minor deviation, but only if the following two conditions
are met. First, ETT shall receive consent from all landowners who would be affected by
the deviation regardless of whether the affected landowner received notice of or
participated in this proceeding. Second, the deviation shall result in a reasonably direct
path towards the terminus of the line and not cause an unreasonable increase in cost or
delay the project. Unless these two conditions are met, this paragraph does not authorize
ETT to deviate (rom the approved route except as allowed by the other ordering

paragraphs in this Order.

ETT shall update the reporting of this Project on their monthly construction progress
report prior to the start of construction to reflect final estimated cost and schedule in
accordance with P.U.C. SussT. R. 25.83(b). In addition, ETT shall provide final
construction costs, with any necessary explanation for cost variance, after completion of

construction and when all charges have been identified.

Resolution of this docket was the product of negotiation and compromise between the
parties. Entry of this Order consisteni with the LRB and RBNE Stipulations does not
indicate the Commission’s endorsement or approval of any principle or methodology that

may underlie those Stipulations. Entry of this Order consistent with the LRB and RBNE
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Stipulations shall not be regarded as binding holding or precedent as to the

appropriateness of any principle that may underlie those Stipulattons.

13. All other motions, requests for entry of specific findings of fact or conclusions ot law,
and any other requests for general or specific relief, if not expressly granted herein, are

denied.

SIGNED AT AUSTIN, TEXAS on the 9.{{‘? day of May 2013.

PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION OF TEXAS

i) Gl

DONNA L. NELSON, CHAIRVMAN

T

) o

)

KENNETH W. ANW JR., COMMISSIONER

¢.\cadmiordersMinalMODOMA0T28 fo docx
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ATTACHMENT |

SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

APPLICATION OF ELECTRIC §
TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLCTO §
AMEND ITS CERTIFICATE OF § BEFORE THE
CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY § STATE OFFICE OF
FOR THE PROPOSED LOBO TORIO  § ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS
BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG §

DOUBLE-CIRCUIT 345-KV §

TRANSMISSION LINE IN WEBB, §

ZAPATA, JIM HOGG, BROOKS, 8§

STARR, AND HIDALGO COUNTIES §

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
LOBO TO RIO BRAVO SEGMENT

‘This Stipulation {Stipulation) is intended to represent the agreement among all the parties

in this proceeding impacted by the routing of the proposed transmission line from the Lobo

Station to the Rio Bravo Station (the LRB Segment) to support the Comimission’s selection of

the Blectric ransmission Texas, LLC (ETT) proposed LRB Stipulation Route set out below for
the LRB Segment of the project. This Stipulation is made and entered into by all of the parties
that have signed this Stipulation below. Collectively, the parties signing this Stipulation are

referred to as the “Signatories.”

L. Background
i On Octaber 25, 2012, ETT (Applicant) filed an application {Application) to

amend ils CCNs to altow it to build, own, and operate a new double-circuit 345-kV transmission
line m Webb, Zapata, Jim Hogg, Brooks, Starr and Hidalgo Counties, Texas.

2 ‘[ he transmission line will consist of two segments, the LR Sepnient and the Rio
Bravo to North Edinburg Segment.

iy iscussions between the Signatories have resulted in this Stipulation concerning

the route tor the LRE Segment.

el
=)
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1. The Signatories desire 10 capture the benefits of the Stipulation, for which al
Signatories express their support, and 1o resobve all issues regarding the routing ot the LRB
segment and, therefore, agree as follows;

il. Agreement

5. ‘The Signatories agree that the Commission should approve the LRB Stipulation
Route on the lollowing links as described in the Application:  A2-A5-A9-A12-A11-A10
(modified as shown on Attachment B)-A16-A22-A28-A30-A31-A43-C6-C7. A map depicting
the LRB Stipulation Route is attached as Attachment A. A map depicting the course ol Link
A10 of the LRB Stipulation Route across the property of Intervenor Guillermo Cavazos is
attached as Attachment B.

6. The Signatories request that the Commission approve and implement this
Stipulation and, when the order is issued granting Applicant’s requested amendment to its
certificates of vonvenience and necessity (CCN) for the transmission line, that such order
approves the LRB Stipulation Route for the LRB Segment.

kI, QOther Provisions

7. ‘This Stipulation is binding on each Signatory only for the purpose of settling the
issues herein and for no other purpose. Nothing in this Stipulation serves to grant any property
interest, including without limitation, an casement to ETT for the right-of-way (or the LRB
Stipulation Route. Nothing herein shall be construed as an admission by any party regarding the
desirability of the trunsmission iine or the LRB Stipulation Route or lthe impact of the
transmission line or the LRB Stipulation Route on their property generally or its market value
specifically. lixcept to the extent that the Stipulation expressly governs a Signatory’s rights and
wbligations for future periods, the Stipuiation shall not be binding or precedential on a Signatary

li any other proceeding except a proceeding to enforce the terms of the Stipulation.  The

34§
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Signatories acknowledge and agree that a Signatory’s support of the matters contained i this
Stipulation may differ from its position or testimony in dockets and cases not referenced in this
Stipulation. 'To the extent that there is a dilference, a Signatory does not waive its position in
such other dockets and cases.

8. The Signatories have entered into this Stipulation in the interest and spirit of
settlement and therefore agree that the provisions of the Stipulation shall be subject to final
approval by the Commission. The Signatories, moreover, agree to entry of a final order of the
Commission consistent with this Stipulation.

9. This Stipulation represents a compromise, settlement and accommodation among
the Signatorics, and all Signatories agree that the terms and conditions herein are interdependent
and no Signatory shall be bound by a portion of this Stipulation outside the context of the
Stiputation as a whole. [f the Commission materially changes the terms of this Stipulation or
issues a final order inconsistent with 4 material term of this Stipulation, the Signatorics agree that
any Signatory adversely affected by that material alteration has the right to withdraw its consent
{o this Stipulation, thereby becoming released from its commitments and obligations ansimg
hereunder und to proceed as otherwise permitted by law to exercise all rights available under
faw. Such a right to withdraw miust be exercised by providing the other Signatories written notice
within 20 calendar days of the date the Commission liles its vrder acting on this Stipulation.
Failure to provide such notice within the specified time period shall be deemed a waiver of the
right to withdraw and, therefore, approval of any material changes to this Stipufation made by
the Commission, The Signatories separatety reserve the right to uppeal in the cvent ihe

Commission enters # final order that materially deviates from this Stipulation.
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10, Pursuant to Texas Rule of Evidence 408, if any Signatory withdraws its consent
irom this Stipulation in accordance with the preceding paragraph and this matfer proceeds fo an
evidentiary hearing, oral and wiitten statements made during settlement negotiations, including
the terms of this Stipulation as it pertains to the withdrawing Signatory, shall not be admissible
in evidence in such a hearing.

11, The Signatories have agreed that the transmission line should be constructed
along the route described in this Stipulation. The route may be modified by agreement of ETT
and affected tandowners, in accordance with the ordering paragraphs in the Commission’s order
related to route modification.

[2.  Each person executing this Stipulation warrants that he or she is authorized to
sign this Stipulation on behalf of the Signatory represented. Facsimile copies of signatures are
valid for purposes of evidencing such execution. The Signatories may sign individual signature
pages to facilitate the circulation and filing of the original of this Stipulation.

13.  This Stipulation is effective and dated as of the date shown below.

Dated this 8th day of April, 2013.

OLL_A

Jerry[Q Uiherta, Attorney

Electfic Transmission Texas, LLC

P
Wﬂomey Iegal Division
public Utility Commission of Texas

3
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SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
LOBO TO RIO BRAVO SEGMENT

By signature of counsel below, OXY U SA Inc. supports the Stipulation Conceming the Lobo to
Rio Bravo Segment.

!
}/}MM(’UMM pate: __ {3/ [
Phllhp Oldham ' t
Tammy Cooper

Katherine Coleman

ANDREWS KURTH LLP

Attorneys for OXY USA Tac.

35

00000030




SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING TIHE
LOBO TO RIO BRAVO SEGMENT

By signature below; Edelmiro-Jose-and Gladys-Martinez-support-the-Stipulation Concerning the—— - -——--
Lobo to Rio Bravo Segment.

et

Date: "7/5—/2013”—_

By:

iro Jose Martinez
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SOAH DOCICET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

FLECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
1.OBO TO RIQ BRAVO SEGMUNT

By signature below, Guillermo Cavazos supports the Stipulation Conceming the Lobo to Rio

Bravo Segment.

kﬁ/ Date: Wéé_ﬁ;;gﬁlég

%éﬁ"l aVazos

306 ~750 - g
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SOAH BOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
LOBO TO RIO BRAVQ SEGMENT

By signature of counsel below, Killam Ranch Properties, Lid. supports the Stipulation
Concerning the Lobo to Rio Bravo Segment.

By: J’auﬁ-» '7/ML Date: (4 -/ "7[ - /;5\

Dan Miller
Clark Jobe
MCELROY, SULLIVAN, MILLER, WEBER, & OLMSTEAD, L.L.P,

Attorneys for Killam Ranch Properties, Ltd.
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SOAL DOCKET NO, 473-13-0840
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, L1G

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
LOBO TO R1O BRAVO SEGMENT

By signature of counsel below, James Patrick Walker, individually, {fuisache Lands & Minceals,
Lid., and Vaquillas Ranch Co. Ltd. support the Stipulation Concerning the Lobo o Rio Brava
Segment,

By: Wfﬂi%\_ﬂ/%z Date: fkﬂ& Ozé, OQCQ/ :’le

Elizapeth Drews
BROWN MCCARROLL, L.L.I.

Auorneys for James Patrick Walker,
individually, Huisache Lands &
Minerals, Ltd., and Vaquillas Ranch Co.
Ltd.

29
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SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
LOBO TO RIO BRAVO SEGMENT

By signature of counsel below, Falcon International Bank; ANB Cattle Co., Ltd.; 5SM, LP: Las
Blancas, Investments, Ltd.; Las Nietas Saenz, LP; San Pedro Ranch, Ltd.: Los Capones Ranch,
L.P., Las Hermanas Ranch, L.P.; Trevino Ranch, L.P.; Trevino Ranch Holdings, LLC; and
M.M.A. Catile Co. Inc, support the ‘Slipulation Concerning the Lobo to Rio Bravo Segment.

By: < \a-m\} @Eﬁ/ pae:_3/1/13

Todd W, Boykin .~
BURDETT, MORGAN WILLIAMSON & BOYKIN, LLP

Attorneys for Falcon [nternational Bank;
ANB Cautle Co., Lid,, 58M, LP; Las
Blancas, Investments, Lid.; Las Nietas
Saenz, L.P; San Pedro Ranch, Ltd.; Los
Capones Ranch, L.P.; Las Hermanas
Ranch, L.P; Trevino Ranch, L.I";
Trevino Ranch Hoeldings, LI.C; and
M.M.A. Cattle Co, Inc.
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SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-13-0848
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ATTACHMENT A
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S0AH DOCKET NO. 473-13-0848
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ATTACHMENT B

<
ot

Electric Transmission Texas LLC

Lebo — Ric Bravo -~ North Edinburg
Line Project

tssion

345-kV Transm
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SOAR DOCKET NQ. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

APPLICATION OF ELECTRIC
TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLCTO
AMEND ITS CERTIFICATE OF
CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY
FORTHE PROPOSED LOBO TO RIO
BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG
DOUBLE-CIRCUIT 345-KV
TRANSMISSION LINE IN WEBB,
ZAPATA, JIM HOGG, BROOKS,
STARR, AND HIDALGO COUNTIES

BEFORE THE
STATE OFFICE OF
ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
RIQ BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

This Stipulation (Stipulation) is intended to represent the agreement among all the parties
in this proceeding impacted by the routing of the proposed transmission line from the Rio Bravo
Station to the North [Idinburg Station (the RBNE Sepment) to support the Commission’s
selection of the Alliance’s proposed Route 18A (RBNE Stipulatibn Route) set out below for the
RBNE Segment of the project. This Stipulation is made and entered into by all of the parties that
have signed this Stipulation below, Collectively, the parties signing this Stipulation are reterred

{0 as the "Signatories.”

i Background
I. (e October 25, 2012, ETT (Applicant) filed an application {Application) to

amend its Certificates of Convenience and Necessity (CCN) to allow it to build, own, and
operdte a new double-circuil 345-kV transmission line in Webb, Zapata, Jim Hogg, Brooks, Starr
and Hidalgo Counties, Texas.

I

2. The transmission line will consist of two segments, the Lobo to Rio Bravo

Segment and the RBNE Segment.

1%
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3. iscussions between the Signatories have resulted in this Stipulation concering
the route for the RBNE Segment.

4. The Signatories desire to capture the benefits of the Stipulation, for which all
Signatories express their support, and to resolve all issues regarding the routing of the RBNE

Segment and, theretore, agree as follows:

. Apreement
5. The Signatories agree that the Commission should approve the RBNE Stipulation

Route on the following tinks as described in the Application: DBi, B12, Bl4, B19, B23, B6Y,

R72, B115, BI86, B198, B123, BI125, B150, B142, B146, B157, B162, B164, B168, BI72,

13173, B182, and B185. A map depicting the RBNE Stipulation Route is included as Attachment
A.

6. As part of this Stipulation, ETT has agreed, and has obtained the agreement of
AEP Texas Central Company (TCC), to utilize single-pole, triple-circuit structures to co-locate
portions of an existing 138-kV TCC transmission line on ETT’s new 345-kV line on the
“properties of certain Signatories and related jandowners on the RBNE Stipulation Route, as
‘dentitied on Attachment A. A table listing these Signatories and related landowners’ properties,
(e approximate length, and estimated costs of the triple-circuit construction is shown on
Attachment B. Additional information concerning the costs and other considerations relating to
this triple-circuit construction is contained in rebuttal testimony of ETT’s witness Daniel R.
Robinson in this proceeding.

7. ETT and OXY USA Inc. have agreed to certain minat route modifications on
Link B125 as reflected on Attachment C.

8. ETT has further agreed with intervenor Mary Sekula, and adjacent landowner

Aary Kathryn tHarris, to a minor route modification to move the transmission line away from
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Vs, Sekula's residence, as rellected on Attachment 1. Mary Kathryn Harrls, as an
accommodation to Ms. Sekula, has agreed to the route modification on her property, as retlected
in Ms. Llarris’ affidavit attached as Attachment L.

9. [TT has obtained the agreement of TCC to bury the TCC distributitail line on La
Fantana Farms that extends from Wallace Road approximately 4,500 feet along the southern
poundary of the La Fontana Farms, as reflected on Attachment [.  This agreement
accommadates the concerns expressed by La Fontana Farms regarding the potential impact of
the ETT transmission line on the ability to perform aerial application of pesticides on the Farms,
and represents the settlement of all issues involving La Granada / La Fontana Farms related to
this project.

10, In addition to the triple-circuit construction and to effect the intent of Paragraph 6
above, ETT has agreed, and bas obtainied the agreement of TC C, to tebuild a portion of TCC’s
existing 138-kV transmission line (approximately 2,000 feet) along the boundary of certain
property owned by La Soledad Ranch, L.P., as reflected on Attachment G, then to reinove the
existing 13 8-kV line and release the existing right-of-way.

. If the Commission approves the RBNE Stipulation Route, intervenor Ricardo
Villarreal is prepared Lo accept the transinission line provided certain conditions are ordered by
the Cormnission or agreed to by ETT, Mr. Villarreal accepts routing of the transmission line on
Villarread”s property on the condition that the triple-circuit construction will be ulilized as
discussed by ETT in its Statement of Position and rebuttal testimony ot Daniel R. Robinson filed
on Februagy 12, 2012, which includes cost estimates for triple-cireuit construction on the
property of Mr. Vitlarreal and an adjoining family member, as rellected on Atlachment i1,

Accepting the burden of the transmission line 15 not Mr. Villarreal’s first choice.  As the

-
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foundation for his acceptance of the burden of the transmission line, Mr. Villarreal is relying
upon communications with ETT and its Statement of Position and rebuttal testimony.

12, The Stgnatories request that the Commission approve and implement this
Stipulation and, when the order is issued granting Applicant’s requested amendment to its CCN
for the transmission line, that such order approves the RBNE Stipulation Route for the RBNE
Segment,

I, Other Provisions

13. This Stipulation is binding on each Signatory only tor the purpose of settling the
issues herein and for no other purpose. Nothing in this Stipulation serves to grant any property
interest, including without limitation, an easement to ETT for the right-of-way for the RBNE
Stipulation Route. Nothing herein shall be construed as an admission by any party regarding the
desirabilrity of the transmisston line or the RBNE Stipulation Route or the impact of the
transmission line or the RBNE Stipulation Route on their property generally or its market value
specifically. Except to the extent that the Stipulation expressly governs a Signatory’s rights and
obligations for future periods, the Stipulation shall not be binding or precedential on a Signatory
in any other proceeding except a proceeding to enforce the terms of the Stipulation, The
Stgnatories acknowledge and agree that a Signhatory’s support of the matters contained in (his
Stipulation may differ from its position or testimony in dockets and cases not referenced in this
Stipulation. To the extent that there is a difference, a Signatory does not waive its position in
such other dockets and cases.

14, The Signatories have entered into this Stipulution in the interest and spint of

scttlemnent and therefore agree that the provisions of the Stipulation shall be subject to tinal

.
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approval by the Commission, The Signatories, moreover, agree to cotry of u fimal vrder of the
Commission consistent with this Stipulation.

5. This Stipulation represents o compromise, settlement and accommodation among,
the Signatories, and all Signatories agree that the terms and conditions hercin are interdependent
and no Signatory shall be bound by a portion of this Stipulation outside the context of the
Stipulation as a whole. If the Commission materially changes the terms of this Stipulation or
issues a final order inconsistent with a material term of this Stipulation, the Signatories agree that
any Signatory adversely affccted by that material alteration has the right to withdraw its consent
{o this Stipulation, thereby becoming released from its comrmitments and obligations arising
hereunder and to proceed as otherwise permitted by law 10 exercise all rights available under
law. Such a right to withdraw must be exercised by providing the other Signatories written notice
within 20 calendar days of the date the Commission files its order acling on this Stipulation.
Failure to provide such notice within the specified time period shall be deemed a waiver of the
right'to withdraw and, therefore, approval of any material changes to this Stipulation made by
the Commission. The Signatories separately reserve (he right to appeal in the event the
Commission enters a final order that materially deviates from this Stipulation.

16. pursuant to Texas Rule of BEvidence 408, if any Signatory withdraws its consent
from this Stipulation in accordance with the preceding puaragraph and lhis matter proceeds to an
evidentiary hearing, oral and written statements made during settlement ncgotiations, ncluding
the terms of this Stipulation as it pertains 1o the withdrawing Signatory, shall not be admissible
‘n evidence in such a hearing.

17.  The Signatories have agreed that the transmission line should be constructed

along the route described in this Stipulation. The route may be moditied by agreement of ETT
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and alfected landowners, in accordance with the ordering paragraphs in the Commission’s ovder
related to route modification,

18.  Lach person executing this Stipulation warrants that he or she is authorized to
si‘gn this Stipulation on behalf of the Signatory represented. Facsimile copies of signatures are
valid for purposes ot evidencing such execution. The Signatories may sign individual signature
pages to facilitate the circulation and filing of the original of this Stipulation.

19.  This Stipulation is effective and dated as of the date shown below.

Dated this 8" day of April, 2013,

Nban

Jefry “uerta, Attormey
Electfic Transmission Texas, LLC

Yz

Ja atitet, Attomey — Legal Division
phblic Utility Commission of Texas

h

i
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SOAI DOCKET NO, 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
RIO BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature of counsel below, Intervenors Blanca & Frank Barberio, Ltd,; Siete Velas Cattle
Co., Ltd,, Rancho Las Margaritas, Ltd., and Sylvia E. Vela; EPR Holdings, Ltd., GONART
Investments, Ltd., and Eric Gonzales: Don Jose Land & Caltle Company, Ltd., LLP; Bl
Clareiio Properties, Ltd.; Fernando A. Salinas - El Ebanito Ranch, Ltd.; The G.R.C. Land
Holdings, Ltd.; La Soledad Ranch, L.P.; Benjamin M. Alexander, GAD 2012 GST Trust, and
M M.A. Cattle Co., Inc; RADF Properties, LP; Ricardo Ramiro Salinas, individually and on
behalf of Rebecca A. Salinas and the Estate of Maria Elena Salinas; Los Capones Ranch, LP, Las
Hermmanas Ranch, LP, Trevino Ranch, LP, and Trevino Ranch Holdings, LLC; Armando
Vielmann, Diana R. Pena, Maria D. Guzman, and Olga R. Mercado support the Stipulation
Concerning the Rio Bravo ta North Edinburg Segment.

=
B’;E"mib %ﬁt\// ' Date: 8/ \ / | 3

v -
Todd W. Boykin P SUN———

- . —
e
-

Burdett Morgan Wittafiison & Boykin, LLP

.
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SOAH DOCKEY NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 46728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING TIHE
RIO BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature below, Intervenor Berta Villarreal Ramirez supports the Stipulation Concerning
Rio Bravo to North Edinburg Segment. .

Berta Villarreal Ramirez

y
By: ,ﬂ&mz’a d . /§ a&—%mla% Date: 4/7)4;/ d el 3
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SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NG. 40728

By signatwre below, | Intervenar Lodesme, Bosrers & Smith, LLC supposts the Stipulation
Concesning the Rio Brave to North Bdinburg Segment

Date; QU-o4- cot

_ AN

By
mwmm

L.as, Lt.C.

mem £ SFya-81H-3H05
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SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
RIO BRAYO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature below, Intervenor The Alliance of South Texas Ranchers, LLC (“The Alliance™)
supports the Stipulation Conceming the Rio Bravo to North Edinburg Segment,

BY?( %ﬂ\ Date: Z~e&—~20)3

Pitiek T Reznik

Braun & Gresham, PLLC

—
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SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

FLECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
RIO BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature below, Intervenors EMB Ranchito, Lid. and Summers Ranchito, Ltd. support the
Stipulation Concerning the Rio Bravo to North Edinburg Segment.

By: @ Date: ?/AZ/::’L

Richard E. Sames
Sames & Werstak, LLP

3]
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SOAI DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 10728

BLECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPUEATION CONCERNING THE
RIO BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature below, Intervenor Sheerin Real Propertics, Ltd, supports the Stipulation Concemning
the Rio Bravo to North Edinburg Sepment.

~

By: g’——%’—( Date: /[:’é}»xw ek, Hol3

Frank Anmstrong, Atlorney at L\{Qy_')
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SUAL DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
RIO BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

rvenors Richard W. Ruppert and Santa Cruz Properties, Ltd. support the

By signature below, Inte
he Rio Bravo to North Edinburg Segment.

Stipulution Concerning t

- _
By: Qw N\J\J ( — Date: g__\:)—-jf_\ 2OV3

Soledad M. Valenciano
Spivey Valenciano, PLLC

")f
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SOAIL DOCKET NO, 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIRULATION CONCERNING THE
RIOQ BRAVO TG NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signalure below, Intervenors Ada Gonzalez, Angela Gonzalez Gomez, Anna Maria Gonzalez
Mendiola, and Arabella Gonzales Adame support the Stipufation Concerning the Rio Bravo to

North Edinburg Segment.
Qi
! ¢ do.
By: ht‘hk— X\U‘n ’3&\2"'9 1"3”% C‘u\r&m‘mox‘)\vq}d{l)d?e: LL/ ,Q] / -3.053
L . .
gt P Do By et Py e Qb
Ta S A= U\:Lc\ E o ey - .w;‘, y a ( ? (-.f.] b, i
O( v YT\ )\. ARy VQB ‘ \"’\ e th’{ QM}Y Q/\OQK-Q(A n\oﬂv\'ﬁé_u\)-b’ U(ﬁ) v

CU\G'.,\LrQ,\].QQ‘ r‘\w A2 U{_ uimm 4
Ny
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PROXY LETTER

December 27, 2012

ror the purpose of participating in all scheduled meetings, hearings,

other legal procedures involving PUC Docket NO. 40728 1o take place in
Austin, Texas in 2013, 1, the undersigned, Ade A Locvizalez ,
am granting my sister, 4| whelle Gonzelez Adane , power to represent

me and my interests regarding the ETT’s proposed transmission lines to
South Texas.

(oo, L. /Kyﬂm mfm ]
Ada A GDMZa f:z,

STATE OF TEXAS &
&
COUNTY OF WEBB &

This instrument was acknowledged to hefore me on this the qu day

af (LJ(?C(:'I’Y\BQ'{L 2012 by /‘\\ C(:Q /\1 wua{pg_,
(ﬁx.é’ ¢é< /

Notary Public in and for the State of Texas

B -
, RACIE REYES |
% njulary Punhe, Jate of Tewss
My Cammisnion Expires

Hovember - 25, 2034 ‘

Gronzdly 8

< I

!
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PROXY LETTER

December 27, 2012

For the purpose of participating in all scheduled meetings, hearings,
other legal procedures involving PUC Docket NO. 40728 1o take place in
Austin, Texas in 2013, |, the undersigned, lbmyh,ﬁﬁha!ﬁﬁ, VL
am granting my sister, (¢ dcld, »zﬁb’lé.(%q' Mjbm , pgwér to repr%sent
me and my interests regarding the ETTshroposed transmission lines to
South Texas.

syl Simae Moo,

/5%ch§)ist, cf}:szuéiafeE%;-cf;QJ}v7£§f;;_

STATE OF TEXAS &
&
COUNTY OF WEBB  §

This instrument was acknowledged to hefore me on this the “L;,!,}L\ day

of Dacermlasc 2012 by ﬂmgglq (oonzaler Gerez.
U tando, Ve

Notafy Public in and for the State of '(Ijexas
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PROXY LETTER

December 27, 2012

For the purpose of participating in all scheduled meetings, hearings,
other legal procedures involving PUC Docket NO. 40728 to take place in
Austin, Texas in 2013, 1, the undersigned, Anne Maria.louzélez Mendicla
am granting my sister, Arabells Gonzalez Ndame _, POWer to represent
me and my interests regarding the ETT's proposed transmission lines to
Scuth Texas.

i
' . )
A’!p,ﬂ.;—’ }}’la'é Lg - ',44-};’4‘4-') m'{i(- “ //{ [ w’ﬁ ('”t/—/-‘ﬁ
0 7 i
//;J el /"{r.r it (’, e H/;f.fr /t £ ﬂ'{rlul’z 4 /(.‘\_J'

STATE DF TEXAS §
8
COUNTY OF WEBB &

IALEE
This instrument was acknowledged to before me on this the t)) J day

, ; R R S — Y A g R
of etemip. 2012y (vt 1RE Canonfer ! it

7 Y
{ )/{, / 1 d['éf/{{ L

Notary Publicin and for the State of Texas

i e ericapiot
T GRACIE REVES |
: % poenry Pophe, Statn of Toxey
by (ormmiss on Expies
tovambar 25, 2014
, (fevamber oo N

. s

54
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SOAH DOCKET NO, 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NQ. 40728

LLECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
RIQ BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature below, Intervenor Texas Parks and Wildlife Department supports the Stipulation
Concerning the Rio Bravo to North Edinburg Segment.

By: 7 __. ':) R o T Date: - l Sy
Ann Bright K

Todd George
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SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

FLECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
RI0 BRAVQ TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature below, Intervenor Killam Ranch Properties, Ltd. supports the Stipulation

Concerning the Rio Bravo to North Edinburg Segment.

|
By: @Mﬂf‘“ﬁ;irﬁ Date: zpl? e é -GFo/3

Dan Miller

Clark Jobe
McFiroy, Sullivan, Miller, Weber &

Olmstead, LLP
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SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING THF, :
RIQ BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature below, Intervenor Duke Energy Corporation supports the Stipulation Concerning
the Rio Bravo to North Edinburg Segment.

wm Date:; C;L/'D"r‘/z‘w*,Ij
ichael 1 Tor@ ’ )

Vinson & Elking, L.L.P.
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SOAL DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO, 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
RIO BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

Dy signature below, Intervenor EIA Properties, Ltd. supports the Stipulution Concerning the Rio
Bravo to North Edinburg Segment,

Byg)i%),a/m/?/ by ,QMM/E‘ Date: ol 28 />

Lauren D, Damen
Graves, Dougherty, Hearon & Moody




SOAH DOCKET NQ. 473-13-0846
PUC BOCKET NO. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, 1.L(

1

STIPULATION CONCERNING THI
RIOC BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signaturc below, lntervenors La Granadw/La Fontana support the Stipulation Concerning the
Rio Bravo to North Ldinburg Scement.

By (}&\/L ::\ (,‘\,J' L by Daw: < Z:é 5 / SO
Jerey-Ahrens =
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SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, ELC

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
RIQ BRAVQTO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature below, Intervenor The East Wildlife Foundation support the Stipulation Concerning

the Rio Bravo to North Edinburg Sepment.

Byz@ﬁf@&?@w Date: z;/?- v/ /3

David ¥. Brown
Ewell Bickham & Brown LLP

€
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SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC BOCKET NG. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING TIEE
RIQO BRAVGO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature below, Intervenors Cantu C-6 Ranch, LLC and Starr Feedyards, fne. support the
Stipulation Concerning the Rio Bravo to North Edinburg Segment.

By: /éf////‘/%m Date: 7-22-1%,

Andres Medrano
(Gardere Wynn Sewell, LLP

- -
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SOAH DOCKET NO. $73-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ELEQIB!QL&&EM_&IMKASLLLQ

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
RIQ BRAYO TQ NORTH EDINBURG. SEGMENT

tervenors Dana Sue Beilamy and Virginis Dede J. Wi
vo 1o North Edinburg Segment.

By signatures below, In na support the
Stipulation Concerniny the Rio Bra

By, ) " 45{/————-3.__ Date; Feod L2, 20043
William N. Bellamy
Atiomney-in-Fast for

Duns Suc Bellamy

—" / ' N '.- (-) / ) ) z r 7 .
By: ZA/M‘:/J LV LN L/i LU- ' Z’(J.ﬂ(ﬂu\a— e DJMC: . j /l //, / ‘3
Virginia Dede J. Winn 7 !

o
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SOAH DOCKET NGO, 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO, 40728

LLECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
RIQ BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature below, Intervenor Ricardo Villareal supports the Stipulation Concerning the Rio
Bravo to North Edinburg Segment.

A Py
- , /JZ//
By /f//,‘g/ //////’/%/ /

Brhdford AV, Bayii f/////
Baylilf Law Firm PLLC

Date: [2} }f‘éfﬁ Q/Ule‘rr/ 20/3
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SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
RIO BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature below, [ntervenor L Bar L Cattle Co., Lid. supports the Stipulation Concerning the

Rio Bravo to North Edinburg Segment.

By: /ﬁ/ ﬁé&ﬂ" Date: 2ol 15

Shawn P. St. Clair
McGinnis, Lochridge & Kilgore, LLP

6y
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SOAH DOCKET NG, 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING TIIE
RIO BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature below, Intervenors James Pettus and Cristalinas Partners, Ltd, support the
Stipulation Concerning the Rio Bravo to North Edinburg Segment.

g, Lthm

'Sféphen C. Dickman
Kelly Hart & Hallman, LLP

Date: M A, 2ot
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SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
RIO BRAVO TO NORTI EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature below, [ntervenor Sterling Motris supports the Stipulation Concerning the
Rio Bravo to North Edinburg Segment.

Sterling Morris /

73
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SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
RIO BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature below, Intervenor Bl Negro Ranch, Ltd. supports the Stipulation Concerning the
Rio Bravo to North Edinburg chl erit.

By: %}23/)% Dats_ A - A - 13

Barry Robets &7
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SOAI DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
RIO BRAVO TO NORTIH EDINBURG SEGMENT

w, Intervenors Jacalon Ranch Company, Ltd., South Texas Ranches GP, Inc,,
Huisache Land & Minerals, Lid., and Vagquillas

he Rio Bravo to North Edinburg Segment,

By signature belo
Al Alired, James Patrick Watker, Individually,

Ranch Co., Ltd. support the Stiputation Concerning t

By:ﬂQ{iM JM\ Date: Mmg 2, X3

iz lalt:& Drews
Bro@_g} cCarrol}, L.L.P.

7
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SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC BOCKE'T NO. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LIL.C

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
RIO BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature below, Intervenor Ray Garcia, Jr. supports the Stipulation Concerning the Rio
Bravo to North Edinburg Segment,

2
By: M'v CW[«\ Date:  2/21 /13
{Ise D, Bailey
fise D. Bailey, I.C.

-
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SOAIL DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLEC

STIPULATION CONCERN ING THE
RIO BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature below, [ntervenors BEdwi

sypport the Stipulation Concerning the Rio Bravo to North Edinburg Segment

Date: 2./ .2312,013

“Rudy” Santos, Ir.
1, Whitworth, Borchers & Morales,

n H. Frank, 111, Max 1. Johnson, and Tres Mujeres, Litd.

75
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SOAI DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

CLECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, 1.1.C

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
RIO BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature below, Intervenor Gerardo Hinojosa supports the Stipulation Concerning the Rio
Bravo to North Edinburg Segment,

Ty
-~ 4 «

- - B .. "__‘\ ] . / -
By: .. 6; é .S\ Y Date: 3‘)/1’ P17

3 — t
(Gerardo Hinojosa
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SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

FLECTRIC TRANSMI

SSION TEXAS, LLC

STIPULATION CO
RIO BRAVO TO NORTH

NCERNING THE
EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature below, IntervenorsEdelimi

Stipulation Concerning the Rio Bravo to

By, '///l-ﬁ;zg

Ede nse Martinez

ro Jose Martinez and Gladys Martinez support the
North Edinburg Segment.

Date: z’ﬂ: 42 édé" ;;

77
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SOAH DOCKET NO, 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

FLECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LI.C

STIPULATION CONCERNING TIIE
RIO BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature below, Intervenors Joe, Mary and Daniel Sekula support the Stipulation Concerning
the Rio Bravo to North Edinburg Segment.

By: ﬁﬂ:: Date:  2/2. 7 [13
Luis Cm‘\d?n{—/
EscobedosTippit & Cardenas, LLP
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SOAL DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, L1.C

STIPULATION CONCERNING THE
RIG BRAVO TO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT

By signature below, Intervenor OXY USA, Inc. supports the Stipulation Concemning the Rio

Bravo to North Edinburg Segment,

y: o L AOLLE @JYWL/) Date: ‘%/%// 3
Tammy Cooper ﬂ J
Andrews Kurth, LLP
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JACK M. WILHELM

ATTORNEY AT LAW
1703 West Avenue * Austin, Texas 78701

March 18, 2013

Kerry McGrath, Esq.

Duggins Wren Mann & Romero, LLP
600 Congress Avenua, Suite 1900
Austin, Texas 78701

Re: ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION TEXAS, LLC
STIPULATION CONCERNING THE

Ri0Q BRAVO YO NORTH EDINBURG SEGMENT
S0OAH DOCKET NO. 473-13-0846
PUC DOCKET NO. 40728

Dear Mr. McGralh;:

As you are aware, | represent the McGill Ranch in this proceeding. Regarding the stipulation you have
been circulating, as you are aware the proposed route that it addresses does not raverse the McGill
Ranch. Accordingly, while the Ranch feeis it cannot endorse a route across lands unknown to it, it
certainly has no objection to any route thal does not traverse the McGill Ranch,

You should feel free to submit this correspondence to the PUC. Should some additional clarfication be
1equired, do not hesilate {o contact me.

Thank you for your courtesies.

Very truly yours,
Bt
“Tack .MIJ wwe____

JMWieo

Phone: (512) 236-8400 jwithelmwilhelmlaw.net Fax: (512)236-8404
www. wilhelmlaw. net
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RBNE Stipulation  +

Attachment B
TRIPLE-CIRCUIT REQUESTS Distance Link Estimated ETT Estimated TCC Estimated
{Witness) (Feet) Incremental Cost Cost {1} Cost [2]
Las Hermanas Ranch
{loe Martin) 6,500} B1 |3 1,582,000 | | $ 1,243,000 | $ 339,000
El Hulsache Ranch
{Benjamin Alexander) 4,500 | 813 | § 1,117,000 § | $ 829,000 | 3 288,000
Ricardo Villarreal
(Vanesa Pamuk) 29001 B19 | 8 B01,000 5 552,600} 5 249,000
] Villarreal Family Extension 3.40
{Adjacent to Ricardo Villarreal) 400 ¢ B19 | § 637,000 ; | $ 555,000 | 5 82,000
EPR Holdings & GONART investment
(Erlc Gonzales) 1,700 § B23 | § 634,000} | 5 412,000 & 222,000
Don lose Land & Cattle 7.200 ] 823 | 1737
{lose O. Dodley, Jr} ’ 737,000 | 5 1,381.000 | 5 357,000
(4 Ranch Group 8,200 | B23 | %

{See LIst of Ranches & Witnesses Below) ’ 2,236,000 | | & 1,520,000 § % 716,000
Kelsey Ranch Partners, Ltd.
{Michael I, Brisnahan) 6,300 | 872 | $ 1,438,000 | | & 1,107,000 3 5 330,000
La Brlsa Ranch - 4 Sectlons B115
(Mike Hudsonpiller) 13,900 | oo ] 3,815,000 { & 2,758,000 | § 1,057,000

TOTAL 54,600 13,897,600 10,357,000 3,640,000

Matas:

{1] ETT Costs for Larger & Taller Structures
[2] TCC Costs for 138-kV Davit Arms, Insulators, Conductos, 138-kV Beadends, Rermoval of Existing Line
{31 Notan Intervenor

{4] Ranch Group Includes these cortiguous properties:
La Soledad Ranch

(Galo Garcla)

El Clareno Properties
(Humbearto Vela, .}
El Ebanite Ranch
[tavier Santos)

{4] TCCCosts Includes 2000-Feet Extension of Existing 138-kV Une on La Sotedad Ranch
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RBMNE Stipulation

Attachment £
Page 1af 3
RN LEAIS AENDERICN iR {MON) FER 11 2012 20 AB/5T. 21 44 /Mo, 6818624730 P 2
SOAH DOCHET NO. 473-13-0846
PUG DOCKHET NO. 40728
APPLICATION OF BLECTRIC g BEFORE THE STATE ORFFICE
TRANSMISSION THXAS, LLC TO AMEND  §
TS CERTIVICATE OF CONVENIENCE |
AND NPCESSITY FOR THR PROPOSED g
LOBO TO RIO BRAVO TO NORTH g or
EDINBURG DOUBLE-CIRCUTT 345KV §
TRANSMISSION LINE TN WEHEB, ZAPATA, §
JIM HOGG, BROOKS, STARK, AND g
HIDALGO COUNTIES, TEXAS g ADMINISTRATIVE HRIARINGS

STATE OF TEXAS
COUNTY OF_ 7ARRAME

§
§
§

BEFORE ME, the undersigned Notary Publie, on this day personaily appeared
Mary Kathryn Harrds, who, having been placed under cath by me, stated as follows;

"My name is Mary Kathryn Harris, 1 hereby sweer and affirm that 1 am competent,
of legal age, and a resident of the State of Texas.”

I, Mary Kathryn Harris, am the owner of approuimarely 160 acres of land in
Hildago County, Texas that has been previously notived to be crussed by this project on

Link B125. This ract of land is shown as Parcel Number 404 on Awachment | to this

Affidavir, The Settflement Route ustng a Modified Link B125 would resule in the exisdng
Liok B125 departing sourh pamallel to and along the wemern propercy line and then eass
parllel to and along the southem propenty line of my property as shown on

Artachment 1 to this Affidavit. The Settlement Route with the use of modified Link 8125

35
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RBNE Stipulation
Attachment £
Page 2 of 3

FROM LEHIS ACHODRSON 143 (FONJRER 11 2013 21 U48/3T. 21 44740, £245024730 ¢ 3

would Increase the distance of the new tranymission llne from the habitable seructure
locared on Parcel Number 405 as shown on Attachment 1 to this Affidavii.”

"I, Mary Kathryn Harris, am In agreement with and support the Settlement Route
thae would include the use of Modifled Link B125 ag it impacts this trace of land as
shown on Adachment i to this Affldavit,”

AFFIANT:

Mary Kafhryn Harris
Dute: _o2-43-73

STATE QF TEXAS

§
§
COUNTY OF __{gant g

SUBSCRIBEDY AND SWORN TO before me by Mary Kathryn Harvis on the /&

day of February, 2013,
S "L ATA ‘Q\ i i!‘ .
lic, Stare of Texas
5 JACKE K HEDGER e
A ) NOTARY PURBLIC s L .
Q‘ STATEOF My Commission Explres:
MY COMM, B 6-24-0015

Mage 2ol 2
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RBNE Stipulation
Attachment £
Fage 3of 3
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The solid red line is ETT s existing Link B12% and the solld teal line i3 the Modified Link B125
an Pareel Number 404 to avold the HS (habitable strucfure) located on Parcel Number 405,
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