
 

II-566 
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CO9-1 Miller Holdings, Inc.’s motion to intervene out of time is noted.  See also 

the response to comment letter CO22.   
CO9-1 
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Companies and Organizations 9 
 
 

CO9-1 
(cont’d) 
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Companies and Organizations 9 
 
 CO9-1 

(cont’d) 



 

II-569 

Companies and Organizations 9 
 
 CO9-1 

(cont’d) 
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CO9-2 Section 3.5.2.5 has been revised to address the Verona master planned 

community. 

CO9-1 
(cont’d) 

CO9-2 
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 CO9-2 

(cont’d) 
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Companies and Organizations 9 
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Companies and Organizations 10 
 
 



 

II-577 

Companies and Organizations 10 
 
 



 

II-578 

Companies and Organizations 10 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO10-1 Mainspring Casa Grande, LLP; Miller & White 815, LLP; and Anderson & 

Miller 694, LLP’s description of the background and data requests issued 
for the project is noted.   

CO10-2 See the response to comment PM3-2 that addresses the adequacy of the 
EIS. 

CO10-1 

CO10-2 
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 CO10-2 

(cont’d) 
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 CO10-2 

(cont’d) 
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CO10-3 Regarding comment b(1), section 3.5.2.5 notes the concerns of Pinal 

County and the City of Casa Grande that replanning developments that 
have already been approved and engineered would cause local 
governments to incur significant time and resources. 

Regarding comment b(2), as explained in section 3.5.2.5, the 
developments of Terrazo, Solana Ranch North, Maratea, and Vista 
Canyons were identified based on input from the public and the affected 
local government development agencies.  

See the response to comment CO30-1 in response to comments b(2)(a) 
and b(2)(b). 

See the response to comment CO14-5 in response to comment b(2)(c). 

CO10-2 
(cont’d) 

CO10-3 
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 CO10-3 

(cont’d) 
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 CO10-3 

(cont’d) 
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 CO10-3 

(cont’d) 
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 CO10-3 

(cont’d) 
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CO10-4 See the response to comment CO30-1.  See also section 3.5.2.5 that has 

been revised to include new information regarding the Pinal County 
EPNG Collocation Variations. 

CO10-4 
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Companies and Organizations 10 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CO10-5 The commentor’s concerns regarding Transwestern’s ability to meet the 

terms of a FERC Certificate are noted.  Section 2.5 describes the 
environmental compliance inspection and mitigation monitoring program 
that would be implemented by the FERC and other agencies during and 
after construction of the project, if the project is approved.    

CO10-5 
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 CO10-5 

(cont’d) 
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CO11-1 See the response to comment PM3-3. CO11-1 
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CO11-2 Sections 1.1 and 3.4.2.5 have been revised to incorporate SRP’s 

comments regarding the purpose and need of the proposed project. 

CO11-1 
(con’td) 

CO11-2 
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CO11-3 Section 3.4.2.5 has been revised to incorporate SRP’s comments 

regarding the number of future utility crossings of SRP’s powerline 
easement in the Buckeye, Arizona area. 

CO11-2 
(cont’d) 

CO11-3 
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CO11-4 Section 3.4.2.5 has been revised to incorporate SRP’s clarification of its 

position regarding the safety of collocating the proposed project within the 
existing powerline easement.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CO11-5 Section 3.5.2.4 has been revised to include SRP’s intention to renew its 
current easement in perpetuity across the WMA landfill between 
approximate MPs 126.0 to 127.5. 

CO11-4 

CO11-5 
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CO11-6 SRP’s comment expressing support for the adequacy of the EIS is noted. 

CO11-5 
(cont’d) 

CO11-6 
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CO12-1 As indicated in table 4.7.3.2 of the EIS and on drawings #9 and #10 of 

the Proposed Phoenix Lateral – Wash Route included in Transwestern’s 
March 1, 2007 filing, the proposed alignment of the Phoenix Lateral 
would not impose temporary or permanent right-of-way on any of the lots 
within the Mission Por Del Rio or Arroyo Linda (Griffiths Parcel) planned 
developments.  Therefore, the proposed project would not result in 
significant damage to the referenced developments. 

Regarding project impacts on the North Branch Habitat Preserve, the 
commentor is referred to sections 4.4.2 and 4.5.1.2 for a discussion of 
vegetation and wildlife impacts that would result from the project.  As 
stated in section 3.4.2, Transwestern has agreed to provide substantial 
mitigation or compensation for impacts on land uses along The Wash 
alignment.  Alternative routes that would avoid The Wash alignment are 
considered in section 3.4.2.6. 

CO12-1 
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CO13-1 APS’ comments expressing support for the proposed project are noted. CO13-1 
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CO13-1 
(cont’d) 
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CO13-1 
(cont’d) 
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CO14-1 EPNG’s comments expressing support for the proposed route in 

proximity to the Agua Fria National Monument (AFNM) and in The Wash 
alignment through the City of Casa Grande are noted. 

CO14-2 Section 3.5.2.5 has been revised regarding the Pinal County EPNG 
Collocation Variations.  While we concur with EPNG that the variations 
would not avoid all direct impacts on the planned developments 
discussed in section 3.5.2.5, we do not agree that the developments 
would require replatting to accommodate the variations. 

CO14-1 

CO14-2 
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CO14-3 EPNG’s background description is noted.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CO14-4 EPNG’s concerns regarding construction safety, operational constraints, 
and system reliability associated with locating the Phoenix Lateral in 
proximity to EPNG’s existing natural gas pipelines are addressed in 
sections 3.4.2.6 and 3.5.2.5. 

CO14-2 
(cont’d) 

CO14-3 

CO14-4 
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CO14-4 
(cont’d) 
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 CO14-4 

(cont’d) 
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CO14-4 
(cont’d) 
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CO14-5 EPNG’s recommendations for collocation of EPNG’s existing facilities and 

Transwestern’s proposed project are noted.   

We agree that EPNG and Transwestern must work closely together to 
ensure the safe construction and operation of EPNG and Transwestern 
facilities if the Phoenix Lateral is authorized and expect that 
Transwestern and EPNG would execute and implement formal 
agreements similar to those outlined by EPNG in its comments.  

CO14-5 
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CO14-6 See the responses to comments CO14-1 and CO14-2. 

CO14-5 
(cont’d) 

CO14-6 
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 CO14-6 

(cont’d) 
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