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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, I 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, I 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.

Q. 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

Q. Are all Alliance members individuals?

A. No. Ofthe 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.

). 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.

What was the smalest donation?

S S~
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Our 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?

> 0 P o r o

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.

I1. 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 since graduating from college?

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

Chicago IL.. 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. I
then worked for one year at the Signature Group in Schamburg IL. In 1986 I moved to
Missouri and founded Lowenstein and Associates, PC. 1 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 untons all across the United
States.

Q. How many clients does your firm have?

A. Currently we service over 400 clients.

Q. When did you receive your CPA license?

A. Originally I was certified in 1llinois 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 | 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 Manager" 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?

A, CLM has been utilized by banks and credit unions for over 25 years.

Q. Where are these clients located?

A. These clients are located all across the US.

Q. 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 utilify 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. Loan 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. T have 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/1 2cst/12csr.asp#12-30). 3. MSTC website
(http://stc.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. I 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. An understanding 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.

© r oo > o »

. What is real property?

A. Ttincludes 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, inciuding 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 property 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.

. 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. 1 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. Ibelieve 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. Tt 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. Itis 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 unique to Missouri?

A. No. [ '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



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

3  market value.

4 Q. Wil results from more than one calculation sometimes play into the final

5  calculation?

6 A. Yes.
! 7 Q. Can you describe in laymen's terms how these approaches work?

i 8 A. In the most simplistic terms, the MSTC calculation of fair market value of a
9 financially strong company will be much greater than the fair market value of a
} 10 financially weak company, even if they have essentially the same type of property
; 11 covering the same number of miles.
12 Q. Are you suggesting that over time, if Grain Belt is a very successful
: 13 company financially, MSTC will place a higher fair market value on the line?
i 14 A. Yes.
15 Q. What if Grain Belt struggles financially? Will MSTC place a lower fair
! 16  market value on the line?
| 17 A. Yes.
18 Q. What is the end result of a lower fair market value on the line due to poor
19  financial performance?
| 20 A. Lower fair market value results in a lower assessed value which results in
; 21 lower property taxes paid by the property owner.
22 Q. What else will affect the fair market value of the line after it is placed in

} 23 service?
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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.

19
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Q. Will the Project's entive costs be prorated based upon miles?

A. No. If special property is Jocated 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, Ifitis
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
reaséessed 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 ealculating 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, Tt'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 to 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. If not
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 1o 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?

22
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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
property.

Q. If 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
fatlure 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.
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Q. 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 municipalities 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 enfire 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. Ofthe 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 wiHll oxr 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.

Q. 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. It is 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.

III. MISCELLANEOUS DOCUMENTS

Q. Turning then to the Iast 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 LDL-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. 1 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 L.DI-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 LDL-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

I 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,
submiited on behalf of the Missouri Landowners Alliance,

3. Ihereby swear and affirm that my answers contained n the attached testimony to the

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

represent what they purport to represent.

Louils Donald Lowenstein
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Chapter 2—Original Assessment

12CSR 30-2 B‘L}

Titie I2—DEFPARTMENT OF
REYENUE
Divkion 30—State Tax Commission
Chapter 2-Oxriginal Asscssinent

12 CSR 30-2010 Appeak from the
Depanmient of Revenue or State Collector
o Revenue

(Rescinded July 16, 1979)

ANTHORITY: section 138.430i1}, RSMo
1969, as amended by Laws of Mo, 1978 5B,
&1, waien 1, dieahe A, 13, 1978, Thic
wrsion o rile fled Aug. 7. 1975, effeqive
Aug. 17, 195, Rescnded: Fifed Aprid 13,
1979, effecove July 16, 1970

Fliswaorth Freight Lines, Inc. v Missouri
Highway Reciprocity Comntission. 568
SW2d 521 Afo. banc 1978}, Trucking com-
panies sesking rfind o moor vehicle regis-
raidon fes mug ediqust adminisgarive reme-
des before seeling judicll raview, despite
@senion By companies f JYederal Hghs™
violarfon.

Jokn Calvin Manor Inc. v. Aylward, 7
SW2d 59 (1974). Whilz die decions o the
WX compassion are subjea ta palidal review,
the cirult court does kot have the authariry
b sbstimre fis opinien as e wlue jor the
pinion o e adminbirative agency upon
recort evidence under which different conclu-
Son might be dravn in the exercise of admin-
nutive discretion.

N, Lowis Cownty v. Sate Tax Contndssian,
X5 SWal 46 (19743, Court kere adliered 50
e general mile thar echaical rukes of plaad-
g an ot appled to applcations for rekef
Aled with the Sime Tax Commission ard if a
pertion faidy prsents $ie clafmed ermr or
Blegality & will be deemed sufixcient or the
RTpose.

State ex rel. Wison Chevroler, Ine. v
Wilson, 332 SW2d 867 (1965). Upon appeal
JFom a decision of a local board of equalta-
dom 2 the Sate Tax Commission, the kearing
iv de novwe as a contested case with a recond
recessuily mnle of the avideice adduced
md of which decison of the Smare Tax
Comyrission upore suck appeal, a judicial
riew may be Fud.

p. Ay, Gen. No. 33, fito (4-20-78). The
Ssire Tax Commission kas rhe ssaurory
aukoriy 10 appeiir Rearliy examiners for
condricring nitid imesggarions and puking
afvisery recommendaticns In appeaks taket
wider seclon 13843042, R5Me (1969},

12 CSR 30-2.01f Completion of Foror by
Assessors to be Used in  Original
Assesmeat by the State Tax Comndssion

PURPQSE: This rule se1s fonth procedures 1o
be used by assessors in the completion of
Porms for originagl asesenent v e commiz-
sion.

(1} Unless otherwke provided, each assessor
in the stde shall sslinate on Form 30,
Schedulk M the market value of property
owned by exch milroad, telepraph, telephone,
express company and other similar public
ublity compordions, comganies and firms
{aferwands referred 10 85 compary) doing
businzas within histher jurkdiction.

(2) Each assessor in the state shall provide a
breakdown of he market value and ascess-
ment of real estae held by cach company
within his/her prisdidtion on Rorm 30,
Scheduk 15.

{3) Each asesor in e state dhall provide a
breskdoan of de nadet value amd assess-
men of motor vehicles held by cach compa-
e within hisher jurkdiction on Form 34,
Schedulk: 16.

{4} These forns shall be completed by each
assessor por the agendant instuctions and
mumal o fie regectie company, coanty
clerk and state fax commission on, of hefore
April 20 of each year.

AUTHORITY: sevdons 138.320. 13842001
and {21, RSMo 1994.* Original rule flled
Dec, 13, 1963, effective March 12, 1934,
Emergency amendment filed Nov. 14, 1989,
gffective Dec. 31. 1939, expinxd Feb. 2. 1990,
Amended: Filed Nov. 14, 1989, effeciw Reb.
25, 1980,

*Eriginl aathorsy: 1IR T0 R VY, aeerdal 1945
cmd PSRN exd (), ESMo 19K, omewdal BMS,
1l 9 1S, 1989,

12 {(5R 30-2.0i5 Udlky Praperty to be
Assessed LocsBy and hy the State Tax
Commdssion

PURPOSE: This rufe seas fonh thar radroad
and sriBry praperyy whichis » b2 aswessad by
e local assessor and that properny which is
ariginaly awessed By the sne ax onmi-
sion

{1} The real amd tzngible personal propenty of
waEr conpanics, gas distribulicn canpanics,
vable televisibn companics apd ruml electric
cooperatives i to he assessed by the local
asessor for ad valorem (ax puIposes.

7

{2) The real and tangibk prmonal propeny of
rafiroad conpanics is (0 be assessed as fok
lows for ad valorem Lax purposes:
{A) The beal asesaor will assess—

1. Construction work in pmgress;

2. Materials and supplics;

3. Motor vehicles;

4. Office furnitire, officd equipnent,
office fixtures;

5. Office buidings, warchouses;

&. Roundhouses, workshops;

7. Land and haildings mot assesed as
digributabls propeny; and

&. Communicalion cquipment not wed
in the movemend of passengers and freight
and

(B} The state tax commission will original-

{y assess—

1. Rail, ballast, fies, swiches switching
equipment;

2. Roadbed, superstructure, hridoes,
testles, culverts:

3. Railrvad right-of-way, leased milmad
imes, depots, water tanks and turntahles;

4. Rolling stock, engines, hand cans;

5. Convmunication equipaeni used in
the muwement of passengers and freight amd

6. Any oter propery wsed dircctly in
the nrovement of passengers and freight

{3) The real and tangible pemonz] propenty o
telephome and telegraph componies is to be
assesced as follows for ad valorm tlax pur-
Poses:

{A) The bwal assessor will assess—

{. Motor vehicles;

2, Comtruction work in progress;

3. Matertals and supplies;

4. Qffice furniure, offioc cquiprent,
alfice fixtures;

5. Office builiings and land;

6. Land held r fumre use;

7. Buildings used pradomirantly to
hoaese local property and land;

8. Workshops, warchouses and land; and

9. Work oquipmend and other general
oquipment; and

(B} The state tax commission will original-
ly asses§—
1. Cengal office equpment;

2, Station apparatus and Ration connec-
tins,
3. Large private branch exchanges;

4. Paks, lices, cable, wire, conduit,
easements therefor and rishis-of-way;

5. Microwave towe s and stes;

6. All buidings used predominantly for
housing  disgibutable equipment and hmd
assaciated with the buiMings; and

7. Any other equipment diredly used in
the provision of (elephone or telegraph ser-
vioe.

Jason Kancen {VAaHa)
Szcretare of Siole

CODE OF STATE REGULATIONS

Schedule LDL-1
Page 2 of 6



Divigion —State Tax Commission

sn 12CSR 30-2—DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE

{4y The real and tangiple personal property of
phcline companics is to be asarssod & fol-
bws for ad valoran tax purpoxs;

{A) The local asxessor will assess—

1. Motor vehicles;

2. Construddion work in progmss;

3. Mavriak and supplics;

4. Office furniture, office equipment,
office fixgires;

5. Land held for future use;

6. Communicadion ajuipment nod usad
for contm] of the e ment of gaseoats or lg-
uid products;

7. Workshops, office huildings, ware-
howses, storage tanks, loading and unloading
faciliics; and

8. Lamd associated with other locally
aaesad property; and

{B) The fag 1ax conmission will original-
Iy assess—

1. Field fincs, line pipe and fittings;

2. Conprcssor siation equipment and
huildings;

3. Pumping cquipment and haildings;

4. Memziting and egulating oquipnent
and housing tadldings;

5. Communiation cquipmen used for
comtrot of transporstion of g or liguid
pexducts; and

6. Land and righi-of-wey associzad
with other distributable property.

{3) The real and 1anpible persons! property of
clactric companics is © be assessod a5 fol-
bows for ad vaforem tax purposes:

{A) The locs] assessor will assess—

{. Motar vehicles;

2. Construction waik in progress;

3. Mzerniak and supplies;

4. Ofiice furabure, officc cequipmend,
of fice fixdures;

5. Coal piles, mlezr fuel;

6. Land held for future use;

7. Workshops, warchouses, office build-
ings and pencmting plant struciunes;

8. Communication oquipment nol vsal
for control of generation snd distAbuiion of
Pwer;

9. Roads, milmads amd bridges;

i, Reservoirs, dans and waleresys:
and

i1, Land associded with other locally
asessed propery all geremting plant land;
and

(B} The fake tax conmission will original-

Iy assoss—

I. Bollar plant equipment, turhopenera-
7 units and genembors,

2. Sfafion cquipment;

3. Towers, fixtures, poles, condudors,
conduit gansfornwers, services and meters;

A, Bubstation equipment, fences;

5, Righi-of-way;

6. Rezzoor, reactor plant equipment,
oxolim bwers;

7. Conmunicaion equipavent used for
cool of geperation and  disiribution of
poraer; and

8. Land
propeAy.

ameoctded with ditrimgedle

{6y The real and tanpible e sonal propeny of
commercial sircmit po owned by an airline
eompany & 10 be assesed as folows for ad
vl i 13X PRETXReS !

(A) The owner of commerchl aFcrafl ot
osmed by an airline company, hereinafter
referred to as owner, shell malz the claim of
commerejal aircmfi upon submission of their
persomal propeny lig to the ssessor;

By Chims by manem, o cither (e State
Tax Commizsion or the asscisor, being nade
after May | but befons September | will be
processed by the Stae Tax Commision;

) The owner must notify their ooundy
assessor that they will be niking a claim of
comarercial aicmfi out of Bme and provide
proaf of such to the Stake Tax Commission;

D) Clainy ty a taxpayer filed for omiged
prepeny for prior yoans will not be procesed
by the State Tax Commission and the zicmft
will be assessed by the county sssessor,

AUTHORITY: secrions 138,410, 138,420, and
Chaprers 13f and 153, FSMo 20040.7
Original rilde fled Dec. 16, 1985, gffeaive
May I, IR, Amended: Filad Aug. 16,
2012 gffecave Feb. 28 2013.

virigina! anhoriy: LISAN, RiMa 1933, amented B4,
JAEF, B LIRS0, REMe BT, emendad 198, 2
arid Chapear 13 e PR ren B Retbed Neximnes of
Miysowen ANK.

12 CSR 3-2.916 Afocation of Unit Value

PURPOSE. This rule sex fordi a precise
method for the allocarion of die unit valee of
alf originally ass:ssable companiex operaring
in Missuri.

{1) The urit value of te following originally
asseaszble conpanies operading in Misouri
will ke allocated @ Missourn using the schad-
ule of scoounts as prescrined on Gie commis-
sions'  Apgregate Statement of Taxable
Property in accordance with the factors st
forth in this rule:

{A) Bridge Conpanics, The valuxtion alio-
cated © Missouri should e based on the fol-
lowing factr: .

I, The ratky of lincar feod of the bridoe
and #s approaches within the stale to the

entire Tergth of the ridge and i approxh
cs;
{B) Electric Companies. The valuation
allocaerd to Missouri should be besed on the
following factors and pementa® weiphis:

I, The mios of ©1al gross plant in s1-
vice, total net pland in service, toial opersting
fevenues and net operating income within fic
state 0 the aggregate amouns of these facors
of the elecwic company These factors ar
assipned the following percentige weights:

Facior Wkight

A. Gross phnd in service 309,

B. Net plant in sewvice 3I0%;

C. Tital operating evenues 20%;
and

D. Net operating ircome 204

{C)y Wawral Gas Pipeline Companics. The
whntibn atlwated b Missouri should be
based on the follbowing factors and perce ntape
welights:

1. The ratios of gross pland i seTvice,
met plat in service and miles of pipe {iach
ovquivalent) within e state to the apgrepake
amount of these facors of the natumi gas
pipeline company. These factors are assigned
the following percentpe weights for the 1998

LaxX yearn
Factor Weight
A. Gross plait in service A43%;
B Net plant in service 43%;
and
C. Miks of pipe (inch cquihvalent) 14%.

Beginning in fie 1999 Bx year, the faciors
will be assigned e following percentage

weights:
Factor Vieight
A Gross plant Inservice A5%,;
B. Nt plant in service 455
and
C. Miks of pipe {inch equivalent) (0%,

(D) Proxhaets and Liquid Pipeline Come
panics. The valuastion allocated & Missouri
should be besed an the follawving factors amd
perienfzge weighs:

1. Ratios of gros plant In scrvice amd
miles of pipe {inch cguivalent) and barrel
miles within the state fothe aparegate amoum
of these factors of the company. These faciors
are wesigned (he following percentzge weights
for the 1998 tax ypar:

Factor Vikbight
A. {iross pland in service 605
B. Miles of pipe (inch equivalemt 159,
and

C. Bamel Miles 5%,

Begining in die 1999 ax year the faors
will be assigned the following percentage
weighs:

CO5E OF STATE REGULATDNS
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Factor Weight
A, Gross plant in servioe GO
B. Miles of pipe (inch equivalent)  10%;
and

C. Barmi Miles 30%.

{F) Railroal Compsznics. The saluation
albecated to Missoun should B¢ based on an
arthmetic mean of the following rafios:

1. Ratio of opersted milkage (exciuding
rackage rishts) wihin the fae (o the wal
qrered mieape of the milroad company;

2. Ratio of locomotive and car miles
within the state to e total locomotive and
car miks of the railrad company;

3. Ratio of milwsy opemfting revenuc
within the s to the Htal mbway operading
meverte of fe raitroad company;

4. Radio of fon miles of revenue freight
within the sizste & the ©ial ton miles of rev-
entte freight of the milmad company;

5. Ratio of rovenue Yreight ons originaet-
og and (crmimting within the staie $ the
al revenue freight tons originating amd ter-
minating of {he railnwad company; and

6. Radio of undeprecistad mvestment in
road within the fay o the total amounl of
undepreciated investruent in road of the rajl-
moad company;

{F) Terminzl Raiload Companies. The
walue athwated to Misaouri should be hesed
an an arithnetdc mean of the following mbos:

1. Ratio of operated mikape {excluding
frackzge rights) wihin the ae (o the ioal
gemtd mileape of the terminal rafincad
company; and

2. Ratio of undeprecinted ivestment in
wal within the sawe to the tolal anounl of
wlepreciated investment in 7ol of the ter-
minal raltmad company,

{(iy Telecomnpunications Companics. The
walualion allocated 1o Missourd should be
hased on tie fllewine fxctrs and perceniaze
weights:

I. The mtics of gross plad in servies,
sl operating rewenues and net operating
mconwe within the state b the appregate
amouns of dese factors fio the icleconmu-
nicdions company. The factors are asdgnad
the following percentzge weights:

Factor Weipht
A. Gross plamd in service GO%;
8. Total opersting fovendes 20%,
angd

C. Net operating income 20%,

{H} Telphone Companics. The valustion
albweatad to Missoud should ke basxd on fhe
fallowing factors and perceniage weights:

i, The matios of gross plant in service,
wial operading rewenues and net oporating
mcone within the sate oo the aoprepsie
amount of these factos for the telfephone

company. These faodrs ane assigned (he D-
bwing percontage weights:

Factor Weight
A. Gros plant in service 60%;
B. Total opemting mywemics 20%;
C. Net opemting income 204,

amd

(I} Privae Car Companies. The valudion
allocated to Missouri should ke based on the
following ralios:

1. Ratio of todal mileage within the state
0 the wal mileage of de privale car compa-
.

2, Ratib of ©al loaded mileage within
the state o the total loaded mileage of the pri-
vale car company; and

3. Ratio of time spent within die staw o
fhe todal annual time of the private car com-

pany.

AUTHORITY: sections 138,420, 151.03) and
15, 660, RSMo 1994.* This rule was pravi-
oudy filed as 12 CSR 30-1. (6. Original nde
Fiad Do, 2, 1985, gffectie June H, 1987,
Amended: Fikd Sepe 13, 1987, gifecihe
Dec. 31 1987, Emerpency amendment fled
Aoy, M, 1989, gfeaive Dec. 31, 1989,
axpired Feb, 2, 199, Amended: Flled Mo
14, 1989, giecdve Feb 25 1990, Ametidad:
Fiied May 14, 1993, efeaie Jan, 13, 1904,
Amended: Flled Mav 13, 1997, gieaie Mok
B, 1997,

voviginal wakoiey: 13843, BSMa 19K, aneded
Qs Fd7, 198 30, KNMa 1I9, axerdrd #MS,
s exd M1.0G0 FEMO IR, astemdad T3, B0
19

12 CSR 30-2.017 De Miimis Lewek of
Assesed Valuation of Private Car Com-
panies

{Rescinded May 30, 2000

AUTHORITY: secdons 137.022 and 137,023,
RSMea 1994, Origiial rule flled AMay 17,
1994, effecrive Sepr 30, 1994, Rescinded:
Filed Sepr. 20, 1999, effective May 30, 000,

12 CSR 30-2.018 Method of Admindstia-
ting the Ad Yalorem Taxation of the Private
Railear Indostry and Applyving for the
Fredplt Line Company Tax Credit

PURPOSE: This ruke 5er jors 1he precise
mehod o adminisenuing tie ad valorsm kix
Jor the privive ralfcar indushy and die pnr-
cedure for applying for the su credly for o8-
aible axpenses.

{13 The commission will deermine the
sptewide averase e of pmperty tanes levied
for the preading year from reporss filed by
the railmad and streel milway companics
operating within the stae. This informadion
will be filed with the Directar of Revenue
along with the cument wear’s taablk dis-
rilmtable assessed valuation of each freight
line conpamy on or before the first of
October. In addition, this mpart shall inclade
the cument total main line Imck mileape of
the railmad and street milway conpanies
within each county t the apprepate tofal of
the saw. This repon witl also include the fol-
lowing information:

(A) Name and mailing address of cxck
freight line company;

B) Assessod walsadon of the dietriutablke
popeny for cach fieight line campany;

() Staewile average mie of property
taxes levied the proceding year: amd

{D) Amount of ad valorem tax due from
cach firight line company.

(2) Each freight line comgpany applying for
the tax crodit @ithorized in subscction
137.1018.4, RSMop, shall submita compleed
Form 30, Scheduke 1, Scheduk 3P°C, and
Schedule 20PC to the State Tax Conymiision
on of hefore May | of the tax year for which
the credi ks sought, and no such crodit shall
be given L any company filing the form afier
that date. The method for delermining
whether the rm is submited within the tine
prescrited by @iis nule will be the same
method wsed for determining the tineliness of

complaifts  filed wih the Stle Tax
Commission as st out in 12 CSR 30-
3.0HNIXC).

{3 In any year in which the general ssiembly
appropriates  insefficient funds to fully
finance the tax credit authorized in subscction
137.10i3.4, RSMo, the Sutilc Tax
Commission, basad upon the funds appropri
ated, shall allocate the eradit proportionately
among the freiaht lines tinely requesting the
tax credit for that year, The tax erexdit exch
individual freight line conpamy will receive
shall he calaulated by muliplying the per
centie that cach compaim's claim (ol to
excoed thelr tax habiiy) mepreants o te
toal credi ehins of al] freight line compa-
nics {who timely submiited the required form
and schedile for that tax yeary muliiplicd by
the amount of funds actually sppropristed for
that tax year

AUTHORITY: section 1371018, RSMc Supp.
2008 and section 137101, RSMo 2000,
Original rufe filed Sepr. 20, 1999, cffecdve
Moy 20, 2000, Amended. Fidod April 28.

Jasou Kencen
Seeretury of Stato

{Ha3)

CODE OF STATE REGULATIONS
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Division X)—State Tax Commisslon

n7\’) 12 CSR 30-2-DEPARTMENY OF REVENUE

09, gieaive Now 30, 2009

Wngaal ewkerky: 708 kMo 199, osaaled
A8 ead 130N, RAMo 1907,

12 CSR 30-2.010 Original Asesanent by
State Tax Commission and Appesls
(Reavinded September 14, 1934)

AUTHORITY: secdon 138.420. RSMa 1978,
Originad ride fdad Aug. 7, 1975, Amended.
Flied Aug. 15, 1983, effective Nov. 14, 1983,
Rescinded: Fied April 23, 1984, efeaiw
Sepr. 14, 1984,

(p. Ay Gen. Noo RS Lehr (2-28-75). The
Sute Tax Commision fias the aphoriy aud
& obligard © equalize e assessmernits of
properry arong He wirious counties and the
City of Sz, Lowds purstant 1o szctian 138.09),
RSMo, and has the duty 10 erder iy cownry
i which vabarions of property are below 33
1735 of rrue yalue o naise fie valwarions of
propery 1 33 148% of tue value and oo
onder any county inwhich walustions of prop-
erry are above 33 1735 of trne value 1o lower
die saluarion of sich properry 1o 33 1/3% of
e valwe. The Sxre Tax CommiBsion Ras ro
aufioriry © equalze e astessmenrs amorg
yaris panels of properry Within a county as
gaeh, B ddividual assessmens can be
nmiised or lowered pursuant © seations
138 380, 138,440, and 13847, RSMo, The
xare aiedipor hat he aahoréy to compe! the
Ssute Tax Convnissbn o regiire fie equal-
Earion of assessmemis qrong e arious
counies of e Ciry of 8. Louls ar 33 1/35
of trie varke.

12 OSK 30-2.021 Original Asesanent Iy
State Tax Commisslon and Appeals

PURP{ISE: This rule sers a precis method
JBr appeaing find dedsions o the Saoe T
Conpnission as regands public wifties and
irose sixpayers coming under die original
awessnent of fie commission.

{1) Every railroad, tebpmph, telephone,
exproess company amd other and similar pub-
lic utility comporations, campanics and firms
{aferwards referrad to as conpany) doing
business in Missouri, undess otherwise pro-
vided, shall proceed befae the State Tax
Commission as follows:

(A} Each compary shall fik #s port wifl
the State Tax Conmissdon on or before April
t of each year, Upon receipt of the report, the
comnussion shall conify a (entative assess-
ment to the company, The commision shall
st 3 date ypon which an informal hearing
will be conducted for the company. At the

hearing, tie conpany shall be permitod (o
submi © the commission cvidence arnd
exhibits indicative of the value of the suhject
popeny;

{B) Subsequent to ¢ froceadings set out
in subsection {IMA), the commision shall
cenify a final asessment (o (he compzay,
The commision shall kave @e audority o
amend a certificd final assessment which it
doene tobe eroncous, of pursuam to edion
155.040.3, RSMo, tentify the value o com-
mercial siremfi nt owned by an aidine com-
pany, bai no suchamendment or certficaion
shall be made after September 1 of the tax
year in question, Suche ropomts assessments
shall pot include disapmements over valus-
tion, chssification, or exempiiba, which
nust be addressed threugh the appeal po-
s Upon reeeipt of the fimal asesqment,
the conyany, il dissadidied, shall file a petk
tivh for a rehearing, which shatl be decided
&z oz comtested case, afier hewring o the
recond;

{Cy The pelition shall be dircded (o (he
State Tax Comntissibn. B shall state that the
sppeal iy from e oring assessment
entered Ty fhe conumission; the date of the
arsessment; the name of the axpaer appeal
ing: the business addeess of the taxpayer to
which mofice of hearimg nay be maikd,; a
briel statemen of why fic commizsion
shouldd change or modify the onginal ssses-
nenl; and @ biief statement of the relief o
which complainant ma feel erdited. The
petition shall be sworn to by the complaimnt
ar his/her adtomey;

{I3} The petition for rehearing shall be
filed no¢ more Gran thity (30} days afier the
wmpany feceives ootice of the oriinsl
assessmend. The petition shall be served upon
the commissibn by delivery, persmally, o
any commissioner or to the secielary of the
commission or by Tegitered mad, podage
prepaid, addrssed & fie Stae Tax Commi-
sion at Jefferson City, Missowmi. If personal
0Tvioe is made, it nay be proven by the affv
davt of any person comgxe £ il (o testifly or by
the official cenificae of amy officer audo-
fized under the laws of Missoeri to execule
process. If the petition is sorved by mail,
shall he filed as of the date of ik delivery by
the postal amithoritics, $ the office of the
Stete Tax Conmnission in Jeffeson City
Misouri;

{E} Discovery in &ppeals shall be as ia
other conesind caves pursuzmt o 12 CSR 30
3.0

{F} An zssigand altoreey general will asist
the commission at éhe hearing and in prepar
irg the deckion. The commission's staff
sltormeys will assist commission staff in pre-
septalion of the case; and

{G) The Stae Tax Commission shall sot
the matier for hearing &t the office of de
State Tax Commission, Jefferson City,
Missouri, within a reasonable time afier thag,
and notify the complainant and the proper
state officer of the date. The notice shall be
giwen by the complainant by firstclass mail,
postage  prepaid, addressed to the conr
plainant’s phce of budnes as given the pati
tion fikd.

AUTHORITY: sechon 138,420, RSMo 2000.%
(rriginal rde jied Dee. 13, 1983, gffecive
March 12, 1984, Amended: Filed Dec, 21,
2007, efeaive June 36, 2008,

Criphat mhorEy FIR4ET RO 159 cmmded
P8 PSR Jadh

12 CSR 30-2.030 Appeals fron the Local
Board of Exqualizatdon
(Rescindod March 12, 1984)

AUTHORITY: section 138,43, RSMo 1974
Tlis version of nule jiled &ug. 7. 1973, effec-
tive Aug. 17, 1975, Amended: Filed fune It
1976, efeaiv Sepr. 1, 1976, Amended:
Filad Jan. 0. 1978, efeaiw May N, 1978
Amended. Filed Aprif 12. 1979, effecive Jul
16, 1979, Amendsd: Fikd Oct. 1, 1979,
fecive Jan. 12, 1930, Amended: Filed Jan.
14, 1980, gffecdve April 14, 1980, Amended:
Kiled Aprit 10, 1981, efeciive July 13, 1981,
Amended: Filed May 13, 1982, effecive dug.
13, 1932, Rescided: Fifed Der. 13, 1933,
ffective March 12, 1984,

Richnord Hejghts v. Board of Equakation
of 8. Lonis Connty. 556 SW21 338 Mo,
bane 1979). Properry owner on appeaf 1o die
boand of equalzation received a reduction in
assessment. Gty antempted ko apeal & e
Senme Tav Commision and sought circuit
court appeal jrom e boani's rasssanean
and from Suate Tax Commission's refisal to
accepr appaal of beard ragessment. Held.
procesdings before boanis of equalzaton are
aor Chapeer 336 "comested cases,” and so
are not appealkible by the ciny s eireuit colirt
under section 536.100, RSMo. Skice fiere ix
ne express sdory provisibn 1o allow ciy's
appent @ the Staw Tax Comwmission from
boards reassessment, ity is bound Iy
board ‘s determinadon.

Op. Aty. Cen. No. 292, State Tax
Conwtisson o Misori (9-16-64). Neither
a counry, Gn officer of fig wrrt nor @ school
dismict has a right o appeal u Hie Ssare Tax
Comnission frem a decision of a county
board of equalization, deterniining  the
assersed yauaion of @ Fdividual properm.

&

CODE OF STATE REGIALATIINS

{2813} Jason Kawosx

Secrebry of St
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Chapter 2—Oxiginal Assessment

12 CSR 30-2 ng}

Gp. Afy. Gen. No. 27, Rwns (11-21-36;. A
nigrayer may appeal from the assessnznr of

a COuny aweswor ta the cowwy board of

equalbarion and fom thair decision © 1he
Nare Tax Commission. A wpayer has to
right o appeal from: the assessnent of county
assessor directlvio the Sate Tax ConurisSon,

12 CSR 30-2.040 Prehearing Procedures
(Reseinded March 12, 1984)

AUTHORITY: section 138.430, RSMo 1978,
Original ruke fled Aprit 12, 1979, effeaive
July 16, 1979. Rescinded and readepied:
Flied March 12. 1980, dffecive April 14,
1980, Amendad: Filed April 2, 1981, gffec-
e July 13, 1988 Reseindded: FHod Dec. 13,
1983, fecdve March 12, 1284,

12 CSR 30-2.0%0 Interwention
{Rescinded March 12, 1984)

AUTHORITY Anicle X. section 14, AMo.
Comsr. 1943, secdons J38.430 and
536.062¢1). RSMeo 1978: WL B Holdirg
Compayry v. Skme Tav Commission, Cause
No, 28,985, Cole Counny Circulr Court 1977,
Original rule filed July 14, 1977, effective
Oa. 13, 1977 Amended: Filed April 10.
1987, effeceive Julv 13 198 Rescinded:
Filed Dec. 3. 1983, gfeabe March 12
198£.

12 CER 30-2.060 Discovery
{Rescimded March 12, 1984

AUTHORITY: seaions 138 430 and 536.073,
RSAfo 1978, Ariicle X, wdion 14, Mo,
Const. 1943, Qriginal rule jitead April 12,
1979, gffective July 16, 1979, Rescinded:
Fflled Dec. 13, 1983, geaive AMarch 12,
084, :

12 CSR 36-2.065 Subpoemas
{Rescinded March 12, 1984)

AUTHORITY: seqions 138.300 and 536.077.

RiMo 1978 Original niife fled Jan. 14,

1980, effective April 14, 1980. Amended:
Filed April 10, I198], effecive July 13 1981,
Reseinded: Fikd Dee. 13, 1983 effraiw
March 12, 1084,

12 CSR 30-2.010 Procedure: Motons and
Stpulations
Rescided March 12, 198D

AUTHORITY: section 118,430, RSMa 978

Aricle X. secdon 14, Mo, Censt. 1945,
Original rule filed April 12, 1979, ffeqive
July 16, 197, Amended; Filed Aprd 10.
108, gfecrive July 13, 198, Rescinded:
filod Dec. 13, 1983, effective March 12
1984

Jrzou HKenoer {i/2H13}
Secretary of Site

COGE OF STATE REGULATIONS H
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Assessment Approach Definitions

Definition - Cost Approach to Property Assessment

Cost Approach - Technique - Summary definition - IAAQ - International
Association of Assessing Officers
http://docs.iaao.org/media/Pubs/ITAAO_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 (ofien 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 - IAAO - International
Association of Assessing Officers
http://docs.iaao.org/media/Pubs/IAAQ_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 - Infernational
Association of Assessing Officers
http://docs.iaao.org/media/Pubs/IAAO_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

COURT ORDER AUTHORIZING IMPROVEMENTS
ALONG PUBLIC ROADS
~ On this _?fffday 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 utility purposes through, along, actoss, under and over
the public roads and highways of the County of Buchanan, Missouri.

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:

’7:-—"'
residing Commissioner

Royal Turner
@W-C%l%ﬂ-—r——
Commissioner
-7

ommissioner

Ron Hook

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

e 700
County Clgrk™ :
Mary Garvey

Schibl-3,p

]




GBX Response to MLA-01.Lawlor.Attachment 01
Page 2 0f 16

County Commission, Buchanan County, Missouri

STATE OF MISSOUR, } July TERM, 20 2 .
County of Buchanan, :
* I the County Commission of said County, onthe _33rd  day of Aungust 20 12

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz.: ’

Now on this 23™ day of August, 2012 the Bucbanan County Commission hereby orders that pursuant to
Section 229.100 RSMo to execute an Agreernent authorizing Jmprovements along Public Roads to
Grain Belt Express Clean Line, LLC,

A copy which is attached herefo and terms and conditions incorporated by reference.

Itis so ordered,

——m
o e
Royal Turner

Presiding Commissioner

e

Dan Hausman
Eastern District Commissioner

4@’/
n Hook Q*gtu
estern District Commissioner

STATE OF MISSOURI,
County of Buchanan, 8s. L Mary Garvey . , Clerk

of the County Commission and jor sald Couny, hercby certify the above and foregoing te be a true copy df the p@e@ms
of sald County Commission, on the day and year above vnitien, as the same appears of rgeotd, in my office. In Testimony

Whereof, ! have heraunto set my hand and gifixed the seal of sald County Comission at office in the Court House in
5t. Joseph, MO, this____23rd .day of August, 4 L2012

T
(v
) i Clerk County Commission
By ) ,D.C.

Seh LD L-3, 2 2




GBX Response to MLA-01.Lawlor. Attachment 01

C.R. BUD MOTSINGER Regular Tag o 0F 16
Presiding Commissioner Commisslon Mcetmg
Hamilton, MO 64644 Pirst Monday in Febraary,

May, August and November
DONNIE COX
Eastern District Commissioner
Braymer, MO 64624

Beverly ] Bryant
Cletk to the Commisston

GERALD McBRAYER
Western District Commissioner

CALDWELL COUNTY COMMISSION

49 East Main, PO Box ¢7
Kingston, Missouri 64650
816.586,2571
816,586.3001 (fax)

Regular Mesting: Each Monday

On this i day of Sg’? , 2012, Grain Beit Express 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, atong, across, under and over the public roads and
highways of the County of Caldwell, Missouri,

The Caldweli County Commission may, pursuant to sald section approve and grant such authority as requested by Grain Beit
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 repulations of
the Conupission pertaining to such facilifies be observed by Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC.,
Dated:

Catdwell County Commission

-
Préding Comm:ssmner

Commissioner

%JMM

Commissionst

I hereby certify that this is a true and exact copy of the original order filing in my office the __* i day of éz‘”’QZ C,2012,

County Cler

Seh. LDL-3, p. 3




GBX Response to MLA-01.Lawlor.Attachment 01
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02-2012

Onthis /4 day of _J ufyz 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, Missourt,

The Carroli County Commission may, pursuant 1o said section approve and grant such authonty
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 regutations of the Commission
pertaining to such facilities be observed by Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC,

Dated;: 7-/£—/%

Carroll County Commission

7
fommissmner -
(e f% Gl ﬁl’

! ,Commissnoner

FRCL LRI
S . ‘\“

Bt

.
B

g
ih ebZ certify that this is a true and exact copy of the original order filing in my office the / éﬂﬂ & dayof

44 ,2012.
a0 1V (Qca%

Com(by/ 6{;& * /

l'

5:( e 3 p. L/



P ' GBX Response to MLA-0I.Lawlor.Attachment 01
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j ' On this 16™ day of July, 2012, Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC requests authority from the

| Chariton County Commission pursuant to section 229.100 RSMa 2000 to construct, erect, place,
maintain, own and operate poles, lines, and other conduits, conductors and asscciated structures and

i 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 hecessary 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.

1 Dated: July 16, 2012

Chariton County Commission

Presi ,Simg tgmmissmner

ﬁ gmwf’-é/

3 Eastef/n District Commissioner

. I B . |
I | ;z/,f L ool alﬂ culligel

Western District Commissioner

I i hereby certify that this is a true and exact copy of the original order filing in my office the 16" day of
July, 2612. .

! flwmu n&é&’fa"w

County Clerk




’ . ' GBX Response to MLA-01.Lawlor.Attachment 01
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On this f%day of Jy"‘tlj , 2012, Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC requests authority from
l the Clinton 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

l the County of Bushapam, M|ss
D PN CemeTer

The Clinton County Commlssson may, pursuant to said section approve and grant such authority
‘J 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 Commission
l pertaining to such facilities be observed by Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC.

Dated: 2“{5 Z/g -

I (;linton County Com

l (e W X
Premdmg Commissioner -
@ J«’L{ bé Oﬂ"’“*‘@’ﬂ

1 Cammi

."A

S Ay EX
ﬁ AR

L hereby certify that this is a true and exact copy of the originaf order filing in Y. ofﬁce the { 1 dayof

K[)’)&,U\X i%ﬁﬁ ’I .

County Clerk U

Sl Lbi-3, p ¢
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Monroe County Commission

300 N Main ¢ Room 203 « Paris. MO 65273-1399 « 660-327-5107 = FAX 660-327- 1014

Mike Minor Glenn E. Turner

Presiding Western District

Mike Whelan

Fastern District

On this 30th day of July, 2012, Grain Belt Express Ciean Line LLC requests authority from the
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 county maintained roads and highways of the

County of Monroe, Missouri.

The Monroe County Cormmission 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
Commission pertaining to such facilities be observed by Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC.

Dated: July 30, 2012

Monroe County Commission

Mike Minor, Presiding Commissioner

e ) Rl

Mike Whelan, Eastern Commissioner

Ve B ,
oy - 7
,:/ A/éé?’a s s A

~
A

Glenn E. Turner, Western Commissioner

A reby certi@_ihat this is a true and exact copy of the original order filing in my office the ef O dayof

2012, :

Sandra Francis, County Clerk

Seb. LbL-z 7.7
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INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT
TRANSMISSION LINE INSTALLATION & REPAIR

This Intergovernmental Agreement ig 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 wutility 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 xrights of way in Ralls
County, Missouri.

Section 2. County grants Constructor permission to accesg 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 respongibility 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 comnected rights of way that are the subject of this
Agreement.

Section 5. Constructor agrees to hold County harmlesg 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.

5c4-LDL-3 P8
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Section 8. Constructor agrees to replace the road bhed and road
surfaces and rights of way to the standard and condition of such as
reguired 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 Missouri
law and only subject to state court jurisdiction.

Section 10. The parties agree that, if any litigation arises
between them related to the terms 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 Congstructor in behalf of County shall
be congidered as oxr act as a waiver of any immunities or defenses
available to County as to any person, including but not limited to
Consgtructor.

-~y 2 g2 . Lt
Entered this -2  day of _A/EbLs , 2012, by and
between the following:

For Constructor by: For County by:

‘ A/
QLHAQLM AOJM [y cj; L‘f/rw 7]

r4 i >
Name | Name
E-V’(’C l’],r;—‘\v\.f [./{C{ //f =1 {{awf/
Title : Presiding Commissioner
ATTEST:

G Yt i

County Clerk

SCLLDL’ 3} P C]
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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. regquires 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 consistent 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 necesgary 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 interestsg 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 b LDL-3, P00
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including the pavment of attorney fees, costs of 1litigation
related to the utility lines, the payment for any Jjudgments
entered against the County and all other costs 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 receipt of an executed copy of
the Agreement from Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC.

Adopted this K day of Y Ol Y , 2012, by roll
call vote as follows:

Z?C//f//

Preszdlng “Coftmissioner

Eastern Commissioner

\/7 A
//f‘(,{/,,;? ///ff’"!{/r?,u//r )

" V{estern Commigsioner

ATTEST:

G Lhrtoni T

County Clerk

SCQ,LDL‘B,ﬂ//
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INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT
ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION LINE INSTALLATION & REPAIR

\Y

! 3 s This Intergovernmental Agresment is entered between Grain Belt Express Clean
| \\\?\ Ling (hereafter referred to as “Constructor”) and Randolph County (hereafter
arred 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 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 rights of way in Randolph County, Missouri.

Section 2.  County grants Constructor permission to access to build and
maintain ufility ines over and under the ground underlying certain of the county
public roads and connected rights of way in Randolph County, Missoutl,

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

Section4.  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, maintenance, 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 County
and all other costs and expenses related o the utility lines. Gounse! for County
shall be selected by County.

Section6.  Constructor agrees that the any underground ufifity lines will be
burled at least six (6) feet below the surface of the road bed and connected rights
of way.

Section7,  Constructor agrees that it will construct and maintain the ufility iines
at the level of industry standards for high volfage, direct current electric
transmission lines accepted at the time of any construction or maintenance is
performed.

Section 8.  Constructor agrees to comply with any and ail federai and state
laws and applicable regulations relating to the construction, upkeep,

{00107422.1) Sl LDL- 3,p 1
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maintenance and repair of ufility lines as they now exist or may exist during the
life of the utility 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 hed and rights of way are
returnad to their pre-construction or repair or maintenance condition if
Constructor fails to properly perform the work fo the satisfaction of County.

Section 10. This Agreement 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 Missouri.

Section 12.  All parties to this Agreement represent that they have the authority
to entar into this Agreesment and that the sighatories hereto are authorized to sign
for the respective party. g

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 possessas 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 availabie to
County as to awrson, including but not limited to Constructor.

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

{00107427,1} Sel., LDL-B} £ 13




For Construgtor, by:

7

AL IO Aly
Namel& Title

For County, by

orgn i

Presiding Commissioner

GBX Response to MLA-01.Lawlor.Attachment 01
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ATTEST: \\““““""””
v Countn,
SOV L] }' .
- S ', Y%
'R 2%
Eane YRk
ok ] A%
County Clerk TORAY,
: s §
'/

1,

f00107427.13
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RANDOLPH COUNTY, MISSOURI RESOLUTION
RIGHT OF WAY ACCESS AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, Randolph County, Missouri is the owner of non-state pubilic 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 been 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, Randoiph 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 access to the
ground of certain of the county public roads and connected rights of way; and

That & contract for such access with guarantees from Grain Beit Express Clean
Line LLC [s 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 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 hold harmless
Randolph County for any and all damages resulting from the placement,

(00107427.1) saL Lbi1-3 Nas
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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 ih hehalf 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 to execute the

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

Adopted this (Q day of (Q\Q‘DWW , 2012 by roll call vote as

Presiding Commissioner

(Yapus (DO

Associafle Commissioner”

As&ciatg Commissiéner

ATTEST ! ' «\“‘\‘:{'E‘é’{}"”"

County Clerk i

=
% *s " §
”l, d}' Sppe® .* ‘s
t(,'” 1S5 OU?‘\“\\“
iy
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Office of
Clinton County Conimissioners
Wade L. Wilken, Ir.

Clinon County Courilpg:.
Presiding Commissioner

207 North Maiy -+
Plattsbury, Missenri 64q-

Chiades Dawson {816} 539-1534

1st District Commissioner

Laary . King
2ud District Comymissioner

State of Missouri

March 4, 2014

_Grain Belt Express.Clean Line
1001 McKinney Street, Suite 700
Houston, TX 77002

To whom it may concern,

On July 17, 2012 the Clinton Countty Commission issued a resolution authorizing Grain Belt Express Clean
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 aur attention that we acted prematurely i issuing this resolution. Therefore, on March
4, 2014 we are officially rescinding the resclution issued on 17 July 2012, A copy of this is being sent to
1 the Missouri Public Service Commission as well,

Please update your files according!y.

‘ Sinceraly,

Wade Wilken, Jr
_ Presiding Corumissioner~— " 7~

]

l ! Charles Dawson

: 1** Distrief Commissioner
% I
i A Mgt &/ Sy

a:/ry KIDE/ \.)
2" Distridt Commissioner

] : Cc: Missouri Public Service Commission

| | | Sel,, LDL-H, p.
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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 in my office on the \-i day of N\ar e\~ 2014,

Mary Blanio®
County Clerk

Clinton County, Missouri

o . . Dated: \1’5",\\:{ o

Seb. Lhu-t,p.3



CHARITON COUNTY COMMISSION

306 S. Cherry St.
Keytesville, MO 65261

Phone 660-288-3200 Fax 660-288-3403
Tony McCollum o o Steve Atkinson
Presiding Commissioner Eastern District Commiissioner
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 65101

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 Commission. After further review of this company we feel that we were
premature in our 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 beauty of the area. We feel there are many
questions that need to be answered such as:

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

What health 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 still 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

Sec {«1 L Di- ’-/7 F 3



Is the short term gain in economic activily for 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 ar¢ they reputable in their fong
term goals, or are'the owners’ plans only 1o make a quick dollar by selling to another investor or

even a middle east investor?

Boes the east coast even wanl this power from Grain Belt Bxpress 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 1o
Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC to construct a high voltage DC electric line across Chariton

County or the State of Missouri,
Sincerely,
Chariton Coun-tz-{ Coln-n}i-ssién

Tony McCollum
Presiding Commissioner

Steve Atkinson
Eastern 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 3{st day of | M L, ’h , 2014,

Qs Leretiti

Susan Littleton
County Clerk
Chariton County, Missouri

7 Dated: “r‘];ﬂfﬁﬂ.’i'm*_' I

Sc[/(. LDL"L/j P.5I



© March 12018

Regular Terms ot
Conunission hMeeting:
Firgt Monday in February,
May, Aupust and Nevember

C.R. BUD MOTSINGER
Presiding Comemissioner
Hamiiton, MO 64644
Beverly ) Bryam
Clerk 10 the Commis-ion

DONNIE COX
Fastern District Commissioner
Braymer, M 64624

GERALD McBRAYER )
Repuiar Mccting, Bach Monday

Western Distriet Commissioner

CALDWELL COUNTY COMMISSION

44 East ¥ain, PO Box 67
Kingston, Missouri 64650
816.586.2571
$16.586.3001 {fax)

whssouri Public Service Commission
200 Madison Street
Jefferson City, MO 65101

RE: Grain Beli 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 line across
the state of Missouri, The transmission line is apparenily routed (o pass through Caldwell County. Many of the cidzens
of Caldwel] County are opposed 1o this line going through Caldwel) County. They are concerned about the impact that
these high voltage lines may have on their livelihoed, health, cconomy, fiture land use and the aesthetic beaury of 1he
area. There ave many unanswered questions that should be addressed prior to the public service commission acting on any

appiication of Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC.

Therefore, the Caldwell County Commission wants the Public Service Commission 1o be absolutely clear that the
Caldwell County Comimnission has Not Granted Approval for Grain Belt Clean Line Express LLC to construcy, erecy,
place, maintain, or operate poles, lines, and other conduits conduciors, and associated structures and equipmient for utility
purposes through, along, across, under or over the county maintained roads and highways of Caldwel County Missouri as
pursuant 1o Section 220100 RSMo. The Caldwell County Commission further wants the Public Service Commission

to be clear that the prior correspondence e the Public Service Conmnission dated March 12, 2012 and September 3, 2012
is vescinded and the letter dated Febroary 10, 2014 is finther clarification of the counties concerns. The Caldwell County
Cofnission strongly encourages the Missouri Public Service Commission io carefully consider the request of Grain Beht
Express Clean Line LLLC and the future impact that this transmission Hue would have on the state of Missouri mnd
specifically on the citizens of Caldwell County before granting public niilify status and thus the right to obiain casements

and righi-of-way by use of
eminent domain.

T hagﬂ: you for your careful consideration of this very sensitive issue. We would welcome the opportuniiy
to discuss this issue with the Public Service Commission in more detsil if vou would o desire,

Sincerely,

Caldwell _Coumy Commission . . y :
. ) ) ey . o oy 2 -

- £ty
C R Bud Molgirsar = & e e e et

< _df_?ud Moisinger ¢ Donnie Cox Gerald McBrayer &
residing. Commyissioner Eastern Commissioner Western Commissioner

S\CL.LDL-'L]’ay'g



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 // 2 day of f}%w (’h , 2014,

Beverly Biyar

=8
_ R County Clet

Caldwell County, Missouri

1.
I

T 117 i/
(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 See RC Harlow
Western Commissioner Presiding Commissioner Eastern Commissioner

24 March 2014

Missouri Public Sefvice Commission . . . o e
2007 Madison Street o

PO Box 360

Jafferson City, MO 6‘?102 -0360

Dear Commissioners,

On August 23, 2012 the Ralls County Commission signed a Resolution granting Grain Belt Bxpress Clean Line
LLC access to the ground surface only of a certain of the county public roads and connected rights of way.
At that point in time it 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 favor of this project by a wide margin.

Therefore the Ralls County Commission hereby retracts and officially denies the approval of Grain Belt Expiess
Ctean Line LLC the authority to construct, erect, place, and maintain utility lines and to grant access to the
ground surface onty over certain of the county public roads and connected rights of way, in Ralls County,
Missouri. Until such time that Grain Belt Express Clean Uine LLC has utility status in the State of Missouri and
the approval of the Missouri Public Service Commission. i
Ralls County Commission feels very strongly due fo all the conflicting information and overwhelming citizen
displeasure that approval not be granted. If such approval is granted by the Missouri Public Service
Comymission to Grain Belt Express Clean line LLC then Ralls County Commission will be subject to section
229100 RSMO 2000.

Respectfuily,
Ralls County Commissicn

i
Presiding Commissioner
Rabert L See

(@W W LM Tl

teven H Whitaker
Western District Commissicner

Western District Commissioner

§cL.LDL~"],p-<3



CERTIFICATION OF RESCISSION OF FRANCHISE

I hereby certxfy that the foregoing document is a true and exact copy of a document
which was filed in my office on the 22 day of - ,MZL , 2014,

County Clerk
Ralls County, Missouri

Scé. LDL'L'I, 79



Monroe County Commission

300 N. Main » Room 203 « Paris, MO 65275-1399 « 660-327.5107 » FAX 660-327-1019

Mike Whelan l Mike Minor Glenn E. Turner

Eastern Disirict Presiding Western District

On the 30th day of July, 2012 Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC requested authority
{ from the 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
! county maintained roads and highways of the County of Monroe, Missouri.

The Monroe County Commission may, pursuant to said section approve and grant such
f,,.f —— —- .. authority as.requested by Grain Belt Express Cle Clean LmeiLLC

e e e e i —_— [

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 obgerved by Grain Beit 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 Commxss;on the

i decision to grant such authority was premature.

Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC canniot be granted such authority by the

Monroe County Commission until such a time that Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC
J has utility status in the State of Missowri by receiving the official approval of the

Missouri Public Service Comrmission.

[ Therefore, the Monroe County Commission hereby retracts and officially denies the
approval of Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC the authority to construet, erect, place,
maintain, own and operate poles, lines, and other conduits, conductors and associated

( structures and equipment for utility purposes throngh, along, across, under and over the
county maintained roads and highways of the County of Monroe, Missouri. Until sucha
time that Grain Belt Express Clean Line LLC has utility status in the State of Missouri

i . and the approval of the Missouri Public Service Commission.

After such approval has been given by Missouri Public Service Commission
I 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.

S b, LDL-H, poo



Dated: January 24, 2014

| Monroe County Commission

J ' Mike Minor, Presiding Commissioner

| e D

Mjke Wheian Eastern Commtssxoner

- W& Lgpee

Glenn E. Turner, G¥estern Commissioner

I, hereby certify that this is a true and exact copy of the original order ﬁllng in my office
| the 24“‘ day of January, 2014,

Sandra Francis, County Clerk

f f §cL.LDL~H,ﬂ);



CERTIFICATION OF RESCISSION OF FRANCIHISE

I hereby certify that the foregoing document is a trug-and exact copy of a document

which was filed in my office on the ;[/ day of g %ﬂ i ig,g 2014,

ol T

Sandra Francis
County Clerk
Monroe County, Missouri

_#ﬂ,%m&%# /?Z - R
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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 fo 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: -~ &/-2e/{

Caldwell County Commission

(f‘«?&;ﬁw@@%

Presiding Commiésioner

Opomer. o

Commissioner

Comrmssmner

I certify that.this i’s a true and exact copy of the original order filed in my office on the

day of , 2014,
2w ls

County Cle

Seb. LDt-4, pi3



613 FIRST STREET
P.0. BOX 215
GLASGOW, MO 65254
TELEPHONE (660)338-2144 ** FAX (660)338-2561

WILLIAM J. DAILY STEPHEN M. MURRELL
March 21,2014

Missour: 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 are in support of the current proposal in the above named case. 1 know
of no such support for the project by the govemment officials in those cities.

1 aws and have for some time been the city atforney. for both the City of Brunswick,
Missourd [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 clerk and/or
officers in each 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
menibers of that council have voiced strong opposition to the project over tiie past several
months.

Sincerely, .
200 \ o,
William . Daily

Attorney at Law

S.l.LbL-5 oo
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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@gmaii.com>, "Kelly A.
Polonus"” <KPolonus@greatsouthernbank.com>

| 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 j Operations

218 8. G[enat;ne | Springfield, Mo. 65802
Phone 417-895-4569 | Fax 417-895-4533

DougMams@greatsouthembankcom | wwwv.greatsouthembankcom
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2 attachments

-@ Clean_Line_Supporters[1].pdf
79K

@] Biock GBE sample commissioner business letter.doc
23K
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Grain belt

| Brad.Browh@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

— woAn\ !/J"\L"Y"—
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From: _ Mark C. Bross <mcb@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 heip
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

Kiingner & Associates, PC

4510 Paris Gravel .Rodd | Hannibal, MO 63401 o
Office: 573.221.00203] Fax: 573. 221 0012 | www.klinaner. com '
mgb@kimggm <o

Bk
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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; Phyll:s Bross
Subject: FW: Case EA2014-0207-Grain Belt Express

FYI

From: PSC Info (Public Info Emall Address) - PSC [mallto:pselnfo@psc.mo.govl
Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 2:32 PM

To: 'Stewart McIntyre'

Subject: RE: Case EA2014-0207-Grain 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 questions 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
publlc commqnts for consﬁ[deratmn

' _'. HES IR § e 3 .; j; -
If at any time you have questions or concerns regarding this matter, please feei free to contact our office at 1-800-392-
4211,

Sincerely,

Consumer Services Unit

Fromé Stewart McIntyre [maiito:smcintyre@bigriveroil.com)
Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 1:48 PM

To: PSC Info (Public Info Email Address) - PSC By River G
Subject: Case EA2014-0207-Grain Belt Express
Importance: High

FRoifo2q90H4

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 pleasé DENY them Public
Utility status. i As a Missouri business owner, 1 believe that we do not need the electricity and would not benefit from it. It
would violate! property ridhts, reduce property values far more than compensation, spoll our rural landscape, cause
hundreds of acres of deforestation, create obstacles to famming, limit future land use optlons,-and cause potential heaith
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 | : §CéLDL"€f.5~
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Tue, Mar 25, 2014 at 2:38 PM
To: Macy Rodenbaugh <mrodenbaugh61@gmail.com>

Iam aware of this project but have not heard much about it for several months now. Early last
year they called us fo 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 fold them that we would
support them in this project. However, I will double check with our head office in Chesterfield o see if they
have had any more information regarding this group or this project.

Terry Benunett

Cell:

Office:

PREEELL R

Continental Cement Company
10107 Highway 79
Hannibal, Missouri 63401

Safety first ... the only) smart choloe.

mrodenbaugh61@gmail.com}

To: Terry Bennett
Grain Belt Express Clean Line project

6‘017. LDL"ST/)/&



COMMENTS

A primer on power

Diverse power resoutces keep electricity affordable and reliable

o0 you know wheze your eleciriclty comes from?

A Many electric cooperative memibers don't have
the slightest Idea what goes Intd creating the elec-
B yricity they use.

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

But as debate on carbon-dioxtde regulation heatsup In
Washington, D.C,, electric cooperative members need to
understand exactly how electzicity 5 created and brought
{0 their homes.

Blectric cooperative members in Missour] receive thelr
power from two generation cooperatlves, For maost electric
cooperatives, this wholesale power comes from Associated .
Electsic Cooperative based in Springfietd, Mo, Citizens Flec-
tric membezs get their power from Wabash Valley Power, 2
cooperative based in Indianapoelis.

‘the two uttlifies use similar resources {o generate elec-
tricity. The backbone of their power needs are met by large
coal-fired power plants. Assoclated Electric, for example,
meets most of the needs of fis member systems with two
coal-fired plants located at Thomas Hill in north-central
Missourt and New Madeld in southeast Missonrt.

These plants provide about 30 percent of the electriclty
used by its member systems, which Include electric co-ops
In Iowa and Oklahoma. For Wabash Valtey, coal supplies 50
percent of the electricity, Another 13 petcent comes from
synthetic natural gas and § percent from nuciear power.

Like a wise investor, clectric utilitles don't put all of
thelr' eggs fn one basket, Behind these large coal plants are
a series of plants that use natural gas as the fuel source.

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

‘These generation co-ops alse have smaller, “5imple-
cycle® natural gas plants designed 1o operate for shorter
perlods of time when demand for electricity is high.

Assoclated also has one small power plant located in
Unlonvile that uses fue] oil as its fuel source, Because It
is more expensive to operate, 1t is used only when the
demand for electriclty hits peak tevels.

Besides these large fosstl-fuel power plants, renewnble
resources play a major role In supplying electricity. Assoc-
ated buys the entire output of fout wind farms ln north-
west Missourt and receives power from a fifth wind farm [n
Kansas. Anew wind farm in Oklahoma is under constmuc-

tion and is expected to start délivering power in 2015,
Another major source of renewable energy comes from

_the federal hydropower projects along the White River and

elsewhere. This does not include electtcity generated at
Bagnell Dam, which forms Lake of the Gzarks. This is a pri-
vate hydropower project owned by Ameren Missour.

Altogether, renewable fesources provided 16 percent
of the electricity for Assodlated member systems in 2013,
‘Wabash Valley Power alse supports renewable energy. it
owns landfill gas generation and has contracts to purchase
the output from wind farms and biogas projects. It sells,
separately, the environmental attributes assoclated with
this generation to its members and third pasties.

Whatever the power source, electdcity Is generated
pretty much the same way, Steam, wind or water turas a
generator, which creates electzlcity. This elechricliy moves
across transmission lines to the distyibution cooperative,

. the voltage gets stepped down to consumer levels and the

lights come on in your home.

Rlectricity moves at roughly the speed of light through
these power lines. That's a good thing too, because it's not
possible to store it, For all practical purposes, the electriclty
you use has to be generated as you use it.

For this reason, those large baselcad plants fueled by
coal and natural gas are critical to meeting your energy
needs. At some polat, 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 eventu-
ally the sun sets and solar panels step working.

For every watt of renewable power you use, there
has to be an equat amount of electricity walting to take
over should these Inteumittent power sources stop. You
wouldn't be happy waiting on an operating table if the
only power source was wind or solar.

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

It has taken many yeats to build these resources, but
Missourl's electilc cooperatives can count on a reliable sup-
ply of electricity. That's why we 1esist any effott to weaken
this powerful network. We hope you will keep informed
about any Issues that could huzt this supply of affordable
and reliable electricity. If you haven't already done so, visit
wyrw.action.coop and join the half million members who
have already let their voices be heard.

Cotton is new manager at Farmers’

financiat officer.

A graduate of Morthwest Missourl State University, Cotion received a
backelor's degree In accounting. He is a certified public accountant end
has completed the Cooperative Financlal Professional Certificate Pro-
gram and the Natlonal Rural Eleciric Cooperative Assoclation’s New CEO

Orientation.

The new manager is an Eagleviife native but hés lived In Trenton
with his wife, Missle, for the past 21 years. His hobbies include coaching
youth basketball and attending the sporting events of his children,

Cassidy and Connor

He replaces former Farmers' Blectric Manager Mike Sanders, who
retired on May 15, Sanders was manager for the past eight years.
Missoutl's elecric cooperatives welcome Cotton te his new role at the

cooperative and wish Sanders all the best In his retirement,

garmess’ Blectric Coopetative has a nesw manager who is no-
_stranger to the copperative. He is Rod Cotton, a long-time coop- ~
erative employee and a native of northwest Missourl. He previ-

3 ously worked for Grundy Efectiic Cooperative In Trenton and
Green Hills Telephone Corp. based in Breckenrldge. Hls Jatest role at the -
Chillicothe-based Farmers® Rlecttic was as assistant manager and chief

Rod Cotton
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