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Q. Please state your name,

A. Louis Donald Lowenstein,

Q. On whose behalf are you testifying?

A. Tam testifying on behalf of the Missouri Landowners Alliance (Alliance).

Q. Do you have any affiliation with the Alliance?

A. Yes, [ am its president, and one the four members of its board of directors.

Q. What subjects are you addressing in this testimony?

A. Twill cover three general topics: background information on the Alliance; the
method by which the Grain Belt project would be assessed in Missouri for tax purposes;
and at the request of our attorney, 1 will offer several documents into evidence.

I. BACKGROUND ON MISSOURI LANDOWNERS ALLIANCE

Q. Please briefly describe the Missouri Landowners Alliance.

A. The Alliance is a Missouri non-profit corporation, organized in March of this
year for the primary purpose of opposing the transmission line being proposed by Grain
Belt Express.

Q. How did the Alliance begin?

A. The Alliance grew out of a grass-roots movement which had been working
against the line for several months before we incorporated.

Q. What are the main objectives of the Alliance?

A, The Alliance has two main objectives. The first objective was to recruit
members who oppose, for varying reasons, the Grain Belt Express transmission line
project (the Project). The second objective was to raise money for the purpose of funding

a legal defense,
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Q. Does the Alliance have any paid positions?

A. No. All work done by the Alliance board of directors and its members has
been on a voluntary, non-paid basis.

Q. What are the requirements for joining the Alliance?

A. Submit a membership agreement using a paper form or online at our website.
(www.missourilandownersalliance.org)

Q. In addition to your website, what other methods were successful in

recruiting members?

A. The Alliance has also received a tremendous amount of support in the way of
newspaper and television coverage, which usually resulted in new memberships.

Q. Did any organizations help you recruit new members?

A. Yes. Wereceived support from the Missouri Farm Bureau, the Illinois Farm
Bureau and the Missouri Cattlemen's Association.

(). When did the first member join the Alliance?

A. The first membership was recorded on February 28, 2014.

Q. Are you still getting new members to join?

A. Yes. The most recent new member joined on September 3, 2014.

Q. How many Alliance members do you currently have?

A. Currently there are 827 members

(). Are all Alliance members individuals?

A. No. Of the 827 members, 817 are individuals and 10 are businesses,

Q. Do you have the support from any particular state-wide organizations?
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A. Yes, we do. On March 31, 2014 the Illinois Farm Bureau provided a letter of
support for us in opposing the Grain Belt transmission line. On April 21, 2014 Missouri
Farm Bureau voted to support us in opposing the Grain Belt transmission line. On June
19, 2014 the Board of the Missouri Cattlemen’s Association voted to support us in
opposing the Grain Belt transmission line.

Q. Let’s shift the questioning from the Alliance membership to the Alliance
fund-raising. Were members required to donate to join?

A. No. Donations were optional,

Q. Why did the Alliance need donations?

A, All donations were procured in anticipation of large legal fees the Alliance
expected to incur. The board of directors decided to set our goal high and build the most
compelling case we could on behalf of our members.

Q. Who were the donors?

A. The Alliance is willing to represent all Missouri landowners, including those
on the line from St. Joseph Missouri to Hannibal Missouri and Missouri landowners not
on the line. Donations came from a cross section of these members.

Q. How many donation transactions were received by the Alliance?

A, We recorded 277 donation transactions.

What was the largest donation?
Our largest donation was $5,000.
How many donations were $1,000 or more?

We received 32 donations that were $1,000 or more.

o e PR

What was the smallest donation?
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QOur smallest donation was $1.

Are donations still coming in?

Absolutely. The most recent donation was made on September 2, 2014,
What was the most "'typical” donation amount?

Most donations were between $100 and $250.

Are there adequate audit trails of each and every donation?

B -TE - B - S

. Yes. We have very strong internal and access controls in place to ensure the
safekeeping of Alliance funds.

Q. What will happen to any funds which remain with the Alliance after this
case and any related proceedings are concluded?

A. Under our Articles of Incorporation, we are required to donate any such funds
to the American Red Cross.

Q. Does that complete your testimony on the Alliance and its fund raising
activity?

A. Yes, it does.

II. TAX ASSESSMENT OF GRAIN BELT PROJECT

Q. Please briefly describe your educational background as it relates to this
next topic.

A. Ireceived a Bachelor's degree in Accounting from the University of
Massachusetts in 1982, I've been a licensed CPA since 1983.

Q. What has been your work experience sinee graduating from college?

A. My professional career began in 1982 at Arthur Young and Company,

Chicago 11.. I worked as a computer auditor assisting in performing audits of very large
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corporations. Much of my responsibility was programming large computer systems. [
then worked for one year at the Signature Group in Schamburg IL. In 1986 I moved to
Missouri and founded Lowenstein and Associates, PC. I still own and operate this
business.

Q. What is the primary business of Lowenstein and Associates, PC?

A. Lowenstein and Associates, PC is a licensed CPA firm. We develop and
deploy accounting software solutions for banks and credit unions all across the United
States.

Q. How many clients does your firm have?

A. Currently we service over 400 clients.

Q. When did you reccive your CPA license?

A. Originally I was certified in Illinois on September 15, 1983, certificate
#35887. 1 was certified in Missouri on April 23, 1990, certificate #14296.

Q. Do you have any significant experience related to how the Grain Belt
project would be assessed for tax purposes?

A. No, I am not claiming to be an expert in that field, and will not be rendering
any opinion here as a tax expert. My purpose is to present factual information to the
Commission on this subject, based on the research I have done on the issue.

Q. Do you have any related experience in any area that will assist you in
understanding your research?

A. Yes. Besides being a CPA and generally understanding tax principles and
concepts, our company, Lowenstein and Associates, PC has designed, built and

maintained a piece of software called "Construction Loan Managet" or CLM for short.
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Q. How is this relevant to this hearing?

A. CLM is a job-cost-accounting program specifically designed to account for
construction loans work in process costs.

Q. Who uses CLM?
CLM has been utilized by banks and credit unions for over 25 years,
Where are these clients located?

These clients are located all across the US.

S =S

Again, please, explain the relevance,

A. A major component of calculating property taxes in Missouri during the
construction period involves the calculation of Construction Work in Progress, or CWIP
for short. This concept is closely related to construction loan accounting for work in
progress, which is at the heart of my firm's CLM software program.

Q. What is CWIP?

A. “Construction work in progress” means the total of the balances of work
orders for plant, road and equipment including expenditures on research, development
and demonstration projects for construction of facilities.

Q. Are you saying you do have significant experience in calculating CWIP?

A, Yes,

Q. How important is CWIP in calculating utility assessed values?

A. During the construction period of the line and the first year in service, CWIP
will be the biggest component of the property's fair market value.

Q. Do you have any other related experience in any area that will assist you

in understanding your research?
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A. Yes. Our firm has also designed, built and maintained a piece of software

called "Loan Grader."
Q. How is this relevant to this hearing?
A. Loan Grader is a tool to measure and account for impairment of assets.
Q. Who uses Loan Grader?

A. ILoan Grader has been utilized by banks and credit unions for over 23 years.

Q. Where are these clients located?

A. These clients are located all across the US.

Q. Again, please, explain the relevance,

A. After the line is placed in service it will be valued by MSTC using a variety of
fair market value assessment methods. In determining the fair market value, MSTC has
to consider whether the value of the Project is impaired by any external or internal
factors, both real and probable. If any impairment exists, the value of the asset is reduced
to reflect that impairment level.

Q. What is Impairment?

A. According to Merriam-webster.com, Impair is defined as "to damage or
make worse by or as if by diminishing in some material respect.” In accounting terms
impairment is a noun that is a measurement of an assets' diminished value.

Q. What does "material'’ mean in this context?

A. In accounting terms, usually, a discrepancy of more than 5% is considered to
be a material amount. Material discrepancies are thoroughly investigated by accountants

before they sign off on a financial statement. Their opinion will always say something to
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the effect of "I certify that these financial statements are materially accurate.”
Discrepancies of less than 5% are usually considered to be immaterial.

Q. Are you saying you do have significant experience in calculating
impairment?

A. Yes.

Q. How important is impairment analysis in calculating an asset's assessed
values?

A. If impairment is present, the value of the asset must be adjusted lower to
reflect the impairment.

Q. What affect would impairment have on the Project's tax liability?

A. The tax liability would be reduced.

Q. What could possibly impair the value of the Project?

A. Many things. Most are unforeseeable at the present time. Possible
impairment scenarios could be elimination of federal tax credits, and changes in laws
which restrict windmill operation or power line operations.

Q. What was the source of your research on the tax assessment issue?

A. Thave primarily relied upon four sources: 1. Personnel in the office of the
Missouri State Tax Commissioner's office (MSTC). 2. Missouri Secretary of State
website - Division 30 rules for the Missouri State Tax Commission.
(http://www.sos.mo.gov/adrules/csr/current/12cst/12¢sr.asp#12-30). 3. MSTC website
(http://ste.mo.gov) and 4, Clinton County Missouri courthouse offices of the assessor and
collector.

Q. What did the Missouri State Tax Commission’s office provide for you?

10
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A. They were very helpful. 1 spoke with Rosella Schad and Randy Wright on
several occasions. They explained the complete assessment process that is performed by
the state. They also assisted me in verification of my facts and understanding of the
Missouri property tax assessment process.

Q. What did the Missouri Secretary of State website provide for you?

A. Factual references to the law and regulations. Rosella and Randy were helpful
in "pointing me in the right direction."

Q. What did the Clinton county assessor and collector provide for you?

A. Anunderstanding of both the assessment and collection processes at the local
county level. My primary resources were Jerry Howard, Assessor and Shelly King in the
collector's office.

Q. In general, how are property taxes calculated in Missouri?

A. Property is classified according to its type. All real and tangible personal
property is subject to tax.

Q. What difference does the type make?

A. Missouri rules and regulations vary depending upon a property's type. For
example, personal automobiles are taxed differently than utility company power lines.

Q. What are the factors affecting the actual tax calculation?

A. The property's fair market value, property purpose, owner type, assessment
level factor, property location, taxing jurisdiction and tax levy.

Q. What is fair market value?

A. Basically, the value for which a property could be sold.

Q. Who determines the fair market value?

11
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Either the MSTC or the local county tax assessor.

What determines which assessor performs the assessment?
The type of property and type of entity owning the property.
What types of property are there for tax purposes?

Real and personal property.

S < =

What is real property?

A. Tt includes land, improvements to the land and all rights inherent in
ownership.,

Q. What is personal property?

A, Any property that is not real property; that is, not permanently affixed to or
part of real estate. Examples of personal property include cars, boats, aircraft and farm
equipment,

Q. How does the type of owner make a difference?

A. CSR Division 30 chapter 2 has very specific rules governing assessment
depending upon the type of owner. Different assessment rules apply for individuals,
utilities, railroads, and such.

Q. What type of owner will MSTC classify the Grain Belt project?

A. The Project will be classified for property tax purposes as an electric
company.

Q. Who assesses electric companies?

A. Both the MSTC or the local county tax assessor.

Q. What property does the local assessor value for electric utilities?

12
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A. Several things, including motor vehicles, CWIP, materials and supplies, and
office furniture, to name a few. A complete list is at 12 CSR 30-2.015(5)(A), at page 3 of
6 of Schedule LDL-1.

Q. What property does the MSTC value for electric utilities?

A. Boiler plant equipment, turbo-generator units and generators; Station
equipment; Towers, fixtures, poles, conductors, conduit transformers, services and
meters; and substation equipment and fences to name a few. A complete list is at 12 CSR
30-2.015(5)(B), at page 3 of 6 of Schedule LDL-1.

Q. How does the assessor calculate the fair market value for electric
company's real and personal property?

A. In some cases it is very straightforward. Motor vehicles, office furniture, and
the sort are easier to appraise and calculate the fair market value because there are
numerous examples of these types of propeity available to compare to and calculate a
comparable fair market value. The fair market value calculation of the transmission line
is much more complicated.

Q. What property valuation methods are used to determine fair market
value by MSTC?

A. There are three. The Cost Approach, Income Approach, and Stock and Debt
Market Approach.

Q. Which method(s) will be used to assess the fair market value of Grain
Belt's transmission line?

A. For electric utilities it depends on whether the line is in service or not. The

valuation process is very different before and after the project is placed into service.

13
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Q. What valuation method will be used during construction to calculate fair
market value?

A. During the construction period the fair market value of the line is based upon
CWIP in place on January 1st, and then ultimately assessed at the local level using the
"cost approach”,

Q. How will the fair market value of the project be determined during the
CWIP phase?

A. The fair market value during CWIP is calculated based upon a combination of
inputs from Grain Belt, MSTC and each county assessor.

Q. What input does Grain Belt provide?

A, They will provide an accounting of all CWIP, including all hard and soft
costs.

Q. What are hard costs?

A. Hard costs are actual construction materials and building expenses, incurred in
the planning, design and construction of the line.

Q. What are soft costs?

A. These are costs incurred that are not directly related to the actual building of
the project.

Q. Can you provide examples of soft costs?

A. Insurance, engineering, interest, promotion and other costs of this nature that
are related to the project and not actual building or operating expenses.

Q. What input does the MSTC provide?

14
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A. The MSTC will review the Grain Belt cost figures and will determine their
number for the actual fair market value of all CWIP of the Project, as of January 1st each
year during the construction period. The MSTC may adjust Grain Belt's figures if they
feel, based upon their expertise, an adjustment is warranted.

Q. What input does each county assessor provide?

A. Each county is free to apply a valuation factor to the MSTC's CWIP value.
That factor can typically range from 50% to 100%, depending on each county.

Q. What determines the actual factor?

A. The county factor is solely up to the discretion of each county assessor.

Q. At this point, do the counties know the value of the factors they will apply
to the Grain Belt project?

A. T asked the Clinton County Assessor, Jerry Howard, what factor he will use.
He said he did not know at the current time.

Q. Do you think Grain Belt can reasonably estimate the property tax
revenue each county will receive during the construction period?

A. No.

Q. Why is it not possible to reasonably estimate the property taxes due from
the project during the construction period?

A. At this point the costs are only estimates with many unknown CWIP variables.
Also, there are unknown local adjustment factors at this point.

Q. What is so difficult about reasonably estimating CWIP for the Project?

A. There are so many unknown CWIP variables during a construction project,

Delays could decrease the overall CWIP resulting in a lower Project fair market value.

15
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Unforeseeable hard and soft cost expenses would increase the Project's fair market value.
Also, the soft costs are very hard to pinpoint. MSTC informed me that this is usually a
major negotiation point because of the vagueness of some soft costs.

Q. What vagueness?

A. Not all expenses of Grain Belt will become CWIP. Some will be operating
expenses. Proper classification of these expenses between operating expenses and CWIP
is not always clear cut, but is critical to the CWIP calculation.

Q. What is the effect of classify more or less expenses as CWIP?

A. The more money that is applied to CWIP, the higher Grain Belt's fair market
value.

Q. Will lower CWIP result in lower fair market value?

A. Yes.

Q. Are there any more unknowns?

A. Yes. I believe one of the biggest unknowns in estimating the property tax bill
during construction is the fact that the final assessments are done at a local level, not at
the state level during the CWIP phase. The discretion of the local assessor comes into
play.

Q. Why is this an unknown?

A. Grain Belt can't possibly know at this point what the county adjustment
factors are.

Q. Why not?

A. These are determined locally in each individual county, at the discretion of the

local assessors during CWIP.

16
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Q. What assessment method will be used once the line is placed into service?

A. After the line is placed into service and Grain Belt can produce financial
statements based upon operation, the MSTC will calculate the fair market value of the
line using a combination of all three approaches: the cost approach, the income
approach, and the stock and debt market approach.

Q. Why the change in approach?

A. It is an MSTC requirement for calculating an electric company's fair market
value.

Q. What, exactly, do these approaches encompass?

A. The Project's fair market value will consider elements of Grain Belt's ongoing
financial statements.

Q. Can you explain the process?

A. Ttis very complex. A definition of the assessment approaches is provided at
Schedule LDI-2, Essentially, these are methods to calculate fair market value of utilities,
based upon complex calculations derived from the company's operating income, debt
structure and stock price.

Q. Are these techniques unigue to Missouri?

A. No. I was told by MSTC that these techniques are used by all states.

Q. Are you an expert in calculating fair market value using these various
approaches?

A. No. The MSTC office explained it briefly. The mechanics are very technical,
detailed and complex.

Q. Why does MSTC calculate fair market value under all three approaches?

17
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A. They are experts in assessing fair market values to utilities. Each calculation
result will be analyzed in detail, and used as a basis for a final value of the Project's fair
market value.

Q. Will results from more than one calculation sometimes play into the final
calculation?

A. Yes.

(). Can you describe in laymen’s terms how these approaches work?

A. In the most simplistic terms, the MSTC calculation of fair market value of a
financially strong company will be much greater than the fair market value of a
financially weak company, even if they have essentially the same type of property
covering the same number of miles.

Q. Are you suggesting that over time, if Grain Belt is a very successful
company financially, MSTC will place a higher fair market value on the line?

A. Yes.

Q. What if Grain Belt struggles financially? Will MSTC place a lower fair
market value on the line?

A. Yes.

Q. What is the end result of a lower fair market value on the line due to poor
financial performance?

A, Lower fair market value results in a lower assessed vatue which results in
lower property taxes paid by the property owner.

Q. What else will affect the fair market value of the line after it is placed in

service?

18
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A. Depreciation is one factor that will lower MSTC's fair market value
calculation. There are also other types of events that will affect the fair market value.

Q. Provide an example.

A. Changes in laws regarding the various tax credits for this type of Project and
for the wind farms in Kansas are examples. If these go away the Clean Line financial
statements could potentially be worse.

Q. How will the line be assessed once in service?

A. Initially CWIP is all the MSTC will have to base the fair market value
calculation upon, This is commonly referred to the as "the cost approach” for calculating
assessed values and will probably be the valuation approach used in the first year the
Project is in service.

Q. Will the CWIP approach be used every year for the project?

A. No. Once the line has been in operation for a year MSTC will use a
combination of the three assessment methods.

Q. Will Missouri receive property tax based upon the fair market value of
the entire line?

A, No. Missouri's fair market value share of the line will be apportioned
according to the overall fair market value of the Project, prorated based upon the miles
covered in Missouri,

Q. How will the line apportionment work?

A. The total proposed line is 750 miles and Missouri's proposed portion covers
205 miles. Most likely 27% (205/750) of the direct line's cost will be apportioned to

Missouri.
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Q. Will the Project's entire costs be prorated based upon miles?

A. No. If special property is located in Missouri, that property value will remain
in Missouri's calculation.

Q. Please provide an example,

A. Grain Belt has proposed a DC to AC converter station in Missouri. Ifit is
built, the value of that converter station will be totally apportioned to Missouri.
Similarly, none of the value of the other two converters will be apportioned to Missouri.

Q. Once the fair market value is determined, whether by the MSTC or
county assessor, how is the assessed value determined?

A. The next step depends on the type of property. The market value is reduced
by an Assessment Level Factor.

Q. What is that?

A. A factor applied to the final fair market value that determines the final
assessment of a particular property.

Q. What will be the assessment level factor for the transmission line?

A. The line will be classified as Commercial Real Property and will have an
assessment level factor of 32%.

Q. How does this factor affect the assessed value of the transmission line?

A. The fair market value is adjusted by the factor to determine the final assessed
level. In Grain Belt's case, since the line is classified as commercial property, the
assessed value will be 32% of the final fair market value calculation.

Q. Will the project be reassessed every year while in operation?

20
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A. Probably not. Normally, once the project is placed into service it will be
reassessed in odd-numbered-years like 2011, 2013, 2015 etc.

Q. Could the project be reassessed in even-numbered years?

A. Yes. If additional construction is performed and completed while in-service,
the Project could be reassessed in an even-numbered year.,

Q. We have discussed the process for calculating an assessed value. You
stated that the next component to calculating property tax is the taxing jurisdiction.
What is a taxing jurisdiction?

A. For this discussion it is an entity that levies property tax.

Q. What some are examples?

A. There are many which include, but are not limited to: The State of Missouri
and each Missouri county, city, town, municipality, ambulance district, fire district,
school district and so forth.

Q. What determines if a jurisdiction can collect a property tax from an
owner of real or personal taxable property in Missouri?

A. It's very simple. If the taxable real or personal property is located within a
taxing jurisdiction the owner will most likely have a tax liability to that jurisdiction.

Q. Do all jurisdictions levy tax on taxable property in their jurisdiction?

A. No. There are about 50 economic development zones in the state, located in
places where there is blight, unemployment, etc. In those areas, to attract employers, or
encourage employers fo expand, some property improvements are given tax abatements

for a period of years.
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Q. What if an owner does not have property within a particular jurisdiction
or it is an exempt jurisdiction?

A. The owner will not have a property tax liability to that jurisdiction.

Q. What is a tax levy?

A. A levy is a rate of tax per $100 of assessed value.

Q. How does the levy rate get set?

A. New tax levies and changes to existing levies requested by placing a question
on the ballot on Missouri election days. If approved by voters, the new levy is set. Ifnot
approved by voters no changes will be made to that particular levy.

Q. Do all taxing entities in a given jurisdiction have the same levy?

A. No. Usually the levy to the school districts is the largest. In Clinton county
Missouri, the school levies range from 4.1968 to 5.3461 and the Clinton county fire
district levies range from 0.2473 to 0.9852.

Q. How is the property tax calculated?

A, First, the final assessed value is calculated as (Property fair market value *
Assessment Level Factor).

Q. What is next?

A. The final tax due = (Assessed value * levy rate) / 100

Q. Why is the result divided by 100?

A. Levy rates in Missouri are expressed as a percentage for every $100 of
assessment,

Q. Can you provide a simple example?
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A. Sure. Suppose a property has a final fair market value of $100,000, it has a
commercial purpose and is subject to a levy of $5.00 (per $100 assessed value). The tax
would be calculated as: Final Fair market value of 100,000 * 32% = $32,000 assessed
value. The tax would be ($32,000 * $5.00) / 100 = $1,600 per year.

Q. Does the owner of the property pay each jurisdiction separately?

A. No. The county collector will create a single property tax bill for the owner
which contains tax due for every jurisdiction and levy applicable for the location of the
propetty.

Q. H two companies have essentially the same transmission line covering the
same distance in a given county, and traverse the same jurisdictions, will the final
assessed value be the same for those two essentially identical lines?

A. Probably not. The age of each line and the company's financial success or
failure will result in very different market values as determined by MSTC.

Q. Will the Grain Belt Project pay property tax to any incorporated city,
town or municipality in Clinton County?

A, No.

Q. Why not?

A. The Project does not enter any city, town or municipality limits.

Q. Are you saying the residents of these towns will receive zero tax revenue
from the Project?

A. Yes.

Q. Will the Project pay property tax to all school districts in Clinton

County?
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A. Based on the proposed route of the line, no. There are nine school districts
that levy tax in Clinton County. Only three will receive monetary benefit. The other six
will not,

Q. Are there any other taxing jurisdictions in Clinton County that will
receive ZERO tax benefits from the Project?

A. Yes.

Q. Will you identify the other taxing jurisdictions in Clinton County that
will receive zero tax benefits?

A. There are several which include special levies, road districts, ambulance
districts, fire districts, school districts and cities.

Q. Which Clinton County special levies will receive zero tax benefit from the
Project?

A. Grindstone watershed.

Q. Which Clinton County Road districts will receive zero tax benefit from
the Project?

A, Cameron Special Road and Cameron Voted Road districts.

Q. Which Clinton County Ambulance districts will receive zero tax benefit
from the Project?

A. DeKalb-Clinton and Cameron ambulance districts.

Q. Which Clinton County Fire district levies will receive zero tax benefit
from the Project?

A. Cameron, Easton, Edgerton, Holt, Lawson, Osborn and Stewartsville,

24



10

1

[r—y

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

(). Which Clinton County School districts will receive zero tax benefit from
the Project?

A. Cameron R1, Osborn R0, Lawson R14, Kearney R1, Smithville R2 and
Stewartsville C2,

Q. Which Clinton County cities, towns and municipalitics will receive zero
tax benefit from the Project?

A. Cameron, Gower, Holt, Lathrop, Osborn, Plattsburg, Trimble and Turney.

Q. How many taxing jurisdictions are there in Clinton County?

A. There are 42 taxing jurisdictions in Clinton County.

Q. How many jurisdictions are state or county wide and apply to all
property?

A. There are seven with a combined levy of 1.446 in 2013,

Q. How many other jurisdictions will receive a tax benefit from the project?

A. There are nine other jurisdictions that will tax receive benefit.

Q. Will those nine receive tax benefit for the entire 21 miles of the line?

A. No. They will only receive tax benefit for the structures located within their
jurisdiction.

Q. How many of the 42 jurisdictions will receive zero tax benefit from the
Project?

A. Of the 42 jurisdictions in Clinton county 26 jurisdictions will receive zero tax
benefits from the Project.

Q. Would you estimate that the majority of Missourians residing is Clinton

county will or will not receive tax benefits from the line?
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A. Clearly, the majority will not. Much of the population lives in the county's
cities, towns and municipalities.

Q. Is it reasonable to assume this illustration would apply to the other seven
counties on the proposed Project's final route?

A. Yes. Especially in Buchannan County where there is a major population
center in St. Joseph. The line will not be in the city limits of St. Joseph, hence no tax
benefit to jurisdictions solely located with the St. Joseph city limits. This concept applies
to all of the other population centers along the line.

QQ. Clean Line has responded to several data requests from the Alliance
regarding tax calculations, Do you agree with the assumptions in their calculations?

A. No. The documents we received stated that their calculations assume the
"cost approach" will be used. Their estimates in the data requests are also limited to the
first year of operation. But even if they were able to accurately estimate the amount of
property taxes in the first year of operation, that value would not be meaningful in the
years thereafter.

Q. Do you think Grain Belt can accurately estimate property tax liabilities
during CWIP?

A. No, not based upon my preceding testimony.

Q. Can Grain Belt accurately estimate the taxes they will pay after the first
year of operation?

A. No. Notat all. The office of MSTC said repeatedly it was IMPOSSIBLE to
calculate future tax payments due to so many unknown variables during CWIP and the

in-service period. Most of the required variables simply cannot be known at this point.
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Rhetorically speaking, how can they know what their income, debt structure and stock
price, and negative environmental issues will be in the future? All of these are key
variables in the three valuation methods.

Q. What if Grain Belt and Clean Line are not publically traded companies?

A, It makes no difference in the approach. The calculations will use private
investor equity in the same manner it would calculate fair market value using public
investor equity.

Q. If future income, debt capitalization and stock price data is not available
today, how can Grain Belt possibly estimate their Missouri property tax bill in
future years?

A. They cannot accurately estimate their tax bill in future years. Both MSTC
staff members that I spoke with said it is IMPOSSIBLE at this point to calculate a tax
assessment on this project after it has been placed into service, beyond the first year,
because the financial information they use to assess the property is simply not available
today.

Q. Did the MSTC state this more than once?

A. Yes. Both Rosella and Randy repeatedly stated it is impossible at this point to
calculate the future tax liability of the Project because of so many unknown variables.

Q. Do you think it is misleading for Grain Belt to state that their tax benefits
to Missouri will be based upon the cost approach and only discuss the first year of

operation?
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A. Yes. Itis very misleading. I explained previously that once placed in service
the CWIP cost approach will only be used for one year at best. And for reasons discussed
earlier, even the estimate for that first year will probably be inaccurate,

Q. Does that complete your testimony on the issue of the taxation of the
Grain Belt project?

A. Yes, it does,

1. MISCELLANEOUS DOCUMENTS

Q. Turning then to the last major topic of your testimony, please describe
what is shown at your Schedule LDL-3.

A. Schedule LDL-3 consists of the documents which Grain Belt has cited as their
authorization from the County Commissions in the eight counties where the line will be
built to construct the line over the public roads of those counties. [ am told that this
authorization is issued under Section 229.100 of the Missouri statutes, and is sometimes
referred to as a franchise.

Q. Please describe what is shown at Schedule 1.LDIL-4.

A. The franchises at Schedule LDL-3 were issued in 2012. Schedule LDL-4
consists of documents issued by five of the eight County Commissions after they issued
the franchises back in 2012. As shown by these documents, those five County
Commissions have apparently changed their view about Grain Belt since the franchises
were first issued.

). How did you obtain the documents shown at Schedule LDL-4?

A. I personally contacted the five County Commissions, and asked for the

certified copies of the documents shown in that Schedule (with one exception). The
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documents in Schedule LDL-4 are true and accurate copies of what they sent to me in
return. The one exception is the last document in that Schedule, which was sent directly
from the Caldwell County Commission to our attorney.

Q. Please describe what is shown at Schedule LDL-5.

A, Schedule LDL-5 consists of documents concerning eleven organizations we
are aware of which complained of being listed as a supporter of Grain Belt. There may of
course be more that we have no knowledge of.

Q. Finally, what is shown at your Schedule LD1.-6?

A. Schedule LDL-6 consists of an article which appeared last month in Rural
Missouri, which is a newsletter published and distributed by the Association of Missouri
Electric Cooperatives.

This particular article discusses traditional and renewable sources of energy used
by the Cooperatives. While it recognizes that renewables have a place in the mix, it also
points out two of their chief drawbacks: the lack of reliability, and the relatively high
cost. To quote from the article:

At some point, the wind stops blowing and the water behind the
dams gets too low for power generation. Solar power is getting a lot of
press these days, but eventually the sun sets and solar panels stop working,

For every watt of renewable power you use, there has to be an

equal amount of electricity waiting to take over should these intermittent

power sources stop. You wouldn’t be happy waiting on an operating table

if the only power source was wind or solar.

Renewables also are much more expensive. This is the chief
reason renewable energy is a smaller piece of the power-supply mix.

Q. Does that conclude your testimony?

A. Yes, it does.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of the Application of Grain Belt Express
Grain Belt LLC for a Certificate of Convenience and
Necessity Authorizing it to Construct, Own, Operate,
Control, Manage, and Maintain a High Voltage, Direct
Current Transmission Line and an Associated Converter
Station Providing an interconnection on the Maywood-
Montgomery 345 kV Transmission Line

Case No. EA-2014-0207
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AFFIDAVIT OF LOUIS DONALD LOWENSTEIN

STATE OF MISSOURI )
) SS
COUNTY OF CLINTON )

Louis Donald Lowenstein, being first duly sworn on his oath states:
1. My name is Louis Donald Lowenstein.

2. Attached hereto and made a part hereof for all purposes is my Rebuttal Testimony,
submitted on behalf of the Missouri Landowners Alliance.

3. I hereby swear and affirm that my answers contained in the attached testimony to the

questions therein asked are true and accurate to the best of my knowledge, information
and belief, and that the documents in the attached Schedules truly and accurately

represent what they purport to represent.

Louis Donald Lowenstein
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Chapter 2—Original Assessment

12C8R 30-2 ﬂSB

‘Fitde 12--DEPARTMENT OF
REVENUE
Divkion 30—8tate Tiw Commissia
Chapter 2— Oxigimal Assessment

12 CSR 30-2.010 Appeak from the
Departmient of Revenue or State Collector
o Revenue

{Rezcinded July 16, 1979

AUTHORITY: secion 138,430(1), RSMo
1969, as amenided by Laws af Mo, 1978 5.8
o6l seorion 1, gffective dug. 13, 1978, Thix
wrsion of rule fled Aug. 7, 1975, effecrive
Aup. 17, 1975, Rescinded: Fiked April 13,
1979, effecive July 16, 1979

Fllsworth Freight lires, Inc. v Miwouri
thghway Reciprocity Commission. 568
SW2d 32 (Mo, banc 1978). Trucking com-
panies secking mfund o mosor vehicle regis-
paion fres ma edrRinst adiinisparive reees
des before seeling judicid redew, degite
wseion by companies «f Jederal righs”
virlation,

John Cakin Manar Inc. v. Aylward, 327
SWad 59 (1974). White the decixions o the
ST ConuRission are Suhfed 16 pidicial rviews
Hle circuit rourt does sotf have tie quikiodty
© substipae i opinkn as o walue for the
epitient «f Hie admdnEIRie ageany upon
Feconf evideance wnder which diferent conctu-
Foa ndpht be drawn inthe exercise of admin-
istruive divcrerion,

5. Lowis County v. State Tay Compgssicn,
S8 SWA 446 (1974), Court here adhered ¥
die peneral riife that technionl rules of plead-
g are Aot appled to applications for refef
fted with the Sate Tav Commdssion and if a
petdion faidy preseus fie claimed ermor or
Hepality & witl be deemed sufficient for tie
Jurpose,

Srate ex rel. Wilson Chevrolet, Inc. v
Wiken, 332 SW2d 867 (1966). Upon appeal
From a decision of a loal board of equalia-
gon & the Seite Tax Conpdision, the hearing
is de novo as a conrested case with a record
recessurily made of fle aidonce adduced
@l of which decisgon of the State Tax
Commission wpon such appeal, o judicial
miew mxay be had.

Qp. Atty. Gienr, No, 33, {hte (4-20-78). The
Sute T Commission has the saulory
auhority 1o appoiy hearing exariness for
conducting dutiaf invesigarions and making
advisory recommimendations in appeals taken
der secdon 1I843002), RSMo (1969,

12 C8R M-L611 Compktion of Fornys by
Assessors to be Used In Original
Assesment by the State Tax Comumission

PURPOSE: This rule sets fonh procedures to
be used by assessors in the corpletion of
Joras for oripinal asesyney B He conimis-
sion,

{1} Unless otherwise provided, cach aisessor
in the state shall tinete onp Form 30,
Schedule 14 the market value «f property
owned by each rzitroad, telearaph, telephone,
express conpary and other siadlar public
wlility comorations, compenics and firms
(fervands referred to as compamy) deing
husiness within his/her juredidion.

(2} Exch agesor in e state shall provide a
bredadown of e market value and assess-
et of red estae held by each company
within his/her prisdidtion oa Form 340,
Schaduie 15,

{3) Fach asesar in the state shall provide a2
breakdown of @e pudket value and assess-
merd of motor vehicles held by each compa-
ry within hissher jurikdiction on Form 38,
Schedule 16.

4} These forme shatt be oompleted by each
assessor per e atendant instrections aed
retifnad o G repedive COMpany, (UMY
clerk and state tax commdssion eon, or before
Aprnit 20 of cach war,

AUTHORITY: secdons 138.320, 138.420(1)
amd (2), R¥Mo 19947 Original rule fled
Dee. 13, 1983, effecthe March 12, 1984
Emergency amendment filad Nov. 14, 1989,
effective Dee. 31, 1989, sxpied Feb, 2. 1990,
Anwnded: Flled Nov. 14, 1989, effecie Rh
25, 1990,

Ceriginal quthoriny: LI I RN 1, Geendad 1945
ad LR 43N} ad @, KMo 190, csasdal 1945,
FAEF, UTE, TS, 198

12 CSR 30-2.015 Uidley Property to he
Assessed laocaBy amd by the State Tax
Comnidssion

PURPOSE: This rule sets forth that rairpad
and utifry pmperty which is o be aswssed by
the focal assessor and that propersty which is
afginaly awessed by the siae av commis-
fiA

(1) The real and tangible pemonal propenry of
waier codmpanke s, gas distribution companies,
cable televisibn companies amd rum] clectric
ooperativs K to be agessed by the lodsl
aSSeSS0F FOr g Valoreht 13X purposes,

(23 The real and tangibk pesonzl popety of
rzilread conpanics is 1o he asessed as fok
lowss for ad wilorem tax purpases:
{A) The kwal awesoor will assess--

1. Construction work in progress;

2. Materials and supplics;

3, Motar vehicles;

4. Office furniture, offiee equipnwnt,
of fice fixtures,

5. Office taibings, warhousces,;

&, Roundhouses, workshops;

7. lard and buildings mol assesed as
digeitutzble propeny; snd

8. Comnmunication cquipment not wed
in the movement of passeapers and freight;
and

{B) The siate X commission will originak

by assess—

l. Rzil, ballast, thes, switches, switchiag
eeEpnIcnt;

3. Roslbed, superstuctuere, bridoes,
trestles, culverts,

3. Railmad right-oFway, teased milrad
tines, depots, vater tanks and turntables;

4. Rollieg stock, eapines, hard cams;

5. Communicion oquipment wsod in
the mavement of resseagers and freight; and

6. Ary other popery wed directly in
the mavenent of pessenpres apd freight

{3} The real and {znpibl pemons] prope ity of
tefophone and teiegraph companies is to be
asessad @ follows for ad walorm tax pae-
PSS

(A The boa asesor will assess—

1. Motor vehicles;

2, Copstruction work in progress;

3. Mateehals and supplies:

4. Office Rarpiture, office equipnent,
of five Tixgures;

5. Office buildings and Tand,

6. Land held Dr futire use;

7. Buildings used proafomimantly to
heasse Yocal property and himd;

8. Workshops, warchouses aid land; and

3. Work oquipnent and other peretal
equipmeat; apd

{H} The state tax commission will origina-
by asscss—

1. Centrat office cquipnient.

2. Sigton apparstus and 360N Conmo-
tons;

3. Larpe private branch exchanges;

4. Poks, bines, cshle, wine, oonduit,
casements there for ardd rishts-of-way;

5, Microwave towers and sifes;

6. All buildings usad prodominantly for
housing  disuributsble equipment and hnd
assaciated with dre buildings; and

7. Any other equipatent diredtly used in
the pravision of tclephone or telepraph ser-
vice.

Jrson Kanoer
Secertyev of Snde

(M 3y

CODE OF STATE REGULATIONS

Schedule LDL-1
Page 2 of 6



VRN

Divislon W--State Tax Conemisdon

05

{4) The real and tanpisle personal property of
pipcline companics is to be asassed & fol-
bwes for ad valorem (A purpeses:

{A¥ The Incal assessor will assess—

I. Motar vehicles;

2. Comstruction work i JEORFESS;

3. Maeriak and supplies,

4, Office furniure, office ¢quipment,
ofice fixbres;

5. Land held for future use;

6. Commimication oquipment zot used
for coatmsl of the moenent of gaseous or lig-
wid products;

7. Wodishops, office bhuillings, ware-
howkes, storzge tanks, loading and unloading
Faeilitios; amd

8. Land assoclated with other locally
assgssed property; and

{B) The gate tax copmission wilh originst-
Iy assess—

I. Field lines, bire pipe and fittings;

2. Conpressor stadion equipment aosd
buildines,

3. Pumping cquipmend and buildings;

4. Mcaauring amd regulating oquipme nt
and housing huldings;

3. Communicxtion equibmen used for
ootl of tramspartaton of gas or ligaekd
products; and

6. Lamd amd right-of-way associatad
widh other distibatable property.

{5) The real and tanpble pesons! poperty of
cieotric companics s © be assessad = fol-
bws for af velorem tax purposcs:

(A} The Focal wsossor will assess—

1. Motor vehicles;

2. Constraction woIk in {Fogress;

3. Maenalk and supplies;

4. Office farpkure, office equipment,
of fice NxXEFes;

5. Coal piles, nuclear fuel,

6. Land held for Rature use;

7. Worlshops, warchouses, office build-
mps and penetating plant structures;

8. Commumication oquipmeont not used
for controd of generation and distribution of
TRt ;

$. Roads, railmads and bridaes;

0. Reserwsirs, dans aud waterways,;
afwl

1. Lard associated with other locally
wsessxd property alf generating plant land;
and

(B} The Fa tax conenission will original-
Iy asssis—

I. Boiler plant oquipment, wrbogeners
i unifs amd generagors,;

2, Station cquipment;

3. Fowers, fixtures, poles, ootductors,
eotduit gransforne s, sarvices and mofers;

4. Substation ocquipment, fenoes;

n % {2 CSR 20-2—DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE

5. Right-of-vway;

6. Remwor, rezctor plint equipment
oanling owers,

T. Communickion aquipment usad for
oontol of geacration and  disenbution o
porwet; and

8. Laml ssociatad with distributsble
prope iy,

{6 The real and tangible persond propeny of
comnercial airemft pot owned by an airkine
cohipany B o be sssessed @ follows lor ad
Vlarepr 12X piposes]

{A) The taeer of oommercisl airerzft nedt
owned by an airline company, Bereinafier
refermed to as owner, shall male the olaim of
commercial alroadt upon submibsion of their
persona] propenty Hat to the assessor;

By Clims by ganers, o cither the State
Tax Commission of the Zscssor, heing made
after May 1 but belore Septeavber | will be
nccsad by the Stae Tax Commbsion;

{CYy The owner mest nodify their obunty
aiseesor that they witl be making 2 claim of
commercial sienft oul of tme and provide
proof of such o the Staee Tax Conmission;
anul

(D} Clainw by & taxpayer flad for omiged
propenty for prior yoars will not be processed
twy the State Fax Commision ard the sircraft
will e assessed by the wunly assessor,

AUTHORITY: sections 138 410, 138,420, and
Chapters 151 and 153, RSMs 2000.%
Oripinl rule filed Dec. 16, 1985, effeciive
May I, 106 Ameaded: Filed Aug. 10,
2012, sffecdve Feb. 28, 20013,

g bnel aachoricys 1IR4R), RS0 1209, arendad FRS,
FaER, FsE 1IN, R¥Mo BIIP, amandsf 98, B
aid Chapems 130 amRd LVT e dhr Revbred Saseures ef
Mlircurt QXX

12 CSR 30-2.046 ABocation of Unit Value

PURPOSE: This rule sely fordt a precie
methed for the allocation of the unit vakee of
alf oripinally aseessoble companies operating
in Missouri.

(1} The urét vatue of e following originadly
assessable companks operding in Misouri
will be allocated o Missoun using the schad-
whe of awoounts & prescried on e commis-
sions’  Agpregate Statement of Taxzble
Property in acconfance with the factois st
forth in this wle:

(A} Bridge Conpanies, The valuation alio-
cated © Missourn should be hased on de fol-
[oswing faotnr:

|, The ratiy of linear foct of the bride
wwl Bs approaches within the stafe (o the

citire length of he ridge and is approsh-
(<

{B) FElectric Compandes. The valuation
allocatd to Missnuri should be based on e
following factors and pencentags weiphts:

I. The ratios of eMal grss pland in scr-
vice, total med pland in service, toal opeabng
evenues and fot operating income w ghin Sic
state ¥ the agorepate smouns of thoee Boers
of the cleotric company. Thess factors an
assigned the following percentape weiphts:

Factor Wekht

A, Gross plant in service 30%;

B. Net plant in service 30%;

C. Total operating rovenies 20%:
and

B Net operating inoome 20%;

() Natral Gus Pipeline Coapanies. The
valwstion afleatad © MBsouri should be
based on the folbywing factors and percentage
weights:

1. The ratis of gross pland B senvioe,
net plant in service and miles of pipe {&ch
equivalert) within tie stete o the aggrepat
amount of these faceys of the natuml gas
pipcline company, These factons are sssigned
the following perocntage weights for the 1998

tax year:
Factor Mbight
A. Gross plant s service 43%;
B. Nt plant in sepvioe 43%;

and

C. Milkzs of pipe {Inch oquivakerty 4%,

Bepinning in G 1999 &y year, the fwors
will be assignad the following peroentage

wieights:
Factor Weight
AL Gross pland in service 454,
B Net plant in sevice d5%;

arwd

C. Miks o pipe (inch oquivalent}y (0%

Iy Prochcts and Liguid Pixcline Com-
panics, The valustion allocated © Missouri
shearkd e basad on the following factors and
pereendzpe weights:

L. Ratios of gross plant in service and
miles of pipe {inch cquivalent) amd barrel
milcs within the state o the aporepaie smount
of Giese factors of the company. These fackrs
are assigrad the following percentzpe weighis
for the 1998 tav year:

Factor Weight
A. Gross plant in serviee £33
B. Miles of pipe {inch oquivalent  15%;
and

C. Bagel Miles 25%.

Repinning in the 1999 Gx year, the fackrs
will be assigned the following percentng
weights:

CODE OF STATE REGULATDNRS

(BA3) Jason Kanoer
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Chapter 2—Original Assessment 12CSR 302
Fador Welght  company These fectors am asigned the Bl- {1y The commbsion will deiermine the
A, Gioss plant in servios 05 brwing perocntzge weiphis: statewide averape rak of property taxes levied
B. Miles of pipe {inch cquivalent) 105 Factor Weight for the procading year from report filad by
and A. Gross pant in service G0 the raifmad and street mailway companics
C. Barrel Mies 0%, B. Total operating revenes W5, operding wihin the staie. This information
{E}y Radroad Compagics. The waluation C. Net ofk:l‘ating‘irm‘_\ﬁmc <. Will be filked with the Director of Revenue

alicated to Missoun shoukl be baged on an
arihnectic mean of the folowing ratios:

L. Ratic of operated milkeage {excludim
trackage rights) within the gae to the sl
aeerzied mileage of the milroad company;

2, Rativ of locomotive and car miles
wihin the state to the total locomotive amxd
car ks of the rallvad company,

3. Ratio of railway opeming revenue
wihin the staee to the 0l riiway oporating
mevende of e raiirost comprny;

4. Ratic of ton miles of revenue freight
within the state © the ©tal ton miles of rey-
cnie freight of the milmad company;

5. Ratio of revenue Treight ons otiginal-
ing and terminating within the state & the
total reveaue freight tons oriinating and ter-
ntinading of the railmal company; sod

6. Ratic of umdeprocisted vestment in
mxd within the sawe to the total amount of
enklepre ciated Brvestment in mad of the rail-
oad company,

(F} Termiml Raifroml Compapics, The
value alkeatad 10 Missouri should e based
o an arithmetc mean of the foliowing Rbos:

I. Ratio of operatad mikage {excluding
gackage rights) within the date (o the otal
apematzd mileage of the terminal raiffosd
orvpany; and

2. Raticr of undepreciviod mvestment o
mal within the gae o the total anwuM of
wrleprecidal investnent in road of the ter-
minal railroad company,

((h Telecomnunicatons Companies, The
waluation allocated to Missoud should he
hesod on te fodlowing factors and percontape
vrichts:

{. The mtos of gross plant in service,
tal operating resenues and Rol operating
income within the state © the apprepate
anouns of tese fatews for the telocommiu-
ricaions conpanmy. The factors are assignod
the following percentage weights:

Factor Weipln
A Gross plant in servioe 0t
B. Total operating fevemles R,
anl

C. Net operating inoome o 3o

({H} Telkephone Companics. The walustion
albseated to Missoan should be based on e
Brilowing factors and percentape weights:

I. The ratios of gmss pland In sorvice,
wal operatirg rewenus and el operating
ncone within the state & the spprogsic
amount of these factors for fdie tclephone

and

(I} Private Car Companics, The valuation
allocated to Missourni should be hased on the
following ratios:

1. Ratio of iotal mideage within the stale
£ the tlal milesge of de privade car conpa-
[F

2. Ratio of ©otal loaded mileage within
the state (o the tof] loaded milrase of the pri-
vite Car company; snd

3. Ratio of time spent within e st (o
e total annusl Bme of e privade car com-
frany.

AUTHORITY: sections 138,420, 151.030 and
151 060}, RSMo 1994.% Thiv rule was previ-
ousy fifed as 12 CSR 30-1,016. Original mde
fled Dec. 2, 1986, dffective fune H, 1987,
Awended: Filed Sept. 15, 1987, offective
Dec. 31, 1987, Epuwrpeney amendmeni fFed
Novw P4, T989, gffecrive Dec. 31, 1989,
expired Feb. 2, 199%). Amended: Flled Mov
14, 1989, sffecrive Febh 25, 1990, Amended!
Fited May 14, 1993, gfvcrive Jan, 13, 1994,
Amended: Flled May 13, 1997, dfeqive Mov
&), 1997,

Sripisal curhiaty: LIR.43% RSMo 198, anedad
FHER, D40, Pedec FX) O BaxMa PRFD aaeadkd 1S,
P ord O RSMa OB, axandad PO, M,
ey,

12 CSR 102017 De Mininds Lowk of
Assesed Valuation of PriFate Car Coemn-
panles

(Rescimdad May 3G, 20003

AUTHORITY: sechons 137.022 aid 137.023,
RSMo 1994, Orighwsf rule fled May 17,
1924, effective Sepr. 30, 1924, Rescinded:
Filed Sepr. 20, 1999, effective May 30 XkX).

12 CSR 30-2.018 Methad of Admindsba-
ting the Ad Valorem Taxation of the Private
Railcar Industry and Applying for the
Freipht Line Commny Tax Credt

PURPOSE: This rule seiv forsh the precise
method of administrating the ad voloren §1x
Jor the private railcar fndustry and te pro-
cedure jor appiving for the sy cwedll for clbi-
pible expenses.

along wifh the cumend year’s taxably dis-
tibuitzhle ascssad valuabon of cach freieht
line conpamy on or before e first of
October. [n addidon, this eport shall include
the cumrent toal main line track mileage of
the raiboad and steet rrilway conpanics
within each county © the aggrepate total of
the gat, Thi repont witl also include the fol-
irrving information:

{AY Name ani mailing address of exch
freight Hine onmpany;

{B} Asscssad waluzton of the distrinatable
popery for cach FrRight line company,;

{C} Stawide average mte of property
taxes leviad the procoeding year; aml

(D} Amount of ad wilerem tax due from
cach freight line company.

{2y Each freight line company applying for
the tax cradit suthorized in subsection
13710084, RSMo, shall sutmit z compleied
Form 30, Schedule 1, Scheduk 37C, and
Schedube 20PC o the State Tax Commision
on of before May ¢ of the tax year for which
the credit & sought, amd po such credit shal
be given © any company filiag the foras after
that date. The nwthod for determining
whether the Drm is submited wihinthe tine
prscribed by His rule will be the same
method vsad for determining the timcline s of

complaints  Aled wieh  the Stte Tax
Commission as set out in 12 CSR 30-
301Ny,

{3} In any year in which the general assembty
appopriates  insufficient Rnds v fully
Rnance the tax cradit authorizad o subsedlion
137.1018.4, RSMa, the St Tax
Commission, basad upon the funds apprpri
ated, shali aflocate the cradit proportionately
among the freight lines tinely rguesting de
tax cradit for that year. The tax credit cah
irdividual freight line conpamy will receiwe
shatl be calaulated by mulliplying the per-
cenafe that cach compmeuy’s cleim (ot (o
excecd their tax liability} repress of e
total credit cliims of &lb freight line compa-
ates (who tmely submittad the required form
and senedule for tha tax year; multiptied by
the antount of Tunds actually appropristed for
that tax yosr

AUTHORITY: sectien 137 1018, RSMa Supp.
08 and section 137102, RSMo XK.
Original rule filed Sepl. 20, 1909, effecire
May 30, 2000. Amended: F¥od April 28,

Jason Kenoes
Secretury of Site

{1/2313)
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Divislon M—S8tate Tax Commisglan

%sn 12 CSR 30-2-DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE

7

IR, fecrive Nov 30, 2009,

‘Oripinal custordy: 137 KR8 RSAMD 1999, armded
A0 ard LIF XEE, RSMo 1999,

12 CSR 30-2.820 (xviglnal Asesanent by
State Tax Caenundssion and Appeals
(Reainded September 14, 1984)

AUTHORITY: secdon 138,420, R§Ma 1978,
Original ride flod Aup. 7. 1975 Amended:
Fied Awg. 15, 1983, offecrive Nov 14, 1983,
Rescindad: Fed April 23, 1984, sffaive
Sepr. 14, 1984

p. Afty. Gen. No. 88 Lehr (2-28-75). The
Saute Fav Commission hay the authority @ud
i obligaed o cqualize the assesswwnis of
property among the wirksus counties and the
Ciry of S1. Lowds pursuant te secrionn 138,090,
RSMo, and has the duty 1o order awy county
i which valaations of property are belmw 33
1735 of true value & waise Hie walwirions of
property & 33 13% of tne walue and i
onder any county Inwhich valuations of prop-
eFry are above 33 123% of true wilue o lover
die valwatin of sich properry fo 33 1035 of
rue valw. The Ssire Tax Commission has re
AUFIOTIY & £QUai1e (he GSSEsSmeants wwong
varipus parels of propesty wilhiin a county as
sech, i sdividual assessments can be
mrsed oy lowered pursuant m sections
138 380, 138340, and 1318. 470, RSMo. The
Sare audipr has so authorey to cempel e
Stare Tax Commission v require We oqual-
Eaténe of assesswiehls wrong the various
conities of e Ciry of 81 Louis ar 33 1735
o trus vibie,

12 C5R 30-2.021 Orkginal Asesanant by
State Tax Commission and Appeals

PURPOSE: This rule sets o precise method
For appealing find decisions o the Sufe Tax
Congnission as we gards public wiifties and
thase SpAVers comming under e original
awesavient of die conunission.

(1} Every railmad, telegmph, telephone,
express company and other and similar pub-
Ho utility comporations, companies and Arms
(afeerwards referred (o as conpany) doing
badsess in Misoari, uniess otherwise pro-
vifed, shall proceod before the State Tax
Commission as follows:

{A) Fach company shall fik g5 neport with
the State Tax Conenisdon on or befare April
L of cach year, Upon receipt of §ie report, the
comnission shall wrify a (citafive assess-
ment to the company. The commision shell
st a dale upon which an informal hearing
will be conducied for the company. At the

heaning, the company shall be permited to
submi & the comnission evidenoe and
exhbits indicative of e value of the subject
propeny,

(B) Subsequent to the proceadings sct out
in subsection {1WA), fe commission shall
centify a final ascssment (o the company.
The commision shall have the zutwrity to
amend a certifiod final assessment which it
deens 1o he ¢roneus, oF pURURR O eaion
155.040.3, RSMo, certify the value of conr
me i airemit mt ownad by an aifdiee coar
pany, but po such amendment of centfvation
shall be made after Scptember | of the ax
year s question. Suchemonsous asseisments
shatl not inclede disagoemends over valua-
tion, clissification, or exemption, which
nutst be addressad thmough the appeal pro-
ws. Upon receipt of the final ascsment,
the conpany, if dissatidied, shall file a petic
tbn for & hearing, which shall ke decided
s a contested case, afer hearing on the
recond;

) The peBiion shall be directad o the
State Tax Commissiea. I shall state the the
appeal is from the oripind  assessment
enterad by Gie commission; the dale of the
assessment; the nane of the xpayer appeal
ing; the businss addrets of & taxpayer o
which notice of hearing may be mailed; a
brief statemicat of why the commission
should change of modify the oniginal assess-
ment; and a brief statemen of the relicef to
which complainat mazy feel eatitked, The
petition shalt he sworn e by the complimnt
of hisfer sdtomey;

(I} The pebtion for reheanng shall be
fed ot pere Gan thiny (303 davs after the
compaRy  recckes notice of the original
wsessment. The petitin shall be served spon
the comwmission by delivery, personslly, to
a#ny comaibsions or to the secretary of the
commision or ty regiterad mail, podage
prepald, addrssed © die Stae Tax Commi-
sion at Jeffeson CRy, Missowri, TT personai
service is made, it masy be proven by the =i
davie of any pesson competend to testify o by
the official cepifieate of 2y officer aufiio-
fized urder the taws of Missouri 1o execule
process. If the petkion is seorwed by mail, it
shall be filed & of the date of it delivery by
the postal suthorities, & the offioe of the
State Tax Coawmissioa in Jeffecson City
Missouri;

{E) Discovery in appeals shall he as in
other conteserd cases pursdant & 12 C5R 30-
3.040;

{F} An sssistant attoracy generail witl assist
thr conmiission at e hearing and in prepar-
irg the deckion. The commission’s staff
sttomeys will assist commission staflin pre-
sentation of the case; amd

{G) The Sute Taxy Commission shafl set
the matter for hearing &t the office of e
State Tax Commission, Jefferson City,
Missouri, within a reasorable dme afier dat,
and notify the complzinant and the proper
state officer of the date. The rotce shall he
given © the complainant by fistclas nal,
postage prepaid, addressed to the come
plainant’s plice of budress ag given the pati-
tion fiked.

AUTHORITY: secdon 138,420, REAo 2004, ¢
Qrignal rule filed Dee. 13, 19583, effectw
March 12, 1984, Amemded: Filed Dec. 20,
MW, gffective June 30, X8,

*righaa! machoniy: LIS SND RN 19, asvaded
P8y 2927, 1eRA

12 CSR 34-2.030 Appeals from the Local
Board of Equalization
(Rescindad Manch 12, 1984)

AUTHORITY: seqion 1318.43), KMo 1978
This version o rule filed Aug. 7, 1975, effec-
rve Aug. I7. 1975, Amendad: Filed June 10
1976, effrciye Sepr. 11 1974, Amended:
Filed Jan. 30, 1978, effecrive May I, 1978,
Amended: Filad Aprif 12, 1979, effecive July
16, 1979, Amended: Fikd Qct. 1, 1973
effecave Jun 12, 1980, Amended: Filed Jeri,
14, 1980, effecrye April 14, 1980 Amended:
Fllad Aprl 10, 1981, effeciive July 13, 1081,
Amended: FAled May 13, 1982, effective Awg.
13, 1982, Rescinded: Filed Dec. 13, 1983,
effecive March 1}, 1954,

Ricknrond Heights v Board of Equalization
aof 5. Louis County, 586 SW2d 338 (Mo.
banc 1979}, Property ovongr on appeal 1o die
boant of equabizatipn received o Feduction in
asgesspient. City attempted & gppeal » die
Ssare Tax Cenvnission and sought chewit
cotert appeal from He board's reasesenent
and from Sxte Tay CommBsion’s refisal to
aecept appeal of board reasessment. Held,
prxceednigs befree boards of equalizaton are
not Cheapter 530 “vonsgested cases,” and so
are aot appeakible by the city & et court
under section 536,100, RSMo. Skice diere is
A0 EPFESS stafitary provisioa 1o allow city s
appaaf & the State FTax Comvnission from
board’s  reassessment, dty iy bound Iy
hoartf’s deternination.

Op. Aiy. Gen. No. 292, Stute Tax
Conwnisdon of Misouri (9-16-84}. Neither
a courey, i offcer of die court aar a school
districs has a right 0 appeal o the Sute T
Congrission from a decision of @ county
board of equalizaiion, determining the
assessed vduarion of an hdividual propery.

3
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Chapter 2—Original Assessment

12CSR 30-2

Op. Agy. Gen. Na. 27, Ewns (1H-21-30). A
kagnayer may appeal frons the assessmens of
@ COouRly assessyr to the cowny hoard of
equaliarion ard fromm thedr decision 0 rhe
Sare Tav Commission, A raypayer kas no
rght of appeal fron the assessment of county
asgessor dincetly to the Sate Tax Commisson,

2 €S8R 30-2.046 Prehearning Procodures
Rescinded March 12, 1984)

AUTHORITY: section 138430, RSho 1978,
Original rile filed April 12, 1979, effectiw
July 16, 1979. Rescinded and readopred:
Filad March 12, 1980, cffective April 14,
1980, Amendnd: Filed April B, 1981, effec-
gve July 13, 1984, Resciuled: Flled Dec. 13,
1983, gffecdve March 12, 1984

12 C8R 30-2.050 Interwenthon
{Rescimded March 12, 1984)

AUTHORITY Article X, secfion 14, Mo,
Const.  I945: secdons 138430 and
A36.062¢1), RSMo 1978, WL.B. Holdirg
Company v Sure Tav Commission, Cause
No. 28,985, Cole Counyy Cincrer Courr 1977,
Original rele filed fuly 14. 1977, effeaivw
1. 13, 1977, Amendad: Filed April 10,
1981, effective July 13, 1981, Rescnded:
Filed Dec. 13, 1983, sfppaiwe Marck 12,
1984,

12 CS5R 30-2.064 Discovery
(Rescinded March 12, 1984)

AUTHORITY! sevtions FI8A430 and 336,073,
RSMo 1978, Article X, section 14, Mo.
Const. 1945, Original rule filed April 12,
197, effective July 16, 1979, Regcindud:
Filal Dec. 13, 1983, gffeaive AMarch {2,
19584,

B2 CSR 302,065 Subpoenas
{Rescinded March 12, 1984)

AUTHORITY: sections 138,360 and 536,077,
RSMo 1978 Oriphal rule filed lan. 14,
1988, ffeaive April 14, 1980, Amended:
Filed April 183, 1981, effecdve July 13 1980
Rewinded: Fiked Dec. 13, 1983, gffeaive
March 12, 1984,

B CSR 36-2.070 Procodure: Motions and
Stipulations
{(Reseinded March 12, 1984)

AUTHORITY: section 138430, RSMo 1978,

Ardcle X, secdon 14, Mo, Censt. 1943
Original rul flied April 12, 1979, gfective
July 16, 197, Amended: Filed Aprd 10,
198, effecrive July 13, 1981 Rescinded:
Filed Dec. 13, 1983, gfecive Mawh 12,
1984,

Jrzon Kenoer {1EH3)
Szcrelacy of State

COOE OF STATE REGULANIOKS H
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Assessment Approach Definitions

Definition - Cost Approach to Property Assessment

Cost Approach - Technique - Summary definition - [AAO - International
Association of Assessing Officers
http://docs.iaac.org/media/Pubs/IAAQO _Glossary.pdf - page 42.

Cost Approach— (1) One of the three approaches to value, the cost approach is based on the
principle of substitution—that a rational, informed purchaser would pay no more for a property than
the cost of building an acceptable substitute with like utility. The cost approach seeks to determine
the replacement cost new of an improvement less depreciation plus land value. (2) The method of
estimating the value of property by: (a} estimating the cost of construction based on replacement or
reproduction cost new or trended historic cost (often adjusted by a local multiplier); (b) subtracting
depreciation; and, (¢) adding the estimated land value. The land value is most frequently determined
by the sales comparison approach.

Definition - Income Approach to Property Assessment

Income Approach Technique - Summary definition - IAAQ - International
Association of Assessing Officers
http://docs.iaao.org/media/Pubs/IAAO _Glossary.pdf - page 81.

Income Approach—One of the three approaches to value, based on the concept that current value is
the present worth of future benefits to be derived through income production by an asset over the
remainder of its economic life. The income approach uses capitalization to convert the anticipated
benefits of the ownership of property into an estimate of present value.

Definition - Stock and Debt Approach to Property Assessment

Stock and Debt Technique - Summary definition - IAAO - International
Association of Assessing Officers
http://docs.iaao.org/media/Pubs/TAAQ_Glossary.pdf - page 172.

A method of appraisal in which the liabilities and equity on a company’s balance sheet are valued to
yield a value for the operating assets (after non-operating properties are deducted). A substitute for
the sales comparison approach when sales are insufficient, as the total value of the various interest
positions (taken from stock and bond sale prices in the daily newspaper or elsewhere) when summed
provides a relatively objective indication of market value,

Schedule LDL-2
Page 1 of 1



GBX Response to MLA-01.Lawlor.Attachment 01
Page 1 of 16

COURYT ORDER AUTHORIZING IMPROVEMENTS
ALONG PUBLIC ROADS
" On this Er_d. day of August, 2012, Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC requests authority
from the Buchanan County Commission pursuant to Section 229.100 RSMo 2000 to construct,
erect, place, maintain, own and operate poles, lines, and other conduits, conductors and
associated structures and equipment for util_ity purposes through, along, across, under and over
the public roads and highways of the County of Buchanan, Missouxi.

The Buchanan County Commission may, pursuant to said section approve and grant such
authority as reasonably requested by Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC. The Commission
hereby grants the requested authority to Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC, and its successors
and assigns, subject to the condition that all current and future building permits, bonds, and fees
from the County be obtained and all rules and regulations of the Commission pertaining to such

facilities be observed by Grain Belt Express Clean Line, LLC.

Dated: August 23, 2012 Buchanan County Commission:

ﬁ-—-“‘

residng Commissioner

Hoffl Turnar

(’Y,f}a‘@h’*—z‘-_—————

Cominissioner
Y é /
ommissioner

Ron Hook

I hereby certify that this a true and exact copy of the original order filing in my office the 23rd
day of August, 2012,

Mapo (5 T
County Cldrk™ )
Mary Garvey

SCA,LD[-S,{Z ]




GBX Response to MLA-01.Lawlor.Attachment 01
Page 2 of 16

County Commission, Buchanan County, Missouri

STATE OF MISSOURL | July Term, 20 12 _
County of Buchanan, :
+ In tha County Commission of said County. onthe _2378 __ day of Augnst 20 12

the following, amoeng other proceedings, wera had, viz.: '

Now on this 23" day of August, 2012 the Buchanan County Commission hereby orders that pursuant to
Section 229.100 RSMo to execute an Agreement authorizing Improvements along Public Roads to
Grain Belt Express Clean Line, LY.C.

A copy which is attached hereto and ferms and conditions incorporated by reference.

Tt is so ordered.

[
vl A
Reyal Aurner

Presiding Commissioner

it

Dan Hausman
Fastern District Commissioner

4&/
n Hook %m
estern District Commissioner

STATE OF MISSOUH), ss
County of Buchanan, } )

of the Gounty Commission and for said County, hereby certity tha above and foregaing to be & true copy df tha proceedings
of sald County Convmission, on the day and year ahove wrilten, as the samé appears of rgcord, In my office. in Testimony
Whereof, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of sald County Comission at offica In the Court House in

St Joseph, MO, this __ 23rd .day of Aungust, . L2012

1, Mary Garvey . Clark
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Commissfon Mcetmg
Pirst Monday In February,
May, August and November

C.R, BUD MOTSINGER
Presiding Commissioner
Hamilton, MO 64644

DONNIE COX
Fastern District Commissioner
Braymer, MO 64624

Beverly J Bryant
Clerk to the Commisslon

GERALD McBRAYER
Westera District Commissioner

CALDWELL COUNTY COMMISSION

49 East Main, PO Box 67
Kingston, Missouri 64650
816.586,2571
816.586.3001 (fax)

Regular Mecting: Each Monday

On this i day of S?f , 2012, Grain Belt Bxpress Clean Line LLC requests authority from the Caldwell County Commission
pursuant to section 229.100 RSMo 2000 to construct, erect, place, maintain, own and operate poles, lines, and other conduits,
conductors and associated structures and equipment for utility purposes through, along, across, under and over the public roads and
highways of the County of Caldwell, Missourl,

The Caldwell County Commisston may, pursuant to said section approve and grant such authority as requested by Grain Belt
Express Clean Line LLC. The Commission hereby grants the requested authority to Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC, and its
successors and assigns, subject to the condition that al necessary permits from the Couunty be obtained and all rules and regulations of
the Comypission pertaining to such facilities be observed by Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC,
Dated: é O JA

Caldwell County Commission

—
Prgi)dmg Commlssmner

Cmmmssioner

Commissmnei j :

I hereby certify that this is a true and exact copy of the original order filing in my office the 5 day of b‘j}jp"'[ 52012,

County Clerk(

Seh LbL-3, p. 3




GBX Response to MLA-01,Lawlor.Attachment 0%
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02-2012

On this _/£ day of _, !“Z‘;L’ , 2012, Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC requests authority from
the Carroll County Commission pursuant to section 229,100 RSMo 2000 to construct, erect, place,
maintain, own and operate poles, lines, and other conduits, conductors and associated structures and
equipment for utility purposes through, along, across, under and over the public roads and highways of
the County of Carroll, Missouri,

The Carroll County Commission may, pursuant to said section approve and grant such authority
as requested by Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC. The Commission hereby grants the requestéd
authority to Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC, and its successors and assigns, subject to the condition
that all necessary permits from the County be obtained and al! rules and regulations of the Commission
pertaining to such facilities be observed by Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC,

Dated: 7-/4~/2

Carroll County Commission

; d-,igcin‘r@ner o
A
R L7

fqmmissioner )

; )
i S 1-/
::. (.f'}g’ﬁL ’_.‘/ ;ﬁ‘;élﬁ!”ﬂ -
{Commissioner -

A
I heyeby certify that this is a true and exact copy of the original order filing in my office the /’gﬂday of

A a1y ‘ 4
okl )]

Seb. 3, py
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On this 16™ day of July, 2012, Grain Belt £xpress Clean Line LLC requests authority from the
Chariton County Commission pursuant to section 229.100 RSMo 2000 to construct, erect, place,
maintain, own and operate poles, lines, and other conduits, conductors and associated structures and
equipment for utility purposes through, along, across, under and over the public roads and highways of
the County of Chariton, Missouri.

The Chariton County Commission may, pursuant to said section approve and grant such
authority as requested by Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC. The Commission hereby grants the
requested authority to Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC, and its successors and assigns, subject to the
condition that all necessary permits from the County be obtained and all rules and regulations of the
Commmission pertaining to such facilities be observed by Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC.

Dated: July 16, 2012

Chariton County Commission

Doy DNECl i

Presi ,gimg ﬁ_éJmmsssmner

/"" 4 (rzu«"—{ﬁ/

Eastefn District Commissioner

Waestern District Commissioner

I hereby certify that this is a true and exact copy of the original order filing in my office the 16" day of

July, 2012, :

County Clerk v

SC[l. LDL‘%) P 5
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On this ia'/”h’da‘,r of 5"‘“7 , 2012, Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC reguests authority from
the Clinton County Commission pursuant to section 229.100 RSMo 2000 to construct, erect, place,
maintaln, own and operate poles, lines, and other conduits, conductors and associated structures and
equipment for utility purposes through, along, across, under and over the public roads and highways of

the County of Buchanam, Missouri.
[ (,\t\!‘* CLanToR ﬁ%}&_

h!
¢ The Clinton County Commission may, pursuant to sald section approve and grant such authority
as requested by Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC. The Commission hereby grants the requested
authority to Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC, and its successars and assigns, subject to the condition
that all necessary permits from the County be obtained and ali rules and regulations of the Commission
pertaining to such facilities be observed by Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC.

Dated: 4[2 _7_/[:5 &

Clinton County Cam

(e L

Presiding Commlssioner \

I(L—é/ L)ﬁff‘(' ’H-

=
o KB
nmmlss9 ar

, hereby certify that this is a true and exact copy of the original order filing in my . ofﬁce the | 1 day of

\/)")(@ A 'IQ U(G/r.\&? =

County Clerk U

Sl Lbl-3 p ¢
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Monroe County Commission

00N, Main « Room 203 « Paris, MO 052751399 « 660-327-3107 » FAX 666-327-101Y

Mike Whelan l Mike Minor { Glenn E, Turner

Lastern District Presieding Western District

On this 30th day of July, 2012, Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC requests authority from the
Commission pursuant 1o section 229.100 RSMo 2000 to construct, evect, place, maintain, own and
operate poles, fines, and other conduits, conductors and associated structures and equipment for utility
purposes through, along, across, under and over the county maintained roads and highways of the
County of Monroe, Missouri,

The Monroe County Commission may, pursuant to said section approve and grant such
authority as requested by Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC. The Commission hereby grants the
requested authority to Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC, and its successors and assigns, subject to the
condition that all necessary permits frorn the County be obtained and all rules and regulations of the
Commission pertaining to such facilities be observed by Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC.

Dated: july 30, 2012

Monroe County Comimission
e

oy TF 3 O 1S,
x| ,,/zag_ 1 luu;t_— "
Mike Minor, Presiding Commissioner

o )

Mike Whelan, Eastern Commissioner

™

P . /./
/ s o
e, /f:é}?'%"'v N 7

/7’ N

e
Glenn E. Turner, Western Commissioner

Mhereby certifyjhat this is a true and exact copy of the original order filing in my office the Jé) day of

) - z

Sandra Francis, County Clerk

Sel. LbL-3, p.7
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INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT
TRANSMISSION LINE INSTALLATION & REPALR

This Intergovernmental Agreement is entered between Grain Belt
Express Clean Line LLC (hereafter referred to as “Constructor”) and
Ralls County (hereafter referred to as “County”} pursuant to
Section 70.220 RSMo. to grant Constructor permission to construct
and maintain utility lines and to grant access to the ground
surface only over certain of the county public roads and connected
rights of way, in Ralls County, Missouri.

Section 1. County grants Constructor permission to build and
maintain utility lines over the -ground surface only of certain of
the county public roads and connected rights of way in Ralls
County, Missouri.

Section 2. County grants Congtructor permission to access to
build and maintain utility lines over the ground surface only of
certain of the county public roads and connected rights of way in
Ralls County, Missouri. )

Section 3, County shall have no responsibility for the utility
lines which are owned by Constructor.

Section 4. Constructor shall provide advance notice to County
in advance of any construction activity and maintenance activity on
the subject ground surface only of certain of the county public
roads and connected rights of way that are the subject of this
Agreement.

Section 5. Constructor agrees to hold County harmless from any
and all damages resulting from the placement, construction,
maintenance, and operation of the utility 1lines, including the
payment of attorney fees, costs of litigation related to the
utility lines, the payment for any judgments entered against County
and all other costs and expenses related to the.utility lines.
Counsel for County shall be selected by County.

Section 6. Constructor agrees that it will construct and
maintain the utility lines at the level of industry standards
accepted at the time any construction or maintenance is performed.

Section 7. Constructor agrees to comply with any and all
federal and state laws and applicable regulations relating to the
construction, upkeep, maintenance and repair of utility lines as
they now exist oxr may exist during the life of the utility lines.

S.Qll' LDL- 3 . e 8
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Section 8. Constructor agrees to replace the road bed and road
surfaces and rights of way to the standard and condition of such as
required by County at the time that any work is commenced.
Constructor agrees to pay for any road work performed by County to
insure the quality of the road bed and rights of way are returned
to their pre-construction condition if Constructor fails to
properly perform the work to the satisfaction of County.

Section 9. This Agreement shall be interpreted under Missgouri
law and only subject to state court jurisdiction.

Section 10. The parties agree that, if any litigation arises
between them related to the termsg or enforcement of this Agreement,
venue is only proper in Ralls County and in no other place in
Missouri.

Section 11, All parties to this Agreement represent that they
have the authority to enter into this Agreement and that the
signatories hereto are authorized to sign for the respective party.

Section 12. The terms of this Agreement and any liability that
may arise under it is not a waiver of any defenses or immunities
that County possesses by virtue of the fact that it is a
governmental entity in Missouri. No defense raised or action taken
to advance this Agreement by Constructor in behalf of County shall
be considered as or act as a waiver of any immunities or defenses
available to County as to any person, including but not limited to
Constructor.

Entered this A0 day of At , 2012, by and
between the following:

For Constructor by: Foxr County by: 7
. 7 /

T A .

<:::iknuiuu4 AQL»ww [l ciJﬁvLTf gﬂyﬁﬁﬁfgl =

K e
Naime ‘ Name
. N
E"/fCL\;"‘;v\: [/{ ér /f 1 J{(]b-n'j/
Title Presiding Commisgsioner
ATTEST:

G i

County Clerk

SCL.LDL‘gjﬂnq
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RALLS COUNTY, MISSOURI RESOLUTION

RIGHT OF WAY ACCESS AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, Ralls County, Missouri is the owner of non-state public
roads within the geographic territory of the county; and

WHEREAS, Section 229.100 RSMo. requires County Commission
permission to use county right of way over or under or across
county roads; and

WHEREAS, Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC has a need to construct
utility lines using county right of way; and

WHEREAS, such utility lines must run over certain county public
roads and connected rights of way:; and

WHEREAS, a need has been demonstrated to the County Commission to
provide access to the ground surface only of certain of the county
public roads and connected rights of way; and

WHEREAS, Ralls County is authorized under Section 70.220 RSMo. to
enter into contracts with other entities to advance County
programs congistent with county authority; and

WHEREAS, Ralls County is authorized under Section 49.270 RSMo. to
engage in all matter of transactions to county property:

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED:

That the County Commission finds that it is necessary to grant
access to the ground surface only of certain of the county public
roads and connection rights of way, and

That a contract for such access with guarantees from Grain Belt
Express Clean Line LLC is in the best interests of the County; and

That in such contract, Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC will
guarantee that the quality of the road bed and rights of way over
the identified county public roads and connected rights of way
will be replaced and maintained in the condition it existed prior
to the utility lines passing over the road bed and connected
rights of way; and

That in such contract Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC will hold

harmless Ralls County from any and all damages resulting from the
placement, construction, and operation of the utility lines,

S h. LDL-3, 10
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including the payment of attorney fees, costs of litigation
related to the utility lines, the payment for any judgments
entered against the County and all other costg and expenses
related to the utility lines; and

That the Agreement attached to this Resolution is the contract
authorized by the County Commission to be executed in behalf of
Ralls County, Missouri .as the document that encompasses all of the
terms and conditions associated with the grant of access to the
ground surface only over certain of the county public roads, to
Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC for the utility lines; and

That the Presiding Commissioner of Ralls County is directed to
execute the attached Agreement upon recelpt of an executed copy of
the Agreement from Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC.

Adopted this A7/  day of _ALLNss 7 , 2012, by roll
call vote as follows

TR

Pr881d&ng Coﬁm1851oner

// S

Fastern Commigsioner

(fﬁ?faf'r;ﬂ f/f./ f/t”f/!f/r'/ﬂf -)

Western Commissioner

ATTEST:

Gy Lot

County Clerk

Sl LDL-3, p1)
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INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT
ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION LINE INSTALLATION & REPAIR

4 This Intergovernmental Agreement is entered between Grain Belt Express Clean

W\ Ling (hereatfter referred to as “Constructor”) and Randolph County (hereafter
arred to as “County”) pursuant fo Section 70.220 RSMo to grant Constructor

P

permission to construct and maintain utility lines and to grant access to the
ground over and underlying certain of the county public roads and connected
rights of way in Randolph County, Missouri.

Section 1. County grants Constructor permission to build and maintain ufility
lines over and under the ground underlying certain of the county public roads and
connected fights of way in Randolph County, Missouri.

Section 2.  County grants Constructor psrmission to access to build and
maintain utility lines over and under the ground underlying certain of the county
public roads and connected rights of way in Randolph County, Missouri.

Section 3.  County shall have no responsibility for the utility lines which are
owned by Constructor.

Section 4.  Constructor shall provide advance notice to County in advance of
any construction activity and maintenance activity on the subject ground
underlying certain of the county public roads and connected rights of way that are
the subject of this Agreement.

Section 5. Constructor agrees to hold County harmless from any and all
damages resulting from the placement, construction, maintenancs, and operation
of the utility lines, including the payment of attorney fees, costs of litigation
retated to the utility lines, the payment for any judgments entered against County
and all ather costs and expenses related to the utility lines. Counsel for County
shall be selected by County.

Section 6.  Constructor agrees that the any underground utility lines will be
burled at least six (6) feet below the surface of the road bed and connectad rights
of way.

Section 7. Constructor agrees that it will construct and maintain the ufility lines
at the level of industry standards for high voitage, direct current electric

transmission lines accepted at the time of any construction or maintenance is

performed.

Section 8.  Constructor agress to comply with any and all federal and state
laws and applicable regulations relating to the construction, upkeep,

{00107427.1) Seh LDL-3, P
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maintenance and repair of utility lines as they now exist or may exist during the
fife of the utllity lines.

Section 9.  Constructor agrees to replace the road bed and road surfaces and
rights of way to the standard and condition of such as required by County at the
time that any work Is commenced. Constructor agrees to pay for any road work
performed by County to insure the quality of the road bed and rights of way are
returned to thelr pre-construction or repair or maintenance condition if
Constructor fails to properly perform the work to the satisfaction of County.

Section 10. This Agresmant shall be interpreted under Missouri law and only
subject to state court jurisdiction. '

Section 11. The parties agree that if any litigation arises between them related
to this terms or enforcement of this Agreement, that venue is only proper in
Randolph County and in no other place in Migsouri.

Section 12. Al parties to this Agreement represent that they have the authaority
to enter into this Agreement and that the signatories hersto are authorized to sign
for the respactive party. :

Section 13. The terms of this Agreement and any liability that may arise under it
is not a waiver of any defenses or immunities that County possesses by virtue of
the fact that it Is a governmental entity in Missourl. No defense raised or action
faken to advance this Agreement by Constructor in behalf of County shall be
considered as or act as a waiver of any immunities or defenses available to
County as to at;s{/_‘&erson, including but not limited to Constructor.

Entered this ( 'Q ' day of , 2012, by and between the
following:

{00107427.1) Se ﬁ LDL-B} 13
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For Constructor, by:

For County, by

Worgn O

Presiding Commissioner

ATTEST:

WL )
\\‘““ GOU:{;" by,
‘\\\0 PLLE TS ;}-’I,
- - tel 0%
o . 2,
& .« O
4 = LRt
) BAY, 1%
= ~i=
County Clerk £ 3 | P
':5, * o §
-
gl’/,, :!};.tci..\.- \\‘i‘;'zl
%o 1S R
“’”ll”sl RH‘\\‘\\\
{00107427.1)
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RANDOLPH COUNTY, MISSOURI RESOLUTION
RIGHT OF WAY ACCESS AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, Randolph County, Missouri is the owner of non-state public roads
within the geographic territory of the county; and

WHEREAS, Section 229.100 RSMo requires County Commission permission to
use county right of way over or under or across county roads; and

. WHEREAS, Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC has a need to construct utility
lines using county right of way; and

WHEREAS, such utility lines must run over or under certain county public roads
and connected rights of way; and

WHEREAS, a need has heen demonstrated to the County Commission to
provide access to the ground of certain of the county.public roads and connected
rights of way; and

WHEREAS, Randolph County is authorized under Section 70.220 RSMo to enter
into contracts with other entities to advance County programs consistent with
county authority; and

WHEREAS, Randolph County is authorized under Section 49.270 RSMo to
engage in all matter of transactions related to county property:

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED:

That the County Commission finds that it is necessary to grant éccess to the
ground of certain of the county public roads and connected rights of way; and

That a contract for such access with guarantees from Grain Belt Express Clean
Line LLC is in the best interests of the County; and

That in such contract Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC wilt guarantee that the
quality of the road bed and rights of way over or under the identified county
public roads and connected rights of way will be replaced and maintained in the
condition it existed prior to the utility lines passing over or under the road bed and
connected rights of way; and

That the buried utility lines will be at least six (8) feet below the surface of the
road bed and connected rights of way; and

That in such contract Grain Belt Express Clean Line LL.C will hoid harmless
Randolph County for any and ail damages resulting from the placement,

(00107421 1) SLL LDL-3 yaes
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construction, and operation of the utility lines, including the payment of attorney
fees, costs of litigation related to the utility lines, the payment for any judgments
entered against the County and all other costs and expenses related to the utility
lines; and

That the Agreement attached fo this Resolution is the contract authorized by the
County Commission to be executed in behaif of Randolph County, MO as the
document that encompasses all of the terms and conditions associated with the
grant of access to the ground over and underlying certain of the county public
roads; and

That the Presiding Commissioner of Randolph County is directed o execute the

attached Agreement upon receipt of an executed copy of the Agresment from
Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC.

Adopted this {fg‘ day of &DW[@J/\ 2012 by roll call vote as

f%m'

Presiding Commissioner

a1

Associalle Commissioner”

As&ciat& Commissigner

ATTEST;

Wl

County Clerk

{00107427.1) Sel, Lbi-3, p )¢




Wade L. Wilken, Ir.
Presiding Commissioner

{harles Dawson
1st Disirict Commissioner

Larry CC. King
2nd District Conurdssioner

QOffice of

State of Missouri

March 4, 2014

Grain 8elt Express Clean Line
1001 McKinney Street, Suite 700
Houston, TX 77002

To whom it may concern,

COn July 17, 2012 the Clinton Courity Commission issued a resolution authorizing Grain Belt Express Clean

Clinfon County Cammissioners

Chinton Connty Cobrilpy,
207 Noith Maiy -

Platisburg, Missoun fgqys
(163 539-2536

Line, LLC to construct, erect, place, maintain, own and operate poles, lines, and other conduits,
conductors and associated structures and equipment for utility purposes through, along, across, under

and over the public roads and highways of the County of Clinton, Missouri,

It has come to our attention that we acted prematurely in issuing this resolution. Therefore, on March

4, 2014 we are officially rescinding the resolution issued on 17 July 2012, A copy of this is being sent to

the Missouri Public Service Commission as well.

Please update your files accordingly.

L Wb

Wade Wilken, Ir
Presiding Commissioner

' Challs Qusars,

Charles Dawson

iygﬁommissﬁy
L e
TA it O ST

fagy King/
2™ District Commissioner

Cc: Missouri Public Service Commission

Sel. LbL=H, p. )

i
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CERTIFICATION OF RESCISSION OF FRANCHISE

[ hereby certify that the foregoing document is a true and exact copy of a document
which was filed inmy officc on the M day of \M\oae '\~ 2014,

Mary B}anlc‘)k

County Clerk

Clinton County, Missouri

Dated: _ ,\'l"" - \\“‘

§CL.LDL~‘L1,[).;{



CHARITON COUNTY COMMISSION

306 S. Cherry St
Keytesville, MO 065261

Phone 660-288-3200 Fax 660-288-3403
Tony McCollum N - N;Slevc;,_xtfkui‘tklson
Presiding Commissioner Rastern District Commissioner
Susan Littleton Gary Clark
Clerk of the County Commission Western District Commissioner

660-288-3273

March 31, 2014

Missouri Public Service Commission

200 Madison St.

Jefferson City, MO 6510t

To Whom It May Concern:

At an earlier date you received a Resolution in support of Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC by
the Chariton County Comimission. After further review of this comparny we feel that we were
premature in ouwr support. Many of our citizens are opposed to this line going through our county.
They are concerned about the impact that these high voltage lines may have on their livelihood,
health, economy, future land use and the aesthetic beanty of the area. We feel there are many
questions that need to be answered such as:

Will these extreme high voltage lines really improve the lives of Chariton County citizens and the
citizens of Missouri?

What heahh hazard do these lines pose on humans and livestock?
How will these lines negatively impact the use of GPS for farmers in our county and our state?
How will these lines negatively impact the use of cell phone and emergency 2-way radios?

How will these lines negatively impact the farming ground that is directly under these lines of
which our landowners will siill pay tax?

Why should Missouri provide the access without any use of energy?

Will wind energy be a viable energy source in 10 years; if not, why allow these huge poles and
lines to ruin our landscape? '

COMMISSION MEETS EVERY MONDAY

Sch.tbi-y p 3



Is the short term gain in cconomic activity tor construction and taxes realized, offset the long term
negative effects of these lines?

Who are the owners of Grain Belt Express Clean Line L1.C, and arc they reputable in their long
term goals, or are the owners’ plans only to make a quick dollar by selling to another investor or
even a middle east investor?

Does the east coast ecven want this power from Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC?
These are only a sample of questions we feel compelied to inform you of. However, we feel very
strongly that these and many more questions need to be answered before any approval is granted to

Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC to construct a high voltage DC electric line across Chariton
County or the State of Missouri.

Sincercly,
Chariton County Commission

Tony McCollum
Presiding Commissioner

oA S et 2T 27
Steve Atkinson
llastern District Commissioner

Gary Clark
Western District Commissioner

sl

COMMISSION MEETS EVERY MONDAY
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CERTIFICATION OF RESCISSION OF FRANCHISE

I hereby certify that the foregoing document is a true and exact copy of a document
which was filed in my office on the {< day of - Ma'i(.’l’l , 2014,

N, L et

Susan Littleton
County Clerk
Chariton County, Missouri

Sl tbL-y p.5”



Regular Terins of
Congpission hew
First Manday in Februery,
May, Abgust and November

C.R. BUD MOTSINGER
Presiding Comrpissioner
Hamilton, MO 64644

DOXNIE COX
Fuastem District Commissioner
Braymer. M() 64624

Beverly § Bryam
Clerk 1o the Comnuisaion

GRERALD McBRAVER
Western Distriet Commissioner

CALDWELL COUNTY COMMISSION

44 East Matn, PO Box 67
Kingston, Missouri 64650
816.586.2571
816.586.3001 (fax)

Regular Mecting: Bach Monday

March g, 2008 s

Missouri Public Service Commission
200 pMadison Strect
Jefferson City, MO 65101

RE: Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC

Dear Public Service Commissioners:

Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC is proposing the establishment of a high voltage DC current transmission iine across
ihe staic of Missouri. The transmission line is apparently routed 1o pass through Caldwell County, Many of the citizens
of Cajdwell County are opposed to this line going through Caldwell County. They are concerned abow the impact tia
these high voltage lines may-have on their livelihood, health, economy, [vture land use and the aesthetic beauty of the
area, There are many unsnswered questions that should be addressed prior fo the public service commission scting on any
application of Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC.

Therefore, the Caldwell County Commission wants the Publie Service Commission to be absolutely clear that the
Caldwell County Cominission has Not Granted Approval for Grain Belt Clean Line Express LLC 10 consiruct, erecy,
place, maintain, or operate poles, lines, and other conduits conductors, and associated structures and sguipment For utiiity
purposes through, along, across, under or over the county maintained roads and highways ot Catdwell County Missouri as
pursuant to Section 229.100 RSMo. The Caliwell County Commission further wants the Public Service Commission

to be clear that the prior cortespondence to the Public Service Conunission dated March 12, 2012 and September §, 2012
is rescinded and the leiter dated Febroary 10, 2014 is finther clarification of the counties concerns. The Caldwell County
Commission strongly encourages the Missouri Public Service Commission to carefully consider the reguest of Grain Belt
Express Clean Line LLC and the future impact that this transmission line would have on the state of Missauri and
specifically on the citizens of Caldwell County betore granting public wiility stats and ihus the right 1o obtain easemenis
and right-of-way by use of

eminent domain,

1 hu!lk ¥ou f(_)r your carefu] consideration of this very sensitive issue. We would welcome the apporiunity
to discuss this issue with the Public Survice Commission in more detail if you would so desire.

Sincerely,

Caldwell County Commission

. (’"\‘ 7
Y 7 . v & i //}' rd -~
(;, éi. M—gﬁ Lot s ( Z%[?x_’l_zhég,., (_/z/\tz/ . /ﬂ%ﬁﬁj /(/;'4‘7,?/?/{&/
.E -R. Bud Mo!su’gM Donnie Cox : t}mf&.ﬁ‘iaﬂb’c;uFﬁ S
residing Commissioner Eastern Commissioner Western Conumissioner
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CERTIFICATION OF RESCISSION OF FRANCHISE

I hereby certify that the foregoing document is a true and exact copy of a document
which was filed in my office onthe //) day of ma (. h , 2014,

%m we s \'@)U‘ JGU\C%

Beverly Biyar
County Cle
Caldwell County, Missouri

“owear Qe T H0H
(e
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RALLS COUNTY COMMISSION

P.0. Box 400 311 S Main St
New London, MO 63459
573-985-7111
Steven H. Whitaker Robert Sce RC Harlow
Western Commissioner Presiding Commissioner Eastern Commissioner

24 March 2014

Missouri Public Service Commission

- 2007 Madison Street o
PO Box 360
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0360

Dear Commissioners,

On August 23, 2012 the Ralis County Commission signed a Resolution granting Grain Belt Express Clean Line
LLC access to the ground surface onty of a cerfain of the county public roads and connected rights of way.
At that point in time i was deemed to be in the best interest of the County.

As of this date the Ralls County Commission upon extensive investigation have determined there are too many
conflicting stories regarding the effect of this endeavor. In addition the majority of citizens of Ralls County that
have voiced an opinion are not in favar of this project by a wide margin.

Therefore the Ralls County Commission hereby retracts and officially denies the approvat of Grain Belt Express
Clean Line LLC the authorily to construct, erect, place, and maintain utility lines and to grant access lo the
ground surface only over certain of the county public roads and connected rights of way, in Ralls County,
Missouri,  Until such time that Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC has ulility status in the State of Missouri and
the approval of the Missouri Public Service Commission.

Ralls County Commission feels very strongly due to all the conflicting information and overwhelming citizen
displeasure that approval not be granted. If such approval is granted by the Missouri Public Service
Commission to Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC then Rafls County Commission will be subject to section
229100 RSMO 2000.

Respectfully,
Rafls County Commission

o i
Presiding Commissioner
Robert L See

teven H Whitaker
Western District Commissioner

- .
A

Western District Commissioner

SehoLdbeH 7%



CERTIFICATION OF RESCISSION OF FRANCHISE

I hereby certify that the foregoing document is a true an cxact copy of a document
which was filed in my office on the J¢ '~day of , 2014,

rnie Duckworth
County Clerk
Ralls County, Missouri

. Vo By BT
Dated: /- '?,/;i

Seh. LDi-H, 4.9



Monroe County Commission

300 N. Main * Rooin 203 « Paris, MO 65275-1399 « 660-327-5107 » FAX 660-327-1019

Milke Whelan I Mike Minor Glenn E. Turner

Eastern District Presiding Western District

On the 30th day of July, 2012 Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC requested authority
from the commission pursuant o section 229.100 RSMO 2000 to construct, erect, place,
maintain, own and operate poles, lines, and other conduits, conductors and associated
structures and equipment for utility purposes through, along, across, under and over the
county maintained roads and highways of the County of Monroe, Missouri.

The Monroe County Commission may, pursuant to said section approve and grant such

__ authority as requested by Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC

On July 30th, 2012 the Commission did grant the requested authority to Grain Belt
Express Clean Line LLC, and its successors and assigns, subject to the condition that all
necessary permits from the County be obtained and all rules and regulations of the
Commission pertaining to such facilities be observed by Grain Belt Express Clean Line
LLC.

After further review of the granting of the approval on July 30th 2012 by the Commission
to Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC, it was determined by the Commtssaon the
decision to grant such authority was premature.

Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC cannot be granted such authority by the

Monroe County Commission until such a time that Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC
has utility status in the State of Missowi by receiving the official approval of the
Missouwri Public Service Commission.

Therefore, the Monroe County Comriission hereby retracts and officially denies the
approval of Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC the anthority to construct, erect, place,
maintain, own and operate poles, lines, and other conduits, conductors and associated
structures and equipment for utility purposes through, along, across, under and over the
county maintained roads and highways of the County of Monroe, Missouri. Until such a
time that Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC has unlity siatus in the State of Missouri
and the approval of the Missouri Public Service Commission.

After such approval has been given by Missouri Public Service Commission

to Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC then the Monroe County Commission may,
pursuant to section 229.100 RSMO 2000 approve and grant such authority as requested
by Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC.

§¢L, LDL— L’J 63')0



Dated: January 24, 2014

Monroe County Commission

Mike Minor, Presiding Commissioner
PN e UL

Mlke Whelan, Eastcm Commlssmner

e

g/@m £ ;@W

Glenn E. Tumer, K estern Commissioner

1, hereby certify that this is a true and exact copy of the original order filing in my office
the 24" dayof January, 2014,

Sandra Francis, County Clerk

Seh. Lbe- Y, p 1)



CERTIFICATION OF RESCISSION OF FRANCHISE

I hereby certify that the foregoing document is a trug-and exact copy of a document
which was filed in my office on the - ‘If day of ; %‘,@ ot 1,? 2014,
Gt T

Sandra Francis
County Clerk
Monroe County, Missouri

S 20 O gt "Bﬁtﬁdf"“‘"’”%/@ - VU
77 /

SCL, LDL-LI’ f.12



CALDWELL COUNTY COMMISSION
49 East Main, PO Box 67
Kingston, Missouri 64650

At a meeting on September 5, 2012, the County Commission approved a document which
states that it granted authority to Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC pursuant to Section
229.100 RSMo to construct, erect, place, maintain, own and operate poles, lines, and
other conduits, conductors and associated structures and equipment for utility purposes
through, along, across, under and over the public roads and highways of the County of
Caldwell, Missouri,

Since that time, information has come to the attention of the County Commission which
leads it to question that grant of authority to Grain Belt Express. Accordingly, if our
grant of authority of September 5, 2012 to Grain Belt Express was valid, the County
Commission does hereby rescind and revoke the authority granted that date to Grain Belt
Express to construct, erect, place, maintain, own and operate poles, lines, and other
conduits, conductors and associated structures and equipment for utility purposes
through, along, across, under and over the public roads and highways of the County of
Caldwell, Missouri,

Dated: - 4 - oy

Caldwell County Commission

Pre51dmg Comrmssmner /L

DW&J%

Comm1ssmner

rd . i
Commissioner é

I certify that.this is a true and exact copy of the original order filed in my office on the
ﬂjﬂ day of _{ E; 1? . ,2014.

sl

County Cle
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DAILY & FLL LAW ORFICE
613 FIRST STREET
P.C. BOX 215
GLASGOW, MG 65254
TELEPHONE (66(1338-2144 ** FAX (660)338-2561
WILLIAM J. DAILY STEPHEN M. MURRELL
March 21, 2014
Missouri Public Service Commission
P. O.Box 0360
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Re: Case NoEA-2014-0207
Clean Line Grain Belt Express

To Whom It May Concern:

The purpose of this letter is to correct what appears to be a misrepresentation contained in
lists which are being circulated by Clean Line Grain Belt Express stating that the cities of
Brunswick and Salisbury ate in support of the cuirent proposal in the above named case. 1 know
of no such support for the project by the govemment officials in those cities.

I aw and have for some time been the city attorney for both the City of Brunswick,
Missouri [since April, 2012] and the City of Salisbury, Missouri [since 2003}, I have been at all
regular meetings of both cities for at least two years, have checked with the city elerk and/or
officers in cach city conceming any supposed endorsement of Clean Line and can find no record
of any support for the project within either city’s government records or with their officers. In
fact, the city council for the City of Salisbury is actively opposed to the project and several
members of that council have voiced strong opposition to the project over the past several
months.

William J. Daily
Attomey at Law

Sel.LDi-5 p.]
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Case EA-2014-0207-Grain Belt Express

Doug W. Marrs <DMarrs@greatsouthernbank.com>  Thu, Apr 3, 2014 at 2:10 PM
To: "pscinfo@psc.mo.gov" <pscinfo@psc.mo.gov>

Cc: "'mrodenbaugh61@gmail.com" <mrodenbaugh61@gmail.com>, "Kelly A.
Polonus” <KPolonus@greatsouthernbank.com>

I represent Great Southern Bank and am the Vice President of Operations and the
COO. We would like to rescind any support endorsement that refers to Great
Southern Bank. Any prior endorsement was not approve by our Corporation. We
appreciate any assistance you can give us relating to this matter. Please give me
a call if you have any questions.

Doug Marrs | Vice President
Great Southern Bank | Oparatlons
218 8. Glensto.ne | Springfield, Mo. 65802
Phone 417-895-4569 | Fax 417-895-4533

DougMams@greatsouthembankcom | weav.greatsouthembankcom

A e U A S SR e r S ST ST MR S LTS B S T AN LA AL ST Sa AT et S AT RS TV Tre s

2 attachments

-@ Clean_Line_Supporters[1]. pdf
79K

Block GBE sample commissioner business letter.doc
23K
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Grain belt

Brad.Brown@amwater.com Fri, Mar 28, 2014 at 11:01
<Brad.Brown@amwater.com> ‘ AM

To: "mrodenbaugh61@gmail.com” <mrodenbaugh61@gmail.com>
Cc: Ann.Dettmer@amwater.com, christie.barnhart@amwater.com

We have no knowledge within our company of having written anything in
support of this initiative. '

Regards

Brad Brown - Missouri American.
Sent from my iPhone

— WﬂAm Weber—

Sc[,.lbl-\f PB
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From: ‘ Mark C. Bross <mch@klingner.com>

Sent; ' Tuesday, March 25, 2014 8:27 AM

To: Jerad R, Noland; Macy J. Rodenbaugh
Subject; Re: FW: Block Grain Belt - How you can help
Jerad/Macy:

We are unsure how we got listed as a supporter, but it appears we are initiating steps to remove our support for
this. Thanks for bringing it to our attention,

Thanks.

Mark C. Bross, PE
Senior Project Engineer

Klingner & Associates, PC

451 Paris Gravel Rodd | Hannibal, MO 63401 ; e
Office: 573.221.0020%| Fax: 573.221.0012 | www.klingner.com '
m?b@glingger.com
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From: Stewart McIntyre <smcintyre@bigriveroil.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 4:06 PM

To: Jerad R. Noland; Macy J. Rodenbaugh; jutterba@amfam.com; Phyllis Bross
Subject: FW: Case EA2014-0207-Grain Belt Express

F¥i

From: PSC Info (Public Info Emall Address) - PSC { mailto:pscinfo@psc. mo.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 2:32 PM

To: 'Stewart McIntyre'

Subject: RE: Case EA2014-0207-Graln Belt Express

Dear Mr. Mcintyre;

Thank you for contacting our office, This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your email concerning Grain Belt Express
Clean Line, LLC (Grain Belt). Your gquestions and comments are Important to us and have been filed into Grain Belt
Clean Line's application case EA-2014-0207. As a part of the official case file, the Commission will be able to view all
puplic commgnts for conglderation.

P A I P e ' .
if at any time you have questions or concerns regarding this matter, please feel free to contact our office at 1-800-392-
4211.

Sincerely,

Consumer Services Unit

A SR L X oo

Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 1:48 PM L
To: PSC Info (Public Info Emall Address) - PSC By Kiver G
Subject: Case EA2014-0207-Grain Belt Express
Importance: High

.

RRoifo2q0H

Dear Commissioners,

I am writing in regards to case no. EA-2014-0207.

I am very much opposed to the Grain Belt Express Clean Line transmission line and ask that you please DENY them Fublic
Utility status. ¢ As a Missouri business owner, I believe that we do not need the electricity and would not benefit from t. 1t
would violate! property ridhts, reduce property values far more than compensation, spoll our rural landscape, cause
hundreds of acres of deforestation, create obstacles to farming, limit future fand use optionsand cause potential health
risks to human and livestock.

Additionally, Clean Line has put our company name down on supporting propaganda material without our permission. I
do not agree or appreciate the tactics being used for this proposed project.

Thank yout

Respectfully,

L ‘ 3 : §cé.LDL~5;f.5"



CASE #EA2014-0207 - mrodenbaugh61@gmail.com - Gmail Page 1 of 1
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or opposes the Gralnheit Express Project. 1 attended an Informatlonsl meeting sometime to the Ads
past and 1t has come to my attention this company Is using my company In thelr documentation. | e
aitended the meeting in hopes that maybe | weuld gain possibie work from this project vt atno ! FREE SCORES HOW
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To Whom it May Concern:

Piease take the Hala R-1 Sthool off the [Ist of schools that suppoit the Graln Belt Express Prefect.
Those individuals that signed tha paper indicating they supported the project were asked for
their place of employrnent and they do not have permission to speak on behalf of the Hala R-1
sehool. Thank you for your cooparation In this matter. 1f you have any questions please call me
at 860-565-2417, Thanks agaln.

Clint Heussner
Supetintandent
Hale B-2 Scheol

Hole 5 booc
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Public Service Commission - mrodenbaugh61@gmail.com - Gmail Page 1 of 1
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Per our telephone conversation, pledse bk advised that T contpcted the Pubdic Service Ads
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project, 2
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Graln Belt hor 1
Tom May <tmayxmfaci.com>

- £:08 PM {1 hour age) r ‘
T lome b

Maoy,

Thanks for contacting MEA Oil through our webslie, We were put on the list because we
were & potential supplicr on the project, not because of any endorsement that that MFA
Oil gave 1o the project. We sent an erail to them back on March 14* to remeve our pame
from the list a3 a supporiers on their flyers. MFA Ofl did attend & mecting and we did
communicale that we do handle projects Jike this for fuel, as we have for some of ibe
pipelines that have passed trough our state,

Thaaks,

Tom May

Director of Public Relations
MFA il Company
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Tue, Mar 25, 2014 at 2:38 PM
To: Macy Rodenbaugh <mrodenbaugh61@gmail.com>

I am aware of this project but have not heard much about it for several months now. Early last
year they called us to see if we would be interested in doing business with them however, we were not a good

To my knowledge, we have not given them permission to use our name or told them that we would
support them in this project. However, [ will double check with our head office in Chesterfield to see if they
have had any more information regarding this group or this project.

Terry Benmett

Cell:

Office:

4 e }iﬁ}h
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.

Continental Cement Company
10107 Highway 79
Hannibal, Missouri 63401

Safety flrst ... the only swmart cholee,

mrodenbaugh6i@gmait.com]

To: Terry Bennett
Grain Belt Express Clean Line project
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COMMENTS

A pri

er on power

Diverse power resources keep electricity affordable and reliable

o you kniow where your electricity comes from?

3 Many electric cooperative menibers don’t have

7 thie slightest tdea what goes into creating the elec-
tricity they use,

For the most part, that is a good thing, 1t means you are
getting reliable service you can take for granted.

But as debate on catbon-dioxide regulation heats up in
Washington, D.C,, electric cooperative members need to
understand exactly how electriclly is created and brought
to their homes,

Electrlc cooperative members in Missour receive their
power from two generatlon cooperatives. For most electric
cooperatives, this wholesale power comes from Associated -
Electric Cooperative based in Springlield, Mo. Citizens Elec-
tric members get their power from Wabash Valley Power, a
cooperative based in Indianapolis.

The two uttitties use simnilar resources to generate elec-
triclty. The backbone of their power needs are met by large
coal-fired power plants. Associated Electric, for example,
meets most of the needs of Its member systems with two
coal-fired plants located at Thomas Hill in north-centeat
Missouri and New Madrid 1n southeast Missouri.

These plants provide about 80 percent of the electricity
used by Its member systems, which include electric co-ops
in lowa and Oklahonta. For Wabash Valley, coal supplies 50
percent of the electricity. Another 13 percent comes from
synthetic natural gas and 5 percent from nucleat power

1ike a wise investor, electric utilities don’t put all of
thelr eggs i one basket. Behind these large coal plants are
a series of plants that use natural gas as the fugl source.

Combined-cycle gas plants operate extremely efficiently
and are a great complement to the coal plants, especially
when natursl gas prices are low.

These generation vo-ops also have smaller, “simpie-
cyrcle® natural gas plants designed {o operate for shorter
petiods of time when demand for electricity is high.

Associated also has one small power plant located in
Unilonville that uses fuel ol as Hs fuel source, Because it
is more expensive to operate, It is used only when the
demand for electrlcity hits peak levels,

Besides these large fossil-fuel power plants, renewable
resources play a major role fn supplying electricity. Assodi-
ated buys the entire output of four wind farms tn north-
west Missourt and recelves power from a fifth wind farm In
Kansas. Anew wind farm In Oklahoma 15 under constiuc-

tion and Is expected to start délivering power in 2015,

Another major source of tenesvable energy comes from
the federat hydropower projects along the White River and
elsewhere. This does not include electricity generated at
Bagnell Dam, which forms Lake of the Qzarks. This Is a pri-
vate hydiopower project owned by Ameren Missourd.

Altogeiher, renewable resources provided 16 percent
of the electricity for Assodated member systems in 2013,
Wabash Valley Power also suppotts renewable energy, Tt
ovins landfill gas generation and has contracts to purchase
the output from wind farms and blogas projects. 1t sells,
separately, the envirpnmentat attrlbutes assoclated with
this generation to its members and third parties.

Whatever the power source, clectzidiy Is gencrated
pretiy much the same way. Steam, vind or walet turns a
generator, which creates electricity. This electrlcity moves
across ransmission Hnes to the distsibution cooperative,

. the voltage gets stepped down to consumer levels and the

lights come on Inr your home.

Electriclty moves at roughly the speed of llght thscugh
these pover liaes. That's a good thing too, because it’s not
possibie to store it. For alt practical purposes, the electrlcity
you use has to be generated as you use §t.

For this reason, those large baseload plants fueled by
coal and natural gas are criticel to meeting your energy
needs. At some polnt, the wind stops blowing and the
water behind the dams gets too low for power generation,
Sofar power Is getting a lot of press these days, but eventu-
ally the sun sets and solar panels stop working.

For every watt of renewable power you use, there
has to be an equal amotint of electricity walting to take
over should these Intermittent power souices stop. You
wouldi't be happy walting on an operating table if the
only power source was wind or solar.

Renewables also are much more expensive. This is the
chlef reason renewable energy is a smaller plece of the
power-supply mix.

It has taken many years to bulld these resources, but
dMissourt's electrlc cooperatives can cotint on a rellable sup-
ply of eleciriclty, That's why we resist any effort to weaken
this powerful network. We hope you will keep informed
about any Issues that could hurt this supply of affordable
and reliable electelcity. If you haven't already done so, visit
www.action.coop and join the haif rlilion members who
have already let their voices be heard.

Cotton is new manager at Farmers’

financiat officer.

A graduate of Nosthwest Missourl State Universlty, Cofton received a
backelor’s degree In accounting. He Is a certified public accountant and
has completed the Cooperative FInanctal Professtanal Ceitificare Pro-
gram and the National Rural Electric Cooperative Assoclation’s New CEO

Orientation,

The new manager 1s an Eaglevilie native but hds lived In Trenton
with his wife, Mlssle, for the past 21 years. His hobbfes include coaching
youth basketball and attendlng the sporting events of his childeen,

Cassidy and Connor,

He 1eplaces former Farmiers' Electric Manager Mike Sanders, who
retired on May 15. Sanders was mamager for the past elght years.

garmers’ Electric Coopetative has a new manager who Is no-
stranger to the copperative. He is Red Cotton, a long-time coop-
erative employee and a native of northwest Missouri, He previ-
olisly worked for Grundy Electric Cooperative In Trenton and
Green Hills Telephone Corp. based in Breckensidge. Hls Jatest rofe at the -
Chillicothe-based Farmers' Electric was as assistant manager and chief

Missourl’s elecric cooperatives welconie Cotion to hls new role at the

cooperative and wish Sanders all the best in his retirenient.

Rod Cotton
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