From: Jay Hodgens on behalf of James Hodgens[SMTP:JAMES@HODGENS.NET]
Sent: Thursday, October 02, 2014 3:07:11 PM

To: Douglas, Tina (PUC); PUC Docket Filings

Cc: Van Gerpen, Patty; Cremer, Karen; Rounds, Brian; Kearney, Darren;

‘Jon Thurber'; Mark.Carda@blackhillscorp.com; '‘Amy Koenig';
michael.fredrich@blackhillscorp.com; ivan.vancas@blackhillscorp.com;
vance.crocker@blackhillscorp.com; juliep@co.pennington.sd.us;
matejcik@rap.midco.net; vicki.leonard@hennepin.us; JSMILEY@GPNALAW.COM;
mclewisnd@msn.com; wssma@ msn.com;
dave.riemenschneider@westplainsengineering.com; bjal85@msn.com;
rvarilek@rushmore.com; bartb@dakotamill.com

Subject: Comment from interested party on Carda/BHP 9-26-2014 response to Leonard
Auto forwarded by a Rule

Thank you for copying me on the correspondence to Ms Leonard.

It would appear that possibly the attachment identified as Route Modification 3G is the same as the preceding exhibit
showing existing conditions. It appears that exhibit showing Modification 3J is what is intended to be 3G, except that
the tree removal in the right of way is not accurately shown, only pole location.

Am | correct to understand that this view is from the cul-de-sac at the head of Aztec Drive looking west?

If | recall correctly, option 3J will look the same as existing conditions. | am unsure of this as | cannot find any exhibit in
my files that shows option 3J. Could you provide this information, or identify where the alignment 3J can be seen.

Thank you.





