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landowner or municipal participation to reduce costs. Burying transmission lines is almost
always prohibitively expensive. F inally, the Commission does not regulate the compensation
that a utility pays for an €asement or use of private property. If the negotiation between a utility
and landowner to determine compensation is not successful, condemnation and compensation
issues are addressed at the county level.

Thanks again for writing.

Sincerely,

2y

Barry T. Smitherman
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August 3, 2009

Mr. Barry T. Smitherman
Public Utilities Commission
P.O. Box 13326

Austin, Texas 78711-3326

Dear Mr. Smitherman,

The purpose of this letter is formally document our concerns for the CREZ, transmission
lines (McCamey D-Westwind-Kendall segment) that LCRA is proposing to construct north of
the City of Junction in Kimble County. The three proposed alternative routes that are located
north of Junction crossing U.S. Highway 83 give us the greatest concem. The middle route
(B21) will go through the heart of our ranch; the northern route (B22) greatly impacts our
neighbors; and, the more southern route (B19) will go very near the Kimble County Airport.
After visiting with some of the representatives from PBS&J , LCRA’s consulting engineer, it is
clear that they are unaware of the sensitive obstacles that will be encountered on our property if
the middle route alternative (B21) is selected by the PUC. This particular route (B21):

e goes right through the significant headwater springs of an unnamed tributary

creek that originates on our and our neighbor’s property.

® crosses over an old cowboy camp area with a hand-dug, rock-lined water well.
We have noted these areas on the attached aerial photograph. Regardless of whether or not any
pole structures are erected in these sensitive areas, there will be significant and lasting damage to
these areas due to the construction and maintenance of the overhead transmission line. We
informed the representative with PBS&J of these obstacles as well as noted them in our written
comments to LCRA.

It is incredulous to us that a study with a broader range would not yield some better
alternatives that follow existing highway rights-of-way, pipeline easements, and other
infrastructure. In the long run, such routes would most likely cost considerably less and be more
accessible for ongoing maintenance. It seems that LCRA and its consultants hastily put together
some alternative routes with similar budgeted costs without adequate study, knowing that they




can hide behind the cover of the PUC and that they can live with any route alternative ultimately
chosen by the PUC. We believe that the PUC needs to force LCRA to enlarge the study area and
offer some alternatives that follow existing infrastructure, even if it does increase the total
distance of the CREZ transmission line. Such study must recognize that these transmission lines
will be used for generations to come, and the right decision needs to be made now. And even if
there may be a relatively small increase in the total distance as a result of following existing
infrastructure, the amortization of any such additional amount over its useful life will be minimal
and should be considered insignificant for doing the right thing now. A similar argument should
be used to require the use of monopoles rather than lattice structures. Besides, the costs of these
transmission lines should be passed on to those using the power transmitted by these lines, which
will result in no negative financial impact to LCRA over the project’s useful life.

Finally, LCRA needs to fully compensate each landowner for the power line easement,
including the damages to the value of the landowners’ remaining property. At a minimum, the
base price should be similar to the amount being offered by Florida Power & Light for its private
transmission line currently under construction. Since the FPL transactions represent the outcome
of negotiations between private landowners and a private company, there is no better starting
place for “market value”. We overheard representatives of LCRA tell landowners attending the
“open house” meetings that they cannot afford the prices being paid by FPL since LCRA’s
transmission line company is a “non-profit” entity. That seems like a real poor excuse to justify
a lesser price.

We know that you folks with the PUC are busy with many matters. But we appreciate
your consideration of our request.

truly yours,

el A

Robert H. White
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