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DIRECTTESTIMONY

OF

MARKHARDITTG

AMEREN TRANSMISSION COMPANY OF ltUNOlS rATxl"l-
TTORTHERJI MISS(X'RI GRTD TSATTSFONiilAilIIO]I PROGRAM FOR

FDIM AtrD AP1UCAilOII FOR A CERNFrcATE ()F COilVE]TIEIICE

ATD ITECESSITY

CASE NO: EI"2UI+B@

I]TTR(X'UCTIOII

rurcouif
Q. What are Wur qualffitatiqr ard elperience?
A. I am a lifetime Worth County resident and a proud Missouri landowner. I purchased my first farm in
November of 1980 at a price that soon crashed- My wife and t survived the 8(fs which many argue was

the norst decade in history for farmerc with many foieclosures and bankruptcy in the ag sector- lW
priorities in my lih every day are God, Family and C-ountry in that order- I am blessed h;ond what I

deserve in so many nrays but especially with famity- My wffe and ! sfarted with less than nothing and now

ownfarmlandin8countiesacrosstheStateofMissouributmyheartandmyhomeisinf
Missouri, l,lrorth County, Missouri US3. I have spent my entire lifu buying farmland and iiifiEdlltEly
setting out to improne that land focusing on soil erosion control and making large unobstructed fields

out of small fields. I see nryself as being a temporary sterrard of the land that will be here long after I am

8one.

Hare pu H'H preuioudy beforc the Misoltli PuHi,c Servi,e Conrmiss*m?
No-

Q. what is the purpose of your direct testimony?
A. I nnnt the C-ommission to have the truth as to w-hy this line got rerouted fior 9 miles and why it ended

up in ctose p-ri.rtyt{Fanu 

-hew 

home and lake- t urantthe C-ommission to
know that A'fXl's failures @an at the most basic level of proper noffications of this proiect which allmr
for landowners Constitutional Rights to be respected and the fact that AD(l used very old data to notiff
Iandowners. I want the Commission to know that Aif)(l played fuvorites and discriminated against others

in the placing of this line-

2 oVERV|EW

cL Are you opposd to fiis proiect?
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A. I don't have a strong opinion either way because I am uninformed as to the "necessity" or

benefrts to the local area-

Q. Are you opposed to this transmission line being on your property?

A. tt depends. Not if it were determined by professionals that my properry is the best path and

every reasonable effort were made to fullow existing corridors such as running very near and

paratlel with the existing property borders. I nrculd invite rrorkingwith a team of professionals

to preserve my plans fior my property and resped nry neighbors atthe same time-

CL Does DO"28 meet the abore upectation on your farm?
A- No. The line cuts diagonally through the middle of my large self-made terraced and tiled crop

field seemingly with no regard for existing corridors. I never had an opportunityto participate in

line location on my property untilwell after docket status and I did not find out about it from
ATXI.

a. otd-""d llllllfreceiue any timdy notis about this proiect?

A. No

2t A. Wlty didn't and receire any notices about this prciect?

22 A. We discovered thatA'fX did not and on the
23 DO 28 path. They claim they did not know existed.

24

Q- Did yur determine nthy wer€ nerertimely noffied?
A. Yes. ln an effort to find out lf,-is line got rerouted near theJrome
we discovered that ATXI had never purchased the tax roll from the Worth County Assessors

Office- *r f owned this property since February 2A23 (three).

A- At least lOmtoftlilnce from Jrouse to the line,

a- wtry luxf?
A. Because in JN-DI it is clear that ATXI rerouted to provide an additional 10OO'for the "house

near Kent lane- and because ATXI rerouted to anoid houses north of 46 highriray that already

had 12Od of distance to the DO 27 line.

3. NOTIFICATIONS
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e. Did you and *rnoffietiqr of the open house on April g2o24?



1

2

3

4
5

5

7

8
9

10
LL

!2
13

T4

15

16
L7

18
L9

2A

2L
22
23

24
25
26

27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35

36
37
38
39

N

Page 3 of 16

fl#:nd 
I received an invitation to the open house on April 9th-

Q. Why didn't you attend?
A. Because I tookthevirtual open housetour instead u,,ftich contained no useful information for
me. I nras familiar with the map (seen throughout Leah Dettmers testimony) displayed on the
virtualtour and on the open house invitation nrastte same map I had seen btrre and I knew it
didn't inctude any of my property within that map- I also knew-id not get notice

which further cemented my assumption that nothing had chanfied re@idifi! the line location- I

only attend meetings if they concern me- This line did not concern me as I knewthe closest DO

27 nould get to me was my extreme HW Gorner which could have a guy wire- That is the only
portion of my farm that is in the map. A small fraction of an acre. I didn't care.

(L DEd you get nortified in July?
A. Yes, I received five identical letters with the only difference being the sequence of numbers at
the top being different.

Q. Did
A- No

get arryJuly 5letters?

Q. What did you do upon receiving the five letterc in July?

A. I (we) went to the Ameren website and confirmed the same map ure rrere accustomed to
seeing nras displryed there- There urere no other maps displryed on the Ameren rrebsite-

Q. Was there anything else about the July 5 lettets?
A At that time I just knerr they were a form letter sent to many people bemuse it used

language like "your property is along the path of'. lt didnt say there is transmission line going

through your property. I could tell it nns some form letter because it mentioned the proiect
*over 

by St. Louis and it said you may be "along" the path of/or affected a substation. The only

difference betrryeen the five letters nras nrtrat appeared to k parcel id's in the oorner but they
were numbers we hadnt seen in years and didnt correlate to our tax records for our farm in

taat area-

Q. Hre you notiaed anythiq similar sine luly about dre July 5 leer?
A. yes. I see that rh"-roperty atso received the July 5 Ietter and Do 28 does not go

on that property. I believe there are others.
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Q. Why does the fact that people got the same letter whether the line uras on them or near

them bodreryou?
A. Because people talk in a small community on a project such as this and it serves to add

confu sion rather than clarity.

8 Q. Dt'd yog notice onfrrsion fronr oilrerc about wtrere the line actually was after July 5?
g A- Yes. As I got involned after Oct 5 one of the most surprising aspects was hour literally no one I

10 talked to had an accurate account of where this DO 28 is. lt was also evident at the LPH in

LL Albany.
L2

13

L4
15

L6
17
L8

19
20
2t
22
23

24
25
26
27
28
29

30
31
32
33
34

35
36
37
38
39

CL Did you at tfre time try to figurG out the numbers in the cotner of that lemr?
e. veland I made an effort to identifo which parcels they were trying to reference.

Q. What did you oondude after the July 5 leilters?

f,;iifr I'iff }lT"Tfr"i,H"ff i?:Ifl ";tt[]ffi ;:r,ij:':,",#;,:.""r;L,
land in that area AND my tand had never been considered fur an electricity line before it uras

easry to conclude that this $ras a form letterto provide notice to a multitude of people about a

power line goingthrough the state. There was nothing specffic in that Ietter- Since then, I have

discovered nearly everyone (if not everyone) viewed and treated that letter the same way I did.

a Arrythins else?
A. yes. I knew s.everal people were gettfng approach"a uvln spring and summer of 2023

for this project. I knew the path in the area of my properry-5ased on who all were getting

approached and also having seen the exact sarne map in the summer of Z023that nras used by

ATXI all through 2024-

*e,. 
Har" you ever been contacted or approached by anyone seeking to get an easement option

on yourfarm?
A- No- Which further erglains vyhy I never imagined the line could get maiorly rerouted as the

resuh offeedbackfrom an open house!!

e. Ufas it reasonable to condude the line was going as depicted bV the skinny line on the map

that was adrrcrtised so mudr?
A. lt would be unreasonable to conclude anything else and I haven't talked to anyone other

than AD(l people who even question what the skinny line on the map indicates.
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Q. Do timely notifications matter?
ln our case,

Q. lirhat would you hm done had yotr knomr the line had been rerouted and was now going

:ly*h EfE11,1 
* *r crop field and in doee or-o-iu tflhouse and

very neaillecreational !ake?
A. The same thing we have done since finding out from our neighbor on OcL 5 that the line had
moved. Only we umuld have been able to make ATXI amre of a "new house north of 46" in
close proximrty to the power line that ADfl allegedly did not know about- We would have been
able to take advantage of pre "docket status".

Q.. Hour do you knqn the segments depicted in the Figure 6 (tllDll map and the rerouted
portion of D028 do not align?
A- I can easily track DO28 and easily see the only place there are no qualifying segments used is

within the entirety of the rerouted area. The rest of DO28 does follow qualifying studied
segments. The ENTIRETY of DO 27 DOES follow the studied and approved segments as seen in
Figure 6 on page 19 of JND1.

CL Did you bh any other action to mrfirm the entinety cf the FDIM turE aligned with
qualifying segments?
A- Yes. r asfeaffto create an overlay map. See this map attached.

16 Q llo you think tihe rerouted portiur was prorhssionally waluated?
t7 A- Accordingto EFIS ltem 15 (JN-D1I section 2.3 pages L5-77 the lnitial Segment Placement and
18 Refinement was done in the greater potential route area. After that process, there were no
Lg segments retained that correlate with the rerouted portion of DO28. ln other words, an
20 evaluation WAS done on the rerouted area and NO segments qualified for consideration to form
2L a '{route" in that geographic area that became DG28- The rerouted portion of DO28 follows no
22 segments that had been deemed eligible for a route. ATXI's reroute was developed in t5 days
23 using a path that contained no studied and approved segments.
24

25 Q. How & yru know fie aborc is true?
26 .A. I studied JN-DI. On page 19, figure 6, it shows the 30+ segments that survived the weeding
27 out prccess. The first paragraph on page 17 explains the "retiring of segments" process.
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around July 8-
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4. LEGMMACY OF THE 3 REASONS TO REROUTE

CL Were the 3 l€as{rns to rcrurte seen in rl[Dl page 2!l a prduct of open house feedbadt or

something else?
A. The 3 reasons did not come as a result of feedback from the open house on April 9. Only the

"newer residences north at 46'reason came from the open house feedback.

8 Q. l las there anything plovided at the ryen house on April 9 in Grant CIty that ontributed to
9 the rerouting?

10 A. yEs! There n as a lot of attention paid to 

-desires- 

More tater-

lt
tZ a. Wht do you think the USDA hog hrn issue uras a product of fabricating an ercuse in order

13 to justify a radical rerouting of fl+ miles rather than a need to reroute as ATXI represents?

LA A. Because of my own efforts to disconer the truth about this property and becausEglgy

15knowledgeabouttheseprcpertiesknownlocally,'-propertyo'f;and
L6 because my efforS are mnsistent wtth information seen in EFIS Dah Requests 0O12-(Hn2-1-

L7 00r2.2-aor2.3.
18
19 Q- Has this top,ic been talked about a lot localty?

20 A Yes. Because locals are familiar wtth the land associated rrith these USDA hog barns, AD(t
2L ctaims were illogical and frankly laughable. NOTE: There were no "pig barns" near the rerouted

22 portion of DO 27. There are and remain "pig barns" near the portion of DO 27 that was not

23 rerouted. This added to the mnfusion of this boggs "Ieason" to reroute.

24

25 Q. What was your conclusion after significant time spent determining if these properties are

26 eligibleforthis proiect's consideration?
Zl A There is no reason to avoid these properties. Recent floods have had a significant section of
28 the new DO 28 route under urater fur several dalrs which will present much more restrictions for

29 maintenance and building of this line than any "USDA hog barn" land, This excuse was

30 'fabricated toiustifo a relocation at 45.

31

32 Q. what is the'house ,r"u.IJ rsson?
3g A. lssuE ZfromJNDl page 29 the second bullet point states in its entirety: 'A residence is

34 located at the intersection of H and 230th Road which eftctively prevents the route from

35 continuing north on the originat alignment frorn the intersection of Highway N and 230fr Road

36 {this was one of the reasons tor DGl27 makingthe turn to the west at this point}. The owner of

37 this residence expressed concern at the public meeting over the proximity of the line to their

38 residence."
39

40
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Q. What is wrong with this testimony?
A- After readingthis in JND1 I asked the oumer about having upressed Goncern at the public

meeting.-.his version of his involvement at the open house was different than the depiction in

A-[Xl testimony.

8 Q. What did the (ilner of tihis popertytell yut?
I A He supplied several possibilfies of where he thought the line uns going. He had no accurate

10 knowledge of where the line proposals were in proximity to his house.

LL

L2 Q. Did you leam atfihing else frorn your call with the rrwner of the house ATIO was rerouting

13 becauseof hisfiEedbad<atthe open house?

L4 A. Yes. I will state his notable comment as close as I can.... Him talking; They told me if we (ATXI

15 implied) put the line west of your house we may have to tear lfiose buildings down over there

16 to which he replied fuell that rrould be a shame".

t7

18 Q. What uras your take away after talking to the owner of that house?

19 A- That he had attended the open house and spoke to some A'I)0 representative but had

20 contributed nothing at the open house advocatfng for a reroute-

2t

22 Q. ls there anything recorded that documents AD(l engagement with the owner of this house

23 attheopenhouse?
24 A. No- There is nothing in Data Requests fiXXl.0; OO25-(HXI27.O ftat suggesB this landowner

25 provided feedback insinuated byAD(l.
26

27
28
29
30
31

32
33
34
35
36
37

38

39

C|' What isyour ondusion on tlhis leson to returte?
A. ATXI did not represent their engagement with the owner of this house acctrately. This

'-reason was created in order to create reasons to develop a route that doesn't encounter the

resistance from llt 46 highway 8 miles to the north.

e. Don't vou wantJrouse {Local name for this housel to haw at least l(Xxy
clearance to the line as explaihed in JNDI?
A- ABSOLUTETY! And a simple micro-siting of DO 27 as I have proposed rculd accomplish that.
Simply rnicro-siting here as ! have proposed also gets the line from being oner top ortneJ

iust south of this house on the east side of N. Those owner:s DO NOT want

345 KV directly over their facilities. (s€e EFIS DR OO32.0 Attach page 3)
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Q. Have you proposed this solution to Ameren?
A- Yes. Most recently in a Data Request known toAD{ and a pa* of this
testimony as Data Request 1O in the Data Requests attachment-

Q. What has been the response of ATXI to this suggestion?

A. ATXI dismisses itwithout comment.

Q. What do you think is thg.pnly real reason to reroute 9+ miles of DO 27?

A. To avoid goingthroush ll"perty at 46 highway.

18

19
20

t3 Q. ls there evidence to support that conclusion? _
L4 A. Yes. The line DID get rerouted and does "roitrTproperty 

and again, this is a rural

15 comrnunity and il isnt a secret as to how certain people feel about this proiect- Who could

16 blame them for not nanting this il4SKV line to go through-
17

e. why else do you think l-*re the reason for the reroute?

Q. Does this make unique?
A- NO! Pretty clear that nobody urants the line in this area crossing 45 highuray-

2L Q. Do you have a problem with not wanting the line?

22
23
24

A- No. However,lwould have a problem if theywere provided 
=n_opportunityto 

provide

accurate information to ATK and they failed to inform AD(l o home if given

an opportunrty.to plgseq! that infonnation. lf they saq a map being used by AfX that did not
25 include and opted not to ,*ilouse known to ATXI lwould have a

28 specifiolly requestingthem to markthElffi'on of housesto avoid and theyfailed to include

29 

-home 

I would have a problem with that. lf any of them knew the line had been

30 moveilElEcurrent location and did not tell anyone in my family any tfme during the months

31 of May, June, July, August, September and October and brynd, I nwuld have a real problem

32 with that. I think I would be the same as most people in this regard.

33

34
35
36
37
38
39

A. By reading AD(l response to EFIS Data Request OO25.O C-onfidential.
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Q. What did you notice from 025.0?

A. The family that got the Iine moved were obviously organized and attended that Open House

for one obvious and clear reason. To move the line away from their property- They provided no

reason to do so that is unique to them. Th families received special

treatment The line did get mFed.

Q [106 Data Request fiX2s.O rerrcel
path that affects you?

propceA ttre alternate

A. No. There is nothing in Data Request 005-0 that explains who provided this or any other

ahernate path.

t4 Q. How then can you determine who was responsible for providing the alternate path through
15 your property?
16 A. A better question is why isnt there mention of who proposed this new path in ATXI

17 responsesto DR fi125.0;DR Ofl)lt-O;DR fxJ27-$?

18 Again, the line did get moved at this location and the line did not get moved at any other
19 location-
20

2l Q. Scott Gross states (in partl l the
22 fotlowing: "We took the data back from the Open House events and met May 1 to discuss

23 areas of oncern: That meons a 9 mile stretdr of line went fronr nsr-existent to an eligible
24 route to submit fior a CcxI in 15 days. What do you think of that profesdmally?
25 A. I think it is beyond unprofussional. Especially after discoveringthe rerouted portfon follows

26 NO studied and approved tegments" as documented in JND1 page 19 (of 5a) figure 6-

27

ffisons 
you think the rcroute was done wr[ to acornmodate the

"A. Yes. Bullet point 3 page 29 of JND1 states: "Proximity to newly constructed residences north

of Highmy 45 idenffied by landowners at the public meeting (see Figure 1O in the
Appendices)-"

The people on the north side of 46 atDO27 who wanted the line moved:

L. Definitely knew where the line was going prior to and during the open house on April 9,

detrnitely organized and definitely participated in movingthe tine off (actuallyfrom near)

their property.

a- They knewthe skinny line on the adrrcrtised map wasthe route atthis location

28
29
30
31
32
33

34

3s

36

37

38

39 demonstrated brtllp"mments seen at EFls Data Request 25 lines 43-46-
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A'tXl knew of the obstacle presented bythe

uay with full knowredge that *
Fhe

exception uras

, tll*.' a map any houses north of aO Jvanted avoided.

(DR 0O2s-O

3- scott Gross *rtJdvocate as demonstrated by:

a. Scott 6ross spending the entirety of his time at the early open house meeting in Grant

City with the exception of a few minutes with 11:53.

b- Scott Gross comment that they have to find a rlray to cut around these (4 houses and

scott Gross bringingJa."rerto the discussion and James ebtine
that this area would be *re-reviewed. (DR 0025.0 lines 43-46)

c- ln the evening open house session Scott Gross met with he resident of

n his testimony. (DR O25.O

lines 55-55)

allJrecked back in with Scott Gross on 4l25l24in an emailto Scott Gross

seen at line 149 of DR 025.0 which states: "Any updates on the location of the

crossing of the transmission line over HWY 46 in Worth County? NOTE: There is no

fu rther correspondence betwee d Scott Gross within DR 025.0

repeated tries to get Scott to acknowledge a path crossing 46 at the DA 27 bcation

then traveling straight sourth and reioining DO 28. He finally reluctantly drewthe line

on his screen as I requested. This experience left me ,"e"atizing scott

Gross was not willing to consider this "fix" and it provided even more evidence that

this line rras rerouted to acaommodate*
f - The only recorded input from landowners betreen April 1-May 15 that could be

viewed as landowners providing information and requesting a route change was had

between scott Gross rn[*t l.see attached forscott eror|!"t r

communications taken from DR 025.0 lines22-24;4346;149; 55-56

b. They had just to acquire an easement option in 2O23 for this

using the sarne location to cross over 46 highway and

this location crossing 46 highway

invited to mark on
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Q. Why wasn't ATXI worried about placin the reroute at 46 closer to
residences (mudt doeerthan th anssl errcn if thery diilnTfnw about

s 

-;errhouse?

6
7 A. They obviously didn't care about proximity to those residences because they did know they

8 were there- They didn't plan on being found out- They succeeded in ap!!!49!g!ag[ound-out
9 until Oct 5. They knewthey would hold no more *""tingr, tt.y t ."rtiJrne

1o*ndalloftheneighborsaffectedassumedDo27urasstillgolrffit}reoozllocation.
LL One comment that came from a person who attended the Open House in Grant City was 'the
L2 only place they know for sure its going is right thmugh here" {indicating the DO27 location

13 north of 461 AT)0 knew we were all totally in the dark and had confidence that the only locals

L4 who did knorrthe line had been rerouted weren't goingto reveal it.
15

L6
L7

18
L9

2A

2L
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24
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26
27

28
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34
35
35
37
38
39
40
4L
42
43

any contact with the iust going for it. Not to
mention the entire routing
early 2023. The people wlro live on the north side of 4lmo$ certainly knerr about this new

implied in JND1 page 28 (of 54) which states: "Based on information collsted atthe public

CL Whil isyor.rrtake anrryfrom horythis rmllygot rerqrted?
A- This Company is reckless and incompetent in the placing of a 9 mile reroute along a path that
had no supported segments. AT)0 relied on information from disgruntled people who have no

valid reason to have the line moved. made NO effort to inform or ask or have

abbTt a new housethat had been there since

house was moving the route

to this location it would be unsettling. this new rcute as is

information meetings, which included sereral landwner-sugested reroutes,-.-......-that would
be very inappropriate and AiD(l should not be rerouting based on nothing more than people not
wanting this line. Not wanting this line is not an exclusive point of view! NOTE: There is no direct
mention of any landowner suggested reroutes in DR 025.0 which supposedly contains all

interaction Aif)fi had with Open House attendees and phone calls and emails- But with such a

major reroute at the eleventh hour and a claim that it was from feedback from an open house,
*logic says somebody provided some reroute ideas because it most certainly did get rerouted- I

blame the Company fior creating this mayhem in the community, not the locals. h began with a

failure to get current addresses to not'fy people-

Q. Why do you say ATXI was incompetent when they decided to srritch to the reroute?
A. Because it defies logic that a 9r mile stretch of line can be determined the best route AND

picked as the route to submit in 15 calendar days! {EFIS Data Request DR 36} On a path that had

no qualifoing segments! To not inspect the new area sufrcient to notice a new house that had

been there more than a year at the time is nothing less than incompetence. (See my testimony
from the Albany lPH)
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e. What do you know about ATXI's claims to have had maps available on Ameren.com during

the crucial pedd of Mry 1.[Zl0z4frirough luly 16 2g2S?

A, Based on A'fXl's responses to Staff Data Requests, after they finally admitted the truth, they

admit they didnt have any maps displayed otherthan the same old skinny line/orange

rectangle map.

5" LA]ID REGORDS FOR ilONFICATIOI{S

e. lllthere did ATxt get the addresses UfCounty landownerc in order to mait the July 5

nmification letter?
A- From some data set that included parcel identification numbers last seen ,rJ:ornU
tax bills in}OZL and from some data set that showed landowners of parcels from several years

ago and does not show landowners as of May 2L-22,2024-

Q- lilhs a reasonable effort made by ATr(t to tst curtent (wi*rin 60 daysl mailing addresses fu
the luly 5 notificatiqr le[ters?
A. No. There is zero evidence that ATXI gathered any records from the Worth County Assessors

ffice on May 21-May 222A24 as they claim in the attached letters- The Worth County Assessor

and the previous Worth C-ounty Assessor have provided testimony to OPC that there is no

evidence or reoord of nor any memory of ATX! or its mnsuhants gathering records from that
office. There is no record in the Worth County Treasurers Office for any purchase of any records

from AD(l or its Consultants on any date closeto May 2L-222O24-

Q. Do you have evfdence to support your claim that AfX did not query records from the
Worth CountyAssessors Office on May 2L'222O24?
A. yes- I ernailed the worth county Assessor onzl1lsl2s, Ir"nfirmed a few examples

that document A-IXI could not have gotten the landowner addresses ATXI used for the July 5

notification letterfrom the Worth CountyAssessord Office on
euestion 1 posed trf on5-14-24it's recorded

What darte did that transactfoin get entered into your system?

Ansrer fromJrt r,as enrered in the Assessor's o** "rtll v.ry ll7,2o24-

ln EFIS item #3 Appendix "D' ATXa has these parcels as owned

provides enidence that AD(l did not get the information for these parcels fiom the Worth County

Assessors Office on May 2122,2024-
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NOTE: Also, in support of this proof; EFIS Data Request 025.0lines 2O6-2L3 documents a phone

exchange initiated 

"-*th 
agent t**Jr*ry lnfirms that as of

September 18,2O24,ffiX1dau shows a landowner pre-May 2L'22,2O24-The Regulation

governing CCN notices requires the most up to date records thus the reason for requiring an

applicant to get records within 6O days of filing a CCN request.
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@n Juty 24 rorr,etransturred 16o acres

J-ililra irtl," new parcel numberforthe transfurred 16o acres on the west side of the

road? Old parcel number for this entire tract a few years back would have been

a,ooro rorrJnuro", tss split into parcel 1-o1 (aglag; ro-Bno
lH- rl'ffiu-"rt"r*o on uzu23.

ln EFIS item #3 Appendix "D' AIXI has this g!! parcel number (as seen in EFiS Data Request

oo24-o attach) still owned oilis is another emmple that proves Aifxl

did not get the infornration about this parcel fiiom the Worth County Assessors Office on May

2t-222024

Question 3 to Confirm on what date the land that was transferred from

entered into your slstem-

Ano,re. fr or1f This tra nsfu r $ras ente red Februa ry 22 2a23 -

19 ATxl did not have any record ofthe

This is yet more proof that AT)0 did not query tax rccords from the Worth County Assessorc

Office on May21-2220'24-

Q. Why do yotrkeep referring to May 2t-222O24?
A Because that is what AD(l repeatedly has claimed- ATXI's claims can be seen in EFIS Data Requests

ffi22-Aandffi22-L
The document seen in Data Request OO22.O also claims ATXI got records from the Worth County

,.Assessors Office in March of 2A24. A-tXl has since claimed a typo however it is unclear what the typo

rras. Data Request lJfl/zz.l makes an attempt to reconcile muhiple claims made by ATXI. AD(l,s

responses are unclean

Q. ls there rnore eyidence that AD0 did not querytax records from the Worth County
Assessors Office on May 2l-222024-
A- There ir tfr[ile which provides further documentation that ATXI could NoT have
gotten an address trcdZOZtand old parcelnumbers from the Worth CourfiAssessors ffice
on May 21-222A24- The OPC and PSC Slgff.h,gye been provided evidence that further proves

that ATXI did not query records for the properties from the Worth County Assessor's

Office on May 2l-22,2024. has provided documentation that he never received
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36 notice as a direct resuh of ATXI using a very old mailing address-
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A Arw other erddence on this mafier?
a- Yes- annfiCid an investigative pursuit invoMng the Assesso/s offices of Worth,
Gentry and Dek-alb Counties and other sources. Her work can be seen at EFIS ltem #69 titled
"The ffice of the Public Counsel's Response to AT)0 and Staff-pdf"

6. FINAL CONSIDERANOTVS

Q. Do you have any other things you want the Commission to know?
A- Yes. I have served 19 Data Requests on ATXI. Those Data Requests are an attachment to this
testimony. ADfi has responded wilh nothing more than objections- Those responses are

provided in an attachment to this testimony. ATXI has not answered any questions I have posed

in my Data Requests.

nro]uuilding a new house near

portion of this farm I leamed to drive a tractor and played

finally building where my family has talked aboqt some member of our family building for
g€nerations. My days are spent working witrfivhile my nights are spent defending our

properties from this 116 hour reroute. I respectfully ask for some protectirre consideration to

this new buitd and consideratio, orp *ily13_
doesn't want the radiatfon from this line any more than the people who got i1 r16vscl.-

IIofthestrongopinionthat1o0disaminimumcomfiortabledistancefroma345l0
line.certainlyfrom a new home in a countrysetting- In the eventthatthe Commission wereto

approve this CCN, I would respectfully ask the Commission to consider mandating that A:D(l

include a neutralthird-party intervention between m anuJbecause we

have no confidence that A:D0 will be reasonable with my fanrily after I have provided so much

damning evidence that ADfl has made unsubstantiated claims regarding the gathering of

*ASsessor records. One suggestion I would respectfully offer is to allow the County

Commissioners to have sonie governance over ATXI for the final placement of this line, be it DO-

27 or DG28-
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30 Because of developments since the December tPH it is my opinion thatthis CCN request should

31 be denied in lieu of my earlier conclusion of returning to the DO-27. Properly notifying people

32 from a current data set of current landowners and allowing those landownem opportunity to

33 provide input prior to achieving docket status is essential to the community at large. An equal

34 chance at the starting line would be appreciated by this impacted landowner intervener. Playing

35 catchup is proving to be quite challenging.

36
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*UPDATE AT 7 pm July 17 ?:024*

These late developments are too late for me to properly evaluate and include in this testimony.

1. I received a document today by email from the OPC as a response to a data request I

served on the OPC. This document was received after a hearing and after an NDA was

required in orderto vieuthe documentthe OPC prordded- This document will be a part

of this testimony only after gaining permission from ATXI to use it as such- Because it
may take some time to gain permission from AfXl, I will find out the proper way to add it
to this testimony.

2- Tonight I hane received some responses to some of rny Data Requests served on A'fXl

that are most relerrant to portions of this testimony particularly frrom where ATXI

gathered parce! information for notifications of ATXI's intent to file for this CCN. I will

need Urte to evaluate those responses but I am including them in this testimony by

reference here. These responses arrived by email uo-f at 6:07pm and

5:1@m. The Data Requests I have served on AT)0 are included in the attachments to this

testimony.
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