In the Matter Of:

In Re: Questar Gas Company - Vermillion Acquisition

HEARING PROCEEDINGS DOCKET NO. 17-057-01
March 09, 2017
Job Number: 369025A

Litigation Services | 800-330-1112
www. | i tigationservices.com


http://www.litigationservices.com

o o b~ W

\'

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

BEFORE THE PUBLI C SERVI CE COMW SSI ON OF UTAH

In the Matter of the Application of
Questar Gas Conpany for Approval of
the Verm|lion Acquisition as a
Wexpro |1 Property

)
; Docket No. 17-057- 01
)
)

HEARI NG PROCEEDI NGS

TAKEN AT: Ut ah Public Service Comm ssion

160 East 300 South

Salt Lake City, Utah
DATE: March 9, 2017
Tl ME: 9:00 a.m
REPORTER: Mary R Honigman, R P.R

Job Nunber: 369025A



http://www.litigationservices.com

HEARI NG PROCEEDI NGS DOCKET NO. 17-057-01 -

03/ 09/ 2017

© 00 N o 0o b~ w N P

=
o

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

APPEARANCES

FOR THE UTAH PUBLI C SERVI CE COW SSI ON:

Thad LeVar, Comm ssion Chair

David d ark, Comm ssi oner

Jordan VWhite, Conmm ssi oner

FOR QUESTAR GAS:

Jenni fer Nel son O ark, Esq.

333 South State Street

P. O. Box 45433

Salt Lake City, Utah 84145

FOR THE DI VI SI ON OF PUBLI C UTI LI TI ES:
Patricia E. Schm d, Esqg.

160 East 300 South, Fifth Fl oor

Salt Lake City, Uah 84114

FOR THE OFFI CE OF CONSUMER SERVI CES:
Steven Snarr, Esq.

170 South Main, Suite 400
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101

Page 2

Litigation Services | 800-330-1112

www. | i tigationservices.com



http://www.litigationservices.com

HEARI NG PROCEEDI NGS DOCKET NO. 17-057-01 - 03/09/2017

© 00 N o 0o b~ w N P

=
o

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Page 3
| NDEX OF EXAM NATI ON
W TNESS PAGE

Barrie L. MKay 7
EXAM NATI ON BY: Ms. d ark

Dougl as D. Weel wri ght
EXAM NATI ON BY: Ms. Schm d 25

Gavi n Mangel son
EXAM NATI ON BY: M. Snarr 29

Litigation Services | 800-330-1112
www. | i tigationservices.com



http://www.litigationservices.com

HEARI NG PROCEEDI NGS DOCKET NO. 17-057-01 - 03/09/2017

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N D N D DM DN P P P PP P PP
gag A W N B O © 00 N O 0o b~ w N+ O

Page 4
PROCEEDI NGS

COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  This is Public
Servi ce Conmi ssion Docket #17-057-01 In the Matter
of the Application of Questar Gas Conpany for
approval of the Verm|llion Acquisition as a Wexpro
Il Property. Wy don't we start with appearances
for the Utility.

M5. CLARK: Thank you. Jennifer
Nel son Clark. [|I'man attorney for the applicant,
and | have with ne Barrie McKay who is the director
of custoner rates and reqgulation for Questar Gas;
and Brady Rasmussen, the vice president and general
manager of Wexpro Conpany.

COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Thank you.

M5. SCHM D: Good norning. Patricia
E. Schmd with the Attorney General's Ofice
representing the Division of Public Uilities. Wth
me this norning as the Division's witness is Dougl as
W Wheelwight. Sorry, D. Weel wight.

COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  That's an
I nportant clarification.

M5. SCHMD: It is.

MR. SNARR And ny nane is Steven W
Snarr. |'mcounsel for the Ofice of Consuner

Services. Wth nme today is Gavin Mangel son, who is

Litigation Services | 800-330-1112
www. | i tigationservices.com



http://www.litigationservices.com

HEARI NG PROCEEDI NGS DOCKET NO. 17-057-01 - 03/09/2017

Page 5

1 a utility anal yst.

2 COMWM SSI ONER LEVAR:  Any prelimnary
3 matters before we go to Ms. C ark?

4 M5. CLARK: Yes. W have a couple of
5 housekeeping i ssues. The first deals with

6 confidential information. The vast mgjority of M.
7 McKay's summary that he will offer today is not

8 confidential; however, there is a piece that sort of
9 fits in the mddle that we'll need to treat as
10 confidential information. So for purposes of your
11 record and also if we're streaming, | wanted to note
12 that in advance.
13 And then the second matter that |
14 wanted to raise was the issue of cross-exam nation.
15 Counsel has spoken and if it's appropriate and if
16 you feel confortable, we're happy to do all of the
17 sunmaries at the sane tine, and then perhaps have
18 qguestioning via the panel. W recognize that
19 M. MKay wll be our only testifying w tness today.
20 We've brought M. Rasnussen with us in anticipation
21 of questions, so if that works with the Conm ssi on,
22 we think that would be an appropriate way to
23 proceed.
24 COMWM SSI ONER LEVAR:  And if there's
25 no objection fromany other party -- and it sounds
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1 like there's not -- to handling any potenti al rage o
2 cross-exam nation, that nmakes sense.

3 Wth respect to the first issue, |

4 think the way we'll need to handle that is if at the
5 appropriate nonent you want to nmake a notion to

6 cl ose the proceeding to the public, there's a

7 required finding. The Commi ssion has to find that

8 it"s in the public interest to do so. So we can

9 deal with that at the appropriate tinme and nmake sure
10 that only appropriate people are in the roomand the
11 streamng is discontinued for that portion.
12 M5. CLARK: That raises one other

13 question in ny mnd, and it is possible, | guess,

14 during cross-exam nation and exam nation by the

15 Conmmi ssion that they nmay al so raise issues that are
16 confidential and so if | interject, |I wll apol ogize
17 for the rudeness in advance.

18 COMWM SSI ONER LEVAR: | f anyone asks a
19 question that you think would require any
20 confidential information, please junp in and stop us
21 bef ore we keep goi ng.
22 M5. CLARK: Thank you.
23 COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Any ot her
24 prelimnary matters? Gkay, then, M. d ark.
25 M5. CLARK: The Conpany calls
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M. Barrie L. MKay.

BARRI E L. MCKAY,
having been first duly sworn to tell the truth, was exam ned
and testified as follows:
BY M5. CLARK

Q M. MKay, will you state your nane and
busi ness address for the record?

A Barrie L. MKay, and | think I'mat 333
South State, Salt Lake Gty, U ah.

Q And are you the same Barrie MKay that
filed pre-filed direct testinony in this matter
al ong with acconpanying Exhibits 2.1, 2.2, and al so
a Suppl enental Exhibit 2.2.1-S?

A Yes.

Q Did you actively participate in this
docket and in the devel opment of the Settl ement
Stipulation of this before the Conm ssion today?

A | did.

Q Can you pl ease sunmarize that Settlenent
Stipul ation?

A | can. Turning to the Stipulation, | want
to at |east touch these first few paragraphs -- |
don't need to go through themin detail -- but | do
want to recognize what's included in them

Actual ly, the first paragraph in the Stipulation is

Litigation Services | 800-330-1112
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: . : .. Page o
sinply recognizing that both this Commi ssion and the

Wom ng Conm ssion needs to approve these
properties, or, shall we say, at least this
stipulation before it becones effective.

The first nunbered paragraph is a
reference back to Wexpro I, second one is a
reference back to Wexpro Il, third paragraph is a
reference to the Trail Settlenent Stipulation, and
fourth paragraph is referencing the Canyon Creek
Settlement Stipulation, all of which govern how we
go about having these properties approved before the
Comm ssion and then devel op themand the criteria
t hat nust be reached in order for themto continue
to be part of that.

We then recognize that within the Wexpro
Il agreenent, there's two specific parts in
paragraph 5 that we were relying on and that
required us to conme before both the Utah Conmm ssion
and the Wom ng Conmm ssion. One paragraph
identifies that there are certain properties that we
shall bring before the Comm ssion, and we have about
three of those -- we'll point those out in a
mnute -- and then for the first tinme before any of
t he Conm ssions, Questar Gas and Wexpro have brought

a couple of properties where it was our choice to do
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Page 9
t hat .

Then we sinply summarize in paragraph 6
the timng of the acquisition of the Kinney Unit,
which was in April of 2015. Paragraph 7 identifies
the Trail, Whiskey Canyon, and the Canyon Creek
Units and their purchase, which was in Decenber of
2015. Then we did nmake the filing before this
Conmm ssion the beginning of this year, January 9th,
and we point out in this paragraph that it is the
Trail, the Kinney Unit, and the Canyon Creek
Override that fell into the category that we shal
or that we nust bring that before the Comm ssion.
Al'l of those properties were in the Devel opnent
Drilling Area. And then the Wi skey Canyon and the
Canyon Creek outside the PA -- that stands for
"outside the participating area" for properties that
was a choice or that we nay bring them-- we
identify themin that paragraph. W have properly
filed, including all of the information that was
t hought of as we had the process of approving the
Wexpro |1 Agreenent. The Hydrocarbon nonitor
performed his responsibilities in reviewng all of
that and filing his initial report within the seven
days of filing of our Application. W obviously had

sonme scheduling conferences, we held two technica

Litigation Services | 800-330-1112
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1 conferences within the two dockets -- the one tr&ﬁge -
2 is of inmportance here would be the February 2nd one
3 that we held in Uah -- answered nunerous data

4 requests, filing direct testinony, and then in

5 paragraph 14, the parties net for the first tinme on
6 the 23rd of February along with the Hydrocarbon

7 nmonitor. | want to point that out, as you'll see

8 here in a mnute, we needed to rely on his expertise
9 and actually his third-party verification for a
10 settled-upon change of how Wexpro wi || be devel opi ng
11 one of the properties, and he hel ped in that
12 process. Then, sinply, in 16 is the recognition

13 that this resolves all the issues in the docket

14 before this Conm ssion.

15 So the key things are the Terns and

16 Conditions, which begin in paragraph 17 where it's
17 identified that the Trail Unit and the Wi skey

18 Canyon Unit shall be approved as Wexpro |

19 properties. In paragraph 18, we identify that the
20 Canyon Creek property, which includes the "outside
21 the participating area" as well as the overriding
22 royalties, wll be approved as a Wexpro || property,
23 subject to a change in the way that Wexpro wl|
24 devel op the properties. And they will replace what
25 was originally anticipated as a horizontal well with
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1 a vertical drilling programin an area outside t?&?e -
2 participating area. And after those first three

3 wells are drilled, Wexpro has agreed that they w ||
4 bring the results, costs, the volunes that are

5 antici pated before the parties and will not proceed
6 with further drilling until that has happened, as

7 well as the opportunity for the Hydrocarbon nonitor
8 to review the results of those first three wells and
9 deemit reasonable in noving forward.
10 And then as we worked through this, we
11 wanted to nake sure that everybody realized that we
12 are agreeing to this approach, but we are al so
13 recogni zi ng that overarching the devel opnent of the
14 Canyon Creek Unit are still the criteria of the
15 i ssues that were settled in the Trail Stipulation,
16 as well as the Canyon Creek, which is the limting
17 anmount of vol unes that Wexpro can provide to Questar
18 Gas, as well as needing to neet the 5-year forward
19 curve before they drill and neeting the
20 comerciality test. So we nake a reference to that
21 at the end of that paragraph.
22 And | think, now, to provide further
23 clarity and to get sone additional evidence on the
24 record, we've prepared a few, | guess we call them
25 heari ng exhibits, but those are going to be

Litigation Services | 800-330-1112
www. | i tigationservices.com



http://www.litigationservices.com

HEARI NG PROCEEDI NGS DOCKET NO. 17-057-01 - 03/09/2017

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N D N D DM DN P P P PP P PP
gag A W N B O © 00 N O 0o b~ w N+ O

. : Page 12
confidenti al .

M5. CLARK: They are, and if | can
approach, 1'Il give you copies and we can j ust
briefly make the notion and |ay the reasoning for
calling it confidential.

COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Ckay. So you'l
provide us with three copies prior to the notion and
to the two parties. GCkay. Thank you.

M5. CLARK: The parties have them

COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  They al r eady
have thenf? GCkay. Thank you.

M5. CLARK: Now that we have themin
front of us, the Conpany woul d nove that the hearing
be closed for the portion of M. MKay's testinony
when he testifies to these four exhibits you have in
front of you. And if we can previously flip through
them | would preface it by saying these are either
updates or supplenents to exhibits that have been
previously filed as confidential exhibits. You'l
note that the first one has sone information rel ated
to drilling and costs that the Conpany deens
confidential. The second is supplenental to
Application Exhibit B. It also contains future
drilling plans which the Conpany deens confidential.

The third that you can see has to do with total gas

Litigation Services | 800-330-1112
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. _ ~— Page 13
supply, and the right-hand side of that exhibit

contai ns sone forecasts; and, again, the Conpany
deens that forecast information to be confidential.

And, finally, Confidential Hearing

Exhibit 4 is the future drilling plan, Wexpro's
future drilling plan for these properties, and the
Conpany deens that confidential as well. The

Conpany woul d argue that disclosure of this
information would put it at a conpetitive

di sadvantage for negotiations in the future, and it
woul d al so cause the Conpany to disclose infornmation
that it views proprietary.

COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Thank you. Is
there any objection to this notion. M. Schm d?

M5. SCHM D:. No objection.

COW SSI ONER LEVAR: M. Snarr?

MR. SNARR: No objection.

COW SSI ONER LEVAR: W find that it
isinthe interest of the public to grant the notion
and to close the hearing to anyone who's not a party
until we conpl ete discussion of confidentia
information. So we will discontinue stream ng at
this point. |Is there anyone in the room-- | don't
know t he nanes of everyone in the room but if

everyone at the table is confortable with those in

Litigation Services | 800-330-1112
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1 the room then we can proceed. rage 14
2 M5. CLARK: It's fine. | think we
3 recogni ze everyone here.
4 COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Ckay. Do we
5 have the stream ng turned off? GCkay. Thank you.
6 (The follow ng testinmony was deened confidential. )
7 111
8 111
9 111
10 111
11 111
12 111
13 111
14 111
15 111
16 111
17 111
18 111
19 111
20 111
21 111
22 111
23 111
24 111
25 111
Litigation Services | 800-330-1112
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. _ _ Page 18
(End of confidential testinony.)

COMM SSI ONER LEVAR:  We will reopen
the neeting then to the public. Any objection to
reopening the neeting? W'Il|l start the stream ng
again. Thank you.

M5. CLARK: The Conpany woul d now
nove for the adm ssion of Confidential Hearing
Exhibits 1, 2, 3, and 4.

COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Any objection to
that notion, Ms. Schm d?

M5. SCHM D: No obj ection.

COW SSI ONER LEVAR: M. Snarr?

MR. SNARR: No objection.

COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  The notion is
granted. Thank you.

BY M5. CLARK

Q Pl ease proceed, M. MKay.

A That gets us to paragraph 19. In
paragraph 19, the parties agreed that the Kinney
Unit at this tinme would be w thdrawn for
consi deration before this Conmm ssion, and then we
woul d gi ve Wexpro the opportunity to be able to
prove that this unit can be econom cally devel oped
if they can. And based on a verification

recogni zi ng that the Wexpro Agreenent is

Litigation Services | 800-330-1112
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: Page 19
sel f-governing here, we know the Hydrocarbon nonitor

woul d be reviewing their work in that area and
assum ng that it can be econonically devel oped, then
we -- Questar Gas, Wexpro -- shall bring this
property back before the Comm ssion. W' re not
commtting the Comm ssion or any parties that it has
to becone part of Wexpro I, but sinply giving
parties a free option, if you wll, on this. And
our concern was, is that the way that the Wexpro I
Agreenent, | think, contenplated properties being

br ought before the Comm ssion is that you woul d
bring a property and it would either be included or
not included, and that's the way we would |ive going
forward. We didn't want that decision to have to be
made on this if the property |ooks prom sing, but
there wasn't enough evidence at this tinme, and we
agreed that we would delay that official decision
before this Comm ssion by us withdrawing that. And
then assumng that it's a good property and parties
don't want us -- if it doesn't prove to be a good
property -- to have us, quote, waste our tinme with
having to see that the nunbers aren't good, we
recogni ze the Hydrocarbon nonitor in the review of
that process wll be able to satisfy that concern.

But if it can be econom cally devel oped, Wexpro and
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www. | i tigationservices.com



http://www.litigationservices.com

HEARI NG PROCEEDI NGS DOCKET NO. 17-057-01 - 03/09/2017

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N D N D DM DN P P P PP P PP
gag A W N B O © 00 N O 0o b~ w N+ O

_ _ Page 20
Questar Gas would bring it back before the

Commi ssion and give the parties an option to have it
beconme a Wexpro |l property.

That | eads us to paragraph 20, which
they're in the process of discovery and
negotiations. There were concerns related to at
| east three areas, and we wanted to nenorialize
those and agree that -- assum ng approval of the
Settlement Stipulation in both Uah and Wom ng --
the parties would neet within 45 days and di scuss
the mtigation of risks associated wth other
participating areas. Right now, our discussion has
been that it's not inmnent, but we wanted to nake
sure we all had an understandi ng of what that m ght
be out there and provide the evidence to nmake sure
everyone had understanding with it.

W al so wanted to evaluate the -- talk
about and di scuss the evaluating and the
i npl enmenting of future sale or retirenent exchange
of Wexpro | assets as their useful life cones to an
end, and then specifically talk about the timng. |
think it's alittle odd -- we will freely admt
that -- that tine that happened between Wexpro
acquiring these properties and then bringing them

bef ore the Conm ssion has sone uni que circunstances,
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] o . Page 21
but we wanted to discuss that tim ng which has not

been specifically addressed.

Then the | ast paragraph in the Terns and
Conditions is 21, and is essentially a paragraph
that has existed in our other stipulations that
recogni zes that Wexpro -- the paragraphs in the
Settlement Stipulation of Wexpro | are still in
force as it relates to regulation, or, shall we say
not reqgul ation of Questar -- sorry, of Wexpro. So
I'"'m going to make one nore attenpt on that. This
paragraph refers to Wexpro and how they are not
considered a regulated entity, and that's spelled
out in the Wexpro | Agreenent.

The rest of this is the General Terns and
Conditions, stating that we feel that this is a just
and reasonabl e resolution of the issues and it's in
the public interest. In paragraph 22, it doesn't
set any precedent as far as other issues bringing
before the Conmission in the future. W'I|l be happy
to provide wtnesses, and | think you' re seeing that
happen today. And then, if, in fact, we're not
approved by the Comm ssions, how the parties would
respond and act.

But in summary, we feel this is an

excellent resolution of the issues in this case, and

Litigation Services | 800-330-1112
www. | i tigationservices.com



http://www.litigationservices.com

HEARI NG PROCEEDI NGS DOCKET NO. 17-057-01 - 03/09/2017

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N D N D DM DN P P P PP P PP
gag A W N B O © 00 N O 0o b~ w N+ O

. . Page 22
it's just and reasonabl e and ought to be approved by

t hi s Commi ssi on.

Q Does that conclude your summary?

A Yes.

M5. CLARK: Before the Conpany
surrenders the floor, it would nove for the
adm ssi on pursuant to paragraph 24 of the
Stipulation of those exhibits referenced in Questar
Gas Conpany's Exhibit Index. The parties and the
court reporter have been provided with the index,
and you wll find it if you just open the cover of
the binder in front of you. It includes the
exhibits -- the Application and the exhibits that
acconpanied it, Exhibits A through P including
subparts. It also includes the suppl enenta
information that was filed in this docket; the
direct testinmony of M. MKay w th acconpanyi ng
Exhibits 2.1, 2.2, and 2.2.1-S; and then also the
direct testinony of Brady B. Rasnussen, which is
Exhibit 3 with acconpanyi ng exhi bits; Questar Gas
Exhibit 3.1, 3.2, 3.2.1-S, 3.3, 3.4, 3.5, 3.6, 3.7,
and we'll just say with the subparts of 3.7. Those
were filed with the supplenental information and
3. 8.
COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Thank you.
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. _ . _ Page 23
Ms. Schm d, any objection to that notion?

MS. SCHM D:. No objection

COW SSI ONER LEVAR: M. Snarr?

MR. SNARR: No objection.

COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Ckay. The
motion is granted. Thank you.

M5. CLARK: Thank you. The Conpany
does not have any other witnesses to offer at this
tine.

COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Ckay. Wth the
under standing there m ght be questions later, we
wi Il nmove on to Ms. Schmid.

M5. SCHM D:  Thank you. The
Division's witness this norning is M. Douglas D.
Wheel wright. Could he please be sworn?

DOUGAS D. WHEELWRI GHT
having been first duly sworn to tell the truth, was exam ned
and testified as follows:

BY Ms. SCHM D

Q M. VWeelwight, could you please tell us
by whom you are enpl oyed, your position, and your
busi ness address?

A Yes. |'ma technical consultant with the
Division of Public Uilities. M address is 160
East 300 Sout h.
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o Page 24
Q On behal f of the Division, have you

participated in this docket?

A Yes, | have.

Q Did that participation include preparing
and causing to be filed DPU Exhibit No. 1.0 D rect,
along with DPU Exhibit No. 1.01 Direct, 1.02, which
were confidential, 1.01, 1.02 Redacted, and then DPU
1.0 Direct, your corrected prefiled direct testinony
along with redacted Exhibits 1.01 and 1.02?

A Yes.

Q Wiy was corrected prefiled direct
testinony filed?

A The only correction to the original filing
was a change in our summary. W renoved sone of the
redacted portion of that sumrary.

M5. SCHM D:. The Division would |ike
to nove to admt the exhibits previously identified.
You al so have been provided with an exhibit [|ist.

COW SSI ONER LEVAR: M. Snarr, any
objection to that notion?

MR. SNARR: No objection.

COMWM SSI ONER LEVAR:  Ms. O ark?

M5. CLARK: No objection.

COMW SSI ONER LEVAR:  The notion is

gr ant ed.
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M5. SCHM D: Thank you.

BY M5. SCHM D

Q M. Wieelwight, did you participate in
the settl enent neetings?

A Yes, | did.

Q Do you have summary statenents to provide?

A. Yes, | do.

Q Pl ease proceed.
A Thank you, Conm ssioners. The objective
of the Wexpro Il Agreenment was to create a structure

and a nechani smthat could potentially all ow
addi ti onal properties to be included in future cost
of service gas production. The Vermllion
Appl i cation before you today represents the third
time additional properties have been presented for
approval . The Regional Application in this docket
represented the purchase of varying ownership
interest in four separate properties identified as
the Vermllion Acquisition. |In direct testinony,
the Division recommended approval of the additional
interest in the Trail property and approval of the
Wi skey Canyon property. The Division expressed
concern with the original proposal for wells in
Canyon Creek and concerns with the cost of service

fromthe Kinney field. 1In response, the Conpany
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1 prepared a nodification to the proposed driIIingP?%s “°
2 Canyon Creek and prepared a revised cost of service
3 cal cul ation that excluded the additional ownership

4 in the Kinney property. These two nodifications to

5 the original Application are the basis for the

6 Settlenent Stipulation which has been signed by all

7 the interested parties and has been outlined today

8 by M. MKay.

9 The cal cul ations and the assunpti ons used
10 in the original Application and the assunptions used
11 in the Settlenent Stipulation have been reviewed and
12 eval uated by M. David Evans, the independent
13 Hydr ocarbon nonitor. The first confidential report
14 fromthe Hydrocarbon nonitor was filed with the
15 Conmmi ssion on January 19th, and the second report
16 was filed on February 27th. |In both reports, M.

17 Evans indicated that in his opinion, the reserves

18 and associ ated econom c i nfornmati on represented by
19 Wexpro were reasonable. The specifics of the cost
20 of service price projections fromthis acquisition
21 are confidential, but have been included in Exhibits
22 L-1 through L-5 of the original filing and in

23 subsequent updates. A conparison of the cost of

24 service price fromthe Vermllion properties along
25 with the total cost of service price for all of the

Litigation Services | 800-330-1112
www. | i tigationservices.com



http://www.litigationservices.com

HEARI NG PROCEEDI NGS DOCKET NO. 17-057-01 - 03/09/2017

© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N D N D DM DN P P P PP P PP
gag A W N B O © 00 N O 0o b~ w N+ O

_ . ~ Page 27/
Wexpro production and the projected market price was

included in ny direct testinony.

The revised projections of Exhibit L-5
with a nodified drilling in Canyon Creek and
excl udi ng the Kinney property show a slight decrease
in the total cost of service price for the three
remaining Verm|llion properties. It should be noted
that a total volune of natural gas production from
the VermIlion Acquisition represents a small
percentage of the total Wexpro production and wll
have a m nor inpact on the total price of cost of
servi ce gas produced by Wexpro.

The Division has reviewed the Conpany's
Application and subsequent updates and has
participated in the settlenent negotiations. Key
provi sions of the stipulation will allow the Conpany
to resubmt the Kinney property in the future and
require further discussions with the Conpany to
clarify procedures for property sale or exchange and
potential expansion of participation area.

It is the Dvision's recommendati on that
the Commi ssion approve the properties identified in
the Vermillion Settlenment Stipulation and that these
properties be included under the Wexpro ||

Agreenent. Approval of the Verm|llion Acquisition
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as a Wexpro ||l property represents the purchase of a

| ong-termresource that could be advantageous to
ratepayers for many years. The Division believes
the terns of the Stipulation Agreenent taken as a
whol e are just and reasonable and are in the public
interest. That concludes ny sunmary.
M5. SCHM D:  Thank you
COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  That concl udes
your presentation?
M5. SCHM D:  That concl udes the
Division's presentation.
COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Thank you.
M. Snarr?
MR. SNARR: Yes. Thank you.
Appearing today in support of the Ofice of Consumer
Services is Gavin Mangel son. He has prepared
testinony. My he be sworn?
GAVI N MANGEL SON,
having been first duly sworn to tell the truth, was exam ned
and testified as follows:
BY MR SNARR
Q M. Mangel son, what is your nane, business
address, and by whom are you enpl oyed?
A My name is Gavin Mangel son. M busi ness

address is 160 East 300 South, Salt Lake City, U abh.
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["'ma utility analyst for the Ofice of Consuner

Servi ces.
Q Did you submt prefiled direct testinony
in this docket?
A Yes. On February 21st, 2017, | submtted
ten pages of confidential direct testinony.
COW SSI ONER LEVAR: M. Snarr, I'm
sorry to interrupt, but | think you re not picking
up on our streamng. |If you could nmaybe nove the
m crophone a little closer to you.
MR. SNARR  Certainly.
COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Thank you.
BY MR SNARR:
Q How is that testinony identified in the
proceedi ng here today?
A As OCS-1-D.
Q And are there any corrections or
nodi fications to that testinony as you present that
t oday?
A No.
MR. SNARR We woul d nove to have
M. Mangelson's previously filed testinony to be
admtted as part of the record.
COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Thank you. M.

Schm d, do you have any objection to that?
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M5. SCHM D: No objection.

COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Thank you. Ms.
a ark?

M5. CLARK: No objection.

COMWM SSI ONER LEVAR:  Thank you. The
notion is granted.
BY MR SNARR:

Q M. Mangel son, did you participate in the
settlenment discussions related to the issues raised
in this docket?

A Yes. | participated in the devel opnent of
the Vermillion Settlenment Stipulation which has been
submtted to this Comm ssion. The Ofice of
Consuner Services is a party to that agreenent.

Q Have you prepared a statenent or summary
of the Ofice's position?

A Yes, | have.

Q Coul d you pl ease provide that?

A Thank you. Good norning, M. Chairmn,
Comm ssioners. The Ofice of Consuner Services
conducted detail ed analysis of the proposal to
i ncl ude new properties wthin the Wexpro 11
Agreenent. | n accordance with our statutory
mandat e, we approached our analysis fromthe

perspective of residential and small conmmerci al
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custoners who together represent a substanti al

portion of the customers receiving cost of service
gas under the Wexpro Agreenents.

The O fice's direct testinony identified
cost information for cost of service gas from each
of the four properties individually and further
di vi ded those properties by existing proven
devel oped producing, or PDP wells, and future
devel opnent wells. W included conparisons of this
cost information to current market rates.

In addition to the cost analysis of the
proposed properties, the Ofice's Direct Testinony
identified other issues that are inportant to
consider in this and any future applications to
i ncl ude properties under the Wexpro Il Agreenent.
These additional issues can be sunmarized into three
mai n points. First, although a conbination of
exi sting wells and new devel opnment wells may result
in a conbined cost of service that is bel ow nmarket
prices, acceptance of these wells into the agreenent
neans that ratepayers wll be required to purchase
the additional volunes that conme fromthese existing
wel I s, even though prices may be, at tines, above
mar ket prices.

Second, the cap on the level of Wexpro Gas
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as a percentage of total gas supply established in
the Canyon Creek Stipulation is a ceiling and shoul d
not be treated as a target for |evels of Wexpro Gas.

And, third, declining volunmes of Wexpro
Gas should be replaced only if the additional
vol unes can be justified based on their independent
advant age when conpared to market prices.

The O fice believes that the Vermllion
Settlenent Stipulation filed on March 2, 2017 in
this docket reasonably satisfies the issues and
concerns that we identified.

Cost information was used as the principal
basis for our recommendations for each individual
property, and cost information was the principa
factor in developing the terns of the Settl enent
Stipulation. Regarding the Wi skey Canyon and Trail
properties, the conbined cost of service gas
produced from PDP and devel opnent wells fromthese
properties is expected to be bel ow current rates.
Therefore, the Ofice supports the inclusion of
these properties into the Wexpro Il Agreenent as
stated in paragraph 17 of the Stipul ation.

Regar di ng t he Canyon Creek property, |
wi Il note that the Canyon Creek property referred

both to the overriding royalty interest of certain
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wells within the participating area, as well as two

addi ti onal properties outside of the current Canyon
Creek participating area. The Ofice originally
opposed inclusion of the Canyon Creek property into
the Wexpro |1 Agreenent based on the uncertainty of
resulting actual prices. During the settl enent
tal ks, Wexpro agreed to nmake certain nodifications
to the anticipated drilling plan for this property.
The changes to the drilling plan are explained in
paragraph 18, and initially provide for three
vertical wells in lieu of the horizontal well
described in the Application. The revisions to
Wexpro's drilling plan for this property shoul d
present |less risk, result in |ower cost of service
gas fromthe new wells, and thereby | ower the price
of cost of service fromthe property as whol e.
Based on the conditions described in
paragraph 18, the O fice supports inclusion of the
Canyon Creek property into the Wexpro ||l Agreenent.
Regardi ng the additional interest in the
Ki nney property, cost of service gas fromthe
existing wells is currently above nmarket prices, and
i nformati on about the single-devel opnent well
provided in the Application does not produce a

resulting cost of service gas price bel ow current
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1 mar ket rates. Parties believe that further

2 exploration in that field nmay prove additional well
3 sites that would result in a |ower overall cost of

4 service price fromthat area. Therefore, paragraph
5 19 provides for the wthdrawal from consideration of
6 the Kinney property at this tine, along with a

7 mechani sm for the property to be brought before the
8 Conmm ssi on under the cost circunstances described in
9 t hat paragraph.
10 In conclusion, the Ofice submts that the
11 Vermllion Settlenment Stipulation to Questar's
12 request for the inclusion of additional properties
13 under the Wexpro Il Agreenment will result in just
14 and reasonable rates and is in the public interest
15 and recommends that the Conm ssion approve the
16 Settlenent Stipul ation.
17 MR, SNARR  That concl udes the
18 Ofice's presentation.
19 COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Thank you. M.
20 G ark, do you have any questions for any w tnesses?
21 M5. CLARK: | do not. Thank you.
22 COMW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Thank you. M.
23  Schm d?
24 M5. SCHM D:. No questi ons.
25 COMW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Thank you. M.
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Snarr?

MR. SNARR: No questions.

COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Conmi ssi oner
Wi te?

COW SSI ONER WHI TE:  Wth respect to
the Kinney property, to the extent it's not
confidential, what is the anticipated timng of the
addi ti onal exploration of potential request for
i ncl usi on?

MS. CLARK: | think the Conpany woul d
deem the answer to that question confidential, and |
think M. Rasmussen is probably best equipped to
answer it, and he needs to be sworn.

BRADY B. RASMUSSEN
havi ng been first duly sworn to tell the truth, was exam ned
and testified as follows:

COW SSI ONER LEVAR  |s there any
objection, Ms. Schmd, fromclosing the hearing to
hear the answer to this question?

M5. SCHM D: No objection

COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Thank you. M.
Snarr?

MR SNARR: No objection.

COMM SSI ONER LEVAR W find it is in

the public interest to close this hearing to the
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1 public to receive an answer to this question. V@? ° P
2 you let me know if the stream ng is stopped?
3 (The follow ng portion was deened confidential.)
4 111
5 111
6 111
7 111
8 111
9 111
10 111
11 111
12 111
13 111
14 111
15 111
16 111
17 111
18 111
19 111
20 111
21 111
22 111
23 111
24 111
25 111
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(Confidential portion ends.)

COW SSI ONER LEVAR: W wil | open the
hearing then back to the public. Thank you. And I
don't have any further questions. Any final matters
bef ore we adj ourn?

M5. CLARK: Yes, thank you,
Conmi ssioner. Two matters: One is that the Conpany
recogni zes that we wll be before the Wom ng
Commi ssion on the 17th of this nonth; | believe
that's next Friday. W would request, recogni zing
that it would be helpful to have a decision from
this Conm ssion prior to that hearing, we would
request a bench order. W recognize that's a lot to
ask and if you are not prepared to do so, we would
sinply request that we get sone indication prior to
the Wom ng heari ng.

The other matter would be the
Application did not identify an effective date. W
would like to treat this matter the sane way we have
treated prior Wexpro Il matters and seek an
effective date of the first of the sane nonth in
whi ch the hearings were held. So in this case, it
woul d be March 1st. And | think that is all the
Conpany has to add.

COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Let ne ask for
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1 one clarification. |f our Conm ssion were to ngﬁﬂe "
2 a bench ruling today with an effective date of

3 March 1st and then subsequently issue a witten

4 order confirmng that, and if the Wom ng Conm ssi on
5 were to do a bench ruling with a subsequent witten
6 order, just |ooking at paragraph 20, when the 45

7 days -- and that's not based on effective date but

8 on Comm ssion approval -- was it anticipated that

9 that would run beginning with the first -- |I'm
10 sorry, with the second bench ruling or with the
11 final witten order?
12 M5. CLARK: | think as a technical

13 matter, it is intended to run with the final ruling
14 that nakes all of this effective. That said, | can
15 tell you and assure you that the Conpany and the

16 parti es have already been tal king. The Conpany is
17 conducting analysis, and we will be pronpt about

18 that.

19 COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  When you say
20 final witten ruling --
21 M5. CLARK: | think it would be the
22 final bench ruling. If we were to get, for exanple,
23 a bench ruling fromWom ng on the 17th, we would
24 deem the clock to begin running that day.
25 COWM SSI ONER LEVAR:  Okay. Any
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di fference of opinion, Ms. Schm d?

M5. SCHM D: The Division would
support the issuance of a bench order.

COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Thank you. M.
Snarr?

MR. SNARR We would agree with the
running of the date as Ms. O ark has descri bed.

COW SSI ONER LEVAR: Do you have any
position on a bench ruling today?

MR. SNARR It would be nice to have
it. W're here just to facilitate this process.

COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Thank you. Any
questions from Comm ssioner C ark or Conm ssi oner
White on the notion for bench ruling?

COW SSI ONER VWHI TE:  Just to clarify,
is there any opposition to the effective date noving
to the first of the nonth? Does that change the
position of the Ofice or the Division?

M5. SCHMD: It does not change the
position of the Division.

MR. SNARR  There's no objection to
t hat .

COW SSI ONER LEVAR: Wiy don't we
then take a brief five-mnute or so recess. If we

need | onger than that, we will send sonebody in the
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roomto | et you know that we m ght need | onger.

Thank you.

(A brief recess was taken.)

COW SSI ONER LEVAR: W find that the
Settlenent Stipulation presented in this docket is
just and reasonable and in the public interest, and
we conclude that it is consistent with the rel evant
statutes and the previous Agreenents and previous
Wexpro matters. W approve the Settl enent
Stipulation with one change, and pl ease |l et ne know
if I have this change correct. On the first page of
the Settlenent Stipulation where it says, near the
bottom of page 1, "This Settlenent Stipulation shal
be effective upon the entry of final order of
approval by both Conmm ssions,” | think we're
changi ng that sentence to say, "It will be effective
March 1, 2017 contingent on approval by those two
Commi ssions." Please indicate to ne if that change
Is consistent with everybody's understandi ng.

M5. SCHM D: Consistent with the
Di vi si on' s under st andi ng.

COW SSI ONER LEVAR: M. Snarr?

MR. SNARR  Yes, it's consistent.

COW SSI ONER LEVAR: W th that

change, we approve the Settlenent Stipulation and we
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1 will, subsequent to this hearing, issue a wi tteFr;age >

2 order confirm ng that bench ruling. Any other

3 matters before we adj ourn?

4 M5. CLARK: No. Thank you.

5 M5. SCHM D: Nothing further fromthe
6 Di vi si on.

7 MR. SNARR  Nothing further fromthe
8 Ofice.

9 COW SSI ONER LEVAR:  Thank you.

10 We're adjourned.

11 (The proceedi ngs concluded at 10:05 a.m)

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Litigation Services | 800-330-1112
www. | i tigationservices.com



http://www.litigationservices.com

HEARI NG PROCEEDI NGS DOCKET NO. 17-057-01 - 03/09/2017

© 00 N o 0o b~ w N P

=
o

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Page 53

REPORTER S CERTI FI CATE
STATE OF UTAH )
COUNTY OF SUMM T )

I, Mary R Honigman, a Regi stered
Pr of essi onal Reporter, hereby certify:

THAT t he foregoi ng proceedi ngs were
taken before ne at the tine and place set forth in
t he caption hereof; that the w tness was pl aced
under oath to tell the truth, the whole truth, and
not hi ng but the truth; that the proceedi ngs were
taken down by ne in shorthand and thereafter ny
notes were transcribed through conputer-ai ded
transcription; and the foregoing transcript
constitutes a full, true, and accurate record of
such testinony adduced and oral proceedi ngs had, and
of the whol e thereof.

| have subscribed ny nane on this

y

Mary R Honi gman
Regi st ered Professional Reporter

20t h day of March, 2017.
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 1                         PROCEEDINGS

 2                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  This is Public

 3   Service Commission Docket #17-057-01 In the Matter

 4   of the Application of Questar Gas Company for

 5   approval of the Vermillion Acquisition as a Wexpro

 6   II Property.  Why don't we start with appearances

 7   for the Utility.

 8                  MS. CLARK:  Thank you.  Jennifer

 9   Nelson Clark.  I'm an attorney for the applicant,

10   and I have with me Barrie McKay who is the director

11   of customer rates and regulation for Questar Gas;

12   and Brady Rasmussen, the vice president and general

13   manager of Wexpro Company.

14                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.

15                  MS. SCHMID:  Good morning.  Patricia

16   E. Schmid with the Attorney General's Office

17   representing the Division of Public Utilities.  With

18   me this morning as the Division's witness is Douglas

19   W. Wheelwright.  Sorry, D. Wheelwright.

20                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  That's an

21   important clarification.

22                  MS. SCHMID:  It is.

23                  MR. SNARR:  And my name is Steven W.

24   Snarr.  I'm counsel for the Office of Consumer

25   Services.  With me today is Gavin Mangelson, who is
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 1   a utility analyst.

 2                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Any preliminary

 3   matters before we go to Ms. Clark?

 4                  MS. CLARK:  Yes.  We have a couple of

 5   housekeeping issues.  The first deals with

 6   confidential information.  The vast majority of Mr.

 7   McKay's summary that he will offer today is not

 8   confidential; however, there is a piece that sort of

 9   fits in the middle that we'll need to treat as

10   confidential information.  So for purposes of your

11   record and also if we're streaming, I wanted to note

12   that in advance.

13                  And then the second matter that I

14   wanted to raise was the issue of cross-examination.

15   Counsel has spoken and if it's appropriate and if

16   you feel comfortable, we're happy to do all of the

17   summaries at the same time, and then perhaps have

18   questioning via the panel.  We recognize that

19   Mr. McKay will be our only testifying witness today.

20   We've brought Mr. Rasmussen with us in anticipation

21   of questions, so if that works with the Commission,

22   we think that would be an appropriate way to

23   proceed.

24                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  And if there's

25   no objection from any other party -- and it sounds
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 1   like there's not -- to handling any potential

 2   cross-examination, that makes sense.

 3                  With respect to the first issue, I

 4   think the way we'll need to handle that is if at the

 5   appropriate moment you want to make a motion to

 6   close the proceeding to the public, there's a

 7   required finding.  The Commission has to find that

 8   it's in the public interest to do so.  So we can

 9   deal with that at the appropriate time and make sure

10   that only appropriate people are in the room and the

11   streaming is discontinued for that portion.

12                  MS. CLARK:  That raises one other

13   question in my mind, and it is possible, I guess,

14   during cross-examination and examination by the

15   Commission that they may also raise issues that are

16   confidential and so if I interject, I will apologize

17   for the rudeness in advance.

18                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  If anyone asks a

19   question that you think would require any

20   confidential information, please jump in and stop us

21   before we keep going.

22                  MS. CLARK:  Thank you.

23                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Any other

24   preliminary matters?  Okay, then, Ms. Clark.

25                  MS. CLARK:  The Company calls
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 1   Mr. Barrie L. McKay.

 2                         BARRIE L. MCKAY,

 3  having been first duly sworn to tell the truth, was examined

 4                    and testified as follows:

 5   BY MS. CLARK:

 6        Q.   Mr. McKay, will you state your name and

 7   business address for the record?

 8        A.   Barrie L. McKay, and I think I'm at 333

 9   South State, Salt Lake City, Utah.

10        Q.   And are you the same Barrie McKay that

11   filed pre-filed direct testimony in this matter

12   along with accompanying Exhibits 2.1, 2.2, and also

13   a Supplemental Exhibit 2.2.1-S?

14        A.   Yes.

15        Q.   Did you actively participate in this

16   docket and in the development of the Settlement

17   Stipulation of this before the Commission today?

18        A.   I did.

19        Q.   Can you please summarize that Settlement

20   Stipulation?

21        A.   I can.  Turning to the Stipulation, I want

22   to at least touch these first few paragraphs -- I

23   don't need to go through them in detail -- but I do

24   want to recognize what's included in them.

25   Actually, the first paragraph in the Stipulation is
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 1   simply recognizing that both this Commission and the

 2   Wyoming Commission needs to approve these

 3   properties, or, shall we say, at least this

 4   stipulation before it becomes effective.

 5             The first numbered paragraph is a

 6   reference back to Wexpro I, second one is a

 7   reference back to Wexpro II, third paragraph is a

 8   reference to the Trail Settlement Stipulation, and

 9   fourth paragraph is referencing the Canyon Creek

10   Settlement Stipulation, all of which govern how we

11   go about having these properties approved before the

12   Commission and then develop them and the criteria

13   that must be reached in order for them to continue

14   to be part of that.

15             We then recognize that within the Wexpro

16   II agreement, there's two specific parts in

17   paragraph 5 that we were relying on and that

18   required us to come before both the Utah Commission

19   and the Wyoming Commission.  One paragraph

20   identifies that there are certain properties that we

21   shall bring before the Commission, and we have about

22   three of those -- we'll point those out in a

23   minute -- and then for the first time before any of

24   the Commissions, Questar Gas and Wexpro have brought

25   a couple of properties where it was our choice to do
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 1   that.

 2             Then we simply summarize in paragraph 6

 3   the timing of the acquisition of the Kinney Unit,

 4   which was in April of 2015.  Paragraph 7 identifies

 5   the Trail, Whiskey Canyon, and the Canyon Creek

 6   Units and their purchase, which was in December of

 7   2015.  Then we did make the filing before this

 8   Commission the beginning of this year, January 9th,

 9   and we point out in this paragraph that it is the

10   Trail, the Kinney Unit, and the Canyon Creek

11   Override that fell into the category that we shall

12   or that we must bring that before the Commission.

13   All of those properties were in the Development

14   Drilling Area.  And then the Whiskey Canyon and the

15   Canyon Creek outside the PA -- that stands for

16   "outside the participating area" for properties that

17   was a choice or that we may bring them -- we

18   identify them in that paragraph.  We have properly

19   filed, including all of the information that was

20   thought of as we had the process of approving the

21   Wexpro II Agreement.  The Hydrocarbon monitor

22   performed his responsibilities in reviewing all of

23   that and filing his initial report within the seven

24   days of filing of our Application.  We obviously had

25   some scheduling conferences, we held two technical
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 1   conferences within the two dockets -- the one that

 2   is of importance here would be the February 2nd one

 3   that we held in Utah -- answered numerous data

 4   requests, filing direct testimony, and then in

 5   paragraph 14, the parties met for the first time on

 6   the 23rd of February along with the Hydrocarbon

 7   monitor.  I want to point that out, as you'll see

 8   here in a minute, we needed to rely on his expertise

 9   and actually his third-party verification for a

10   settled-upon change of how Wexpro will be developing

11   one of the properties, and he helped in that

12   process.  Then, simply, in 16 is the recognition

13   that this resolves all the issues in the docket

14   before this Commission.

15             So the key things are the Terms and

16   Conditions, which begin in paragraph 17 where it's

17   identified that the Trail Unit and the Whiskey

18   Canyon Unit shall be approved as Wexpro II

19   properties.  In paragraph 18, we identify that the

20   Canyon Creek property, which includes the "outside

21   the participating area" as well as the overriding

22   royalties, will be approved as a Wexpro II property,

23   subject to a change in the way that Wexpro will

24   develop the properties.  And they will replace what

25   was originally anticipated as a horizontal well with
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 1   a vertical drilling program in an area outside the

 2   participating area.  And after those first three

 3   wells are drilled, Wexpro has agreed that they will

 4   bring the results, costs, the volumes that are

 5   anticipated before the parties and will not proceed

 6   with further drilling until that has happened, as

 7   well as the opportunity for the Hydrocarbon monitor

 8   to review the results of those first three wells and

 9   deem it reasonable in moving forward.

10             And then as we worked through this, we

11   wanted to make sure that everybody realized that we

12   are agreeing to this approach, but we are also

13   recognizing that overarching the development of the

14   Canyon Creek Unit are still the criteria of the

15   issues that were settled in the Trail Stipulation,

16   as well as the Canyon Creek, which is the limiting

17   amount of volumes that Wexpro can provide to Questar

18   Gas, as well as needing to meet the 5-year forward

19   curve before they drill and meeting the

20   commerciality test.  So we make a reference to that

21   at the end of that paragraph.

22             And I think, now, to provide further

23   clarity and to get some additional evidence on the

24   record, we've prepared a few, I guess we call them

25   hearing exhibits, but those are going to be
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 1   confidential.

 2                  MS. CLARK:  They are, and if I can

 3   approach, I'll give you copies and we can just

 4   briefly make the motion and lay the reasoning for

 5   calling it confidential.

 6                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Okay.  So you'll

 7   provide us with three copies prior to the motion and

 8   to the two parties.  Okay.  Thank you.

 9                  MS. CLARK:  The parties have them.

10                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  They already

11   have them?  Okay.  Thank you.

12                  MS. CLARK:  Now that we have them in

13   front of us, the Company would move that the hearing

14   be closed for the portion of Mr. McKay's testimony

15   when he testifies to these four exhibits you have in

16   front of you.  And if we can previously flip through

17   them, I would preface it by saying these are either

18   updates or supplements to exhibits that have been

19   previously filed as confidential exhibits.  You'll

20   note that the first one has some information related

21   to drilling and costs that the Company deems

22   confidential.  The second is supplemental to

23   Application Exhibit B.  It also contains future

24   drilling plans which the Company deems confidential.

25   The third that you can see has to do with total gas
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 1   supply, and the right-hand side of that exhibit

 2   contains some forecasts; and, again, the Company

 3   deems that forecast information to be confidential.

 4                  And, finally, Confidential Hearing

 5   Exhibit 4 is the future drilling plan, Wexpro's

 6   future drilling plan for these properties, and the

 7   Company deems that confidential as well.  The

 8   Company would argue that  disclosure of this

 9   information would put it at a competitive

10   disadvantage for negotiations in the future, and it

11   would also cause the Company to disclose information

12   that it views proprietary.

13                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  Is

14   there any objection to this motion.  Ms. Schmid?

15                  MS. SCHMID:  No objection.

16                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Mr. Snarr?

17                  MR. SNARR:  No objection.

18                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  We find that it

19   is in the interest of the public to grant the motion

20   and to close the hearing to anyone who's not a party

21   until we complete discussion of confidential

22   information.  So we will discontinue streaming at

23   this point.  Is there anyone in the room -- I don't

24   know the names of everyone in the room, but if

25   everyone at the table is comfortable with those in
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 1   the room, then we can proceed.

 2                  MS. CLARK:  It's fine.  I think we

 3   recognize everyone here.

 4                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Okay.  Do we

 5   have the streaming turned off?  Okay.  Thank you.

 6       (The following testimony was deemed confidential. )

 7                  ///

 8                  ///

 9                  ///

10                  ///

11                  ///

12                  ///

13                  ///

14                  ///

15                  ///

16                  ///

17                  ///

18                  ///

19                  ///

20                  ///

21                  ///

22                  ///

23                  ///

24                  ///

25                  ///
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 1                  (End of confidential testimony.)

 2                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  We will reopen

 3   the meeting then to the public.  Any objection to

 4   reopening the meeting?  We'll start the streaming

 5   again.  Thank you.

 6                  MS. CLARK:  The Company would now

 7   move for the admission of Confidential Hearing

 8   Exhibits 1, 2, 3, and 4.

 9                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Any objection to

10   that motion, Ms. Schmid?

11                  MS. SCHMID:  No objection.

12                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Mr. Snarr?

13                  MR. SNARR:  No objection.

14                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  The motion is

15   granted.  Thank you.

16   BY MS. CLARK:

17        Q.   Please proceed, Mr. McKay.

18        A.   That gets us to paragraph 19.  In

19   paragraph 19, the parties agreed that the Kinney

20   Unit at this time would be withdrawn for

21   consideration before this Commission, and then we

22   would give Wexpro the opportunity to be able to

23   prove that this unit can be economically developed

24   if they can.  And based on a verification

25   recognizing that the Wexpro Agreement is
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 1   self-governing here, we know the Hydrocarbon monitor

 2   would be reviewing their work in that area and

 3   assuming that it can be economically developed, then

 4   we -- Questar Gas, Wexpro -- shall bring this

 5   property back before the Commission.  We're not

 6   committing the Commission or any parties that it has

 7   to become part of Wexpro I, but simply giving

 8   parties a free option, if you will, on this.  And

 9   our concern was, is that the way that the Wexpro II

10   Agreement, I think, contemplated properties being

11   brought before the Commission is that you would

12   bring a property and it would either be included or

13   not included, and that's the way we would live going

14   forward.  We didn't want that decision to have to be

15   made on this if the property looks promising, but

16   there wasn't enough evidence at this time, and we

17   agreed that we would delay that official decision

18   before this Commission by us withdrawing that.  And

19   then assuming that it's a good property and parties

20   don't want us -- if it doesn't prove to be a good

21   property -- to have us, quote, waste our time with

22   having to see that the numbers aren't good, we

23   recognize the Hydrocarbon monitor in the review of

24   that process will be able to satisfy that concern.

25   But if it can be economically developed, Wexpro and
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 1   Questar Gas would bring it back before the

 2   Commission and give the parties an option to have it

 3   become a Wexpro II property.

 4             That leads us to paragraph 20, which

 5   they're in the process of discovery and

 6   negotiations.  There were concerns related to at

 7   least three areas, and we wanted to memorialize

 8   those and agree that -- assuming approval of the

 9   Settlement Stipulation in both Utah and Wyoming --

10   the parties would meet within 45 days and discuss

11   the mitigation of risks associated with other

12   participating areas.  Right now, our discussion has

13   been that it's not imminent, but we wanted to make

14   sure we all had an understanding of what that might

15   be out there and provide the evidence to make sure

16   everyone had understanding with it.

17             We also wanted to evaluate the -- talk

18   about and discuss the evaluating and the

19   implementing of future sale or retirement exchange

20   of Wexpro I assets as their useful life comes to an

21   end, and then specifically talk about the timing.  I

22   think it's a little odd -- we will freely admit

23   that -- that time that happened between Wexpro

24   acquiring these properties and then bringing them

25   before the Commission has some unique circumstances,
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 1   but we wanted to discuss that timing which has not

 2   been specifically addressed.

 3             Then the last paragraph in the Terms and

 4   Conditions is 21, and is essentially a paragraph

 5   that has existed in our other stipulations that

 6   recognizes that Wexpro -- the paragraphs in the

 7   Settlement Stipulation of Wexpro I are still in

 8   force as it relates to regulation, or, shall we say

 9   not regulation of Questar -- sorry, of Wexpro.  So

10   I'm going to make one more attempt on that.  This

11   paragraph refers to Wexpro and how they are not

12   considered a regulated entity, and that's spelled

13   out in the Wexpro I Agreement.

14             The rest of this is the General Terms and

15   Conditions, stating that we feel that this is a just

16   and reasonable resolution of the issues and it's in

17   the public interest.  In paragraph 22, it doesn't

18   set any precedent as far as other issues bringing

19   before the Commission in the future.  We'll be happy

20   to provide witnesses, and I think you're seeing that

21   happen today.  And then, if, in fact, we're not

22   approved by the Commissions, how the parties would

23   respond and act.

24             But in summary, we feel this is an

25   excellent resolution of the issues in this case, and
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 1   it's just and reasonable and ought to be approved by

 2   this Commission.

 3        Q.   Does that conclude your summary?

 4        A.   Yes.

 5                  MS. CLARK:  Before the Company

 6   surrenders the floor, it would move for the

 7   admission pursuant to paragraph 24 of the

 8   Stipulation of those exhibits referenced in Questar

 9   Gas Company's Exhibit Index.  The parties and the

10   court reporter have been provided with the index,

11   and you will find it if you just open the cover of

12   the binder in front of you.  It includes the

13   exhibits -- the Application and the exhibits that

14   accompanied it, Exhibits A through P including

15   subparts.  It also includes the supplemental

16   information that was filed in this docket; the

17   direct testimony of Mr. McKay with accompanying

18   Exhibits 2.1, 2.2, and 2.2.1-S; and then also the

19   direct testimony of Brady B. Rasmussen, which is

20   Exhibit 3 with accompanying exhibits; Questar Gas

21   Exhibit 3.1, 3.2, 3.2.1-S, 3.3, 3.4, 3.5, 3.6, 3.7,

22   and we'll just say with the subparts of 3.7.  Those

23   were filed with the supplemental information and

24   3.8.

25                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.
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 1   Ms. Schmid, any objection to that motion?

 2                  MS. SCHMID:  No objection.

 3                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Mr. Snarr?

 4                  MR. SNARR:  No objection.

 5                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Okay.  The

 6   motion is granted.  Thank you.

 7                  MS. CLARK:  Thank you.  The Company

 8   does not have any other witnesses to offer at this

 9   time.

10                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Okay.  With the

11   understanding there might be questions later, we

12   will move on to Ms. Schmid.

13                  MS. SCHMID:  Thank you.  The

14   Division's witness this morning is Mr. Douglas D.

15   Wheelwright.  Could he please be sworn?

16                     DOUGLAS D. WHEELWRIGHT,

17  having been first duly sworn to tell the truth, was examined

18                    and testified as follows:

19   BY MS. SCHMID:

20        Q.   Mr. Wheelwright, could you please tell us

21   by whom you are employed, your position, and your

22   business address?

23        A.   Yes.  I'm a technical consultant with the

24   Division of Public Utilities.  My address is 160

25   East 300 South.
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 1        Q.   On behalf of the Division, have you

 2   participated in this docket?

 3        A.   Yes, I have.

 4        Q.   Did that participation include preparing

 5   and causing to be filed DPU Exhibit No. 1.0 Direct,

 6   along with DPU Exhibit No. 1.01 Direct, 1.02, which

 7   were confidential, 1.01, 1.02 Redacted, and then DPU

 8   1.0 Direct, your corrected prefiled direct testimony

 9   along with redacted Exhibits 1.01 and 1.02?

10        A.   Yes.

11        Q.   Why was corrected prefiled direct

12   testimony filed?

13        A.   The only correction to the original filing

14   was a change in our summary.  We removed some of the

15   redacted portion of that summary.

16                  MS. SCHMID:  The Division would like

17   to move to admit the exhibits previously identified.

18   You also have been provided with an exhibit list.

19                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Mr. Snarr, any

20   objection to that motion?

21                  MR. SNARR:  No objection.

22                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Ms. Clark?

23                  MS. CLARK:  No objection.

24                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  The motion is

25   granted.
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 1                  MS. SCHMID:  Thank you.

 2   BY MS. SCHMID:

 3        Q.   Mr. Wheelwright, did you participate in

 4   the settlement meetings?

 5        A.   Yes, I did.

 6        Q.   Do you have summary statements to provide?

 7        A.   Yes, I do.

 8        Q.   Please proceed.

 9        A.   Thank you, Commissioners.  The objective

10   of the Wexpro II Agreement was to create a structure

11   and a mechanism that could potentially allow

12   additional properties to be included in future cost

13   of service gas production.  The Vermillion

14   Application before you today represents the third

15   time additional properties have been presented for

16   approval.  The Regional Application in this docket

17   represented the purchase of varying ownership

18   interest in four separate properties identified as

19   the Vermillion Acquisition.  In direct testimony,

20   the Division recommended approval of the additional

21   interest in the Trail property and approval of the

22   Whiskey Canyon property.  The Division expressed

23   concern with the original proposal for wells in

24   Canyon Creek and concerns with the cost of service

25   from the Kinney field.  In response, the Company
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 1   prepared a modification to the proposed drilling in

 2   Canyon Creek and prepared a revised cost of service

 3   calculation that excluded the additional ownership

 4   in the Kinney property.  These two modifications to

 5   the original Application are the basis for the

 6   Settlement Stipulation which has been signed by all

 7   the interested parties and has been outlined today

 8   by Mr. McKay.

 9             The calculations and the assumptions used

10   in the original Application and the assumptions used

11   in the Settlement Stipulation have been reviewed and

12   evaluated by Mr. David Evans, the independent

13   Hydrocarbon monitor.  The first confidential report

14   from the Hydrocarbon monitor was filed with the

15   Commission on January 19th, and the second report

16   was filed on February 27th.  In both reports, Mr.

17   Evans indicated that in his opinion, the reserves

18   and associated economic information represented by

19   Wexpro were reasonable.  The specifics of the cost

20   of service price projections from this acquisition

21   are confidential, but have been included in Exhibits

22   L-1 through L-5 of the original filing and in

23   subsequent updates.  A comparison of the cost of

24   service price from the Vermillion properties along

25   with the total cost of service price for all of the
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 1   Wexpro production and the projected market price was

 2   included in my direct testimony.

 3             The revised projections of Exhibit L-5

 4   with a modified drilling in Canyon Creek and

 5   excluding the Kinney property show a slight decrease

 6   in the total cost of service price for the three

 7   remaining Vermillion properties.  It should be noted

 8   that a total volume of natural gas production from

 9   the Vermillion Acquisition represents a small

10   percentage of the total Wexpro production and will

11   have a minor impact on the total price of cost of

12   service gas produced by Wexpro.

13             The Division has reviewed the Company's

14   Application and subsequent updates and has

15   participated in the settlement negotiations.  Key

16   provisions of the stipulation will allow the Company

17   to resubmit the Kinney property in the future and

18   require further discussions with the Company to

19   clarify procedures for property sale or exchange and

20   potential expansion of participation area.

21             It is the Division's recommendation that

22   the Commission approve the properties identified in

23   the Vermillion Settlement Stipulation and that these

24   properties be included under the Wexpro II

25   Agreement.  Approval of the Vermillion Acquisition
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 1   as a Wexpro II property represents the purchase of a

 2   long-term resource that could be advantageous to

 3   ratepayers for many years.  The Division believes

 4   the terms of the Stipulation Agreement taken as a

 5   whole are just and reasonable and are in the public

 6   interest.  That concludes my summary.

 7                  MS. SCHMID:  Thank you.

 8                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  That concludes

 9   your presentation?

10                  MS. SCHMID:  That concludes the

11   Division's presentation.

12                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.

13   Mr. Snarr?

14                  MR. SNARR:  Yes.  Thank you.

15   Appearing today in support of the Office of Consumer

16   Services is Gavin Mangelson.  He has prepared

17   testimony.  May he be sworn?

18                         GAVIN MANGELSON,

19  having been first duly sworn to tell the truth, was examined

20                    and testified as follows:

21   BY MR. SNARR:

22        Q.   Mr. Mangelson, what is your name, business

23   address, and by whom are you employed?

24        A.   My name is Gavin Mangelson.  My business

25   address is 160 East 300 South, Salt Lake City, Utah.

0029

 1   I'm a utility analyst for the Office of Consumer

 2   Services.

 3        Q.   Did you submit prefiled direct testimony

 4   in this docket?

 5        A.   Yes.  On February 21st, 2017, I submitted

 6   ten pages of confidential direct testimony.

 7                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Mr. Snarr, I'm

 8   sorry to interrupt, but I think you're not picking

 9   up on our streaming.  If you could maybe move the

10   microphone a little closer to you.

11                  MR. SNARR:  Certainly.

12                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.

13   BY MR. SNARR:

14        Q.   How is that testimony identified in the

15   proceeding here today?

16        A.   As OCS-1-D.

17        Q.   And are there any corrections or

18   modifications to that testimony as you present that

19   today?

20        A.   No.

21                  MR. SNARR:  We would move to have

22   Mr. Mangelson's  previously filed testimony to be

23   admitted as part of the record.

24                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  Ms.

25   Schmid, do you have any objection to that?
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 1                  MS. SCHMID:  No objection.

 2                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  Ms.

 3   Clark?

 4                  MS. CLARK:  No objection.

 5                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  The

 6   motion is granted.

 7   BY MR. SNARR:

 8        Q.   Mr. Mangelson, did you participate in the

 9   settlement discussions related to the issues raised

10   in this docket?

11        A.   Yes.  I participated in the development of

12   the Vermillion Settlement Stipulation which has been

13   submitted to this Commission.  The Office of

14   Consumer Services is a party to that agreement.

15        Q.   Have you prepared a statement or summary

16   of the Office's position?

17        A.   Yes, I have.

18        Q.   Could you please provide that?

19        A.   Thank you.  Good morning, Mr. Chairman,

20   Commissioners.  The Office of Consumer Services

21   conducted detailed analysis of the proposal to

22   include new properties within the Wexpro II

23   Agreement.  In accordance with our statutory

24   mandate, we approached our analysis from the

25   perspective of residential and small commercial
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 1   customers who together represent a substantial

 2   portion of the customers receiving cost of service

 3   gas under the Wexpro Agreements.

 4             The Office's direct testimony identified

 5   cost information for cost of service gas from each

 6   of the four properties individually and further

 7   divided those properties by existing proven

 8   developed producing, or PDP wells, and future

 9   development wells.  We included comparisons of this

10   cost information to current market rates.

11             In addition to the cost analysis of the

12   proposed properties, the Office's Direct Testimony

13   identified other issues that are important to

14   consider in this and any future applications to

15   include properties under the Wexpro II Agreement.

16   These additional issues can be summarized into three

17   main points.  First, although a combination of

18   existing wells and new development wells may result

19   in a combined cost of service that is below market

20   prices, acceptance of these wells into the agreement

21   means that ratepayers will be required to purchase

22   the additional volumes that come from these existing

23   wells, even though prices may be, at times, above

24   market prices.

25             Second, the cap on the level of Wexpro Gas
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 1   as a percentage of total gas supply established in

 2   the Canyon Creek Stipulation is a ceiling and should

 3   not be treated as a target for levels of Wexpro Gas.

 4             And, third, declining volumes of Wexpro

 5   Gas should be replaced only if the additional

 6   volumes can be justified based on their independent

 7   advantage when compared to market prices.

 8             The Office believes that the Vermillion

 9   Settlement Stipulation filed on March 2, 2017 in

10   this docket reasonably satisfies the issues and

11   concerns that we identified.

12             Cost information was used as the principal

13   basis for our recommendations for each individual

14   property, and cost information was the principal

15   factor in developing the terms of the Settlement

16   Stipulation.  Regarding the Whiskey Canyon and Trail

17   properties, the combined cost of service gas

18   produced from PDP and development wells from these

19   properties is expected to be below current rates.

20   Therefore, the Office supports the inclusion of

21   these properties into the Wexpro II Agreement as

22   stated in paragraph 17 of the Stipulation.

23             Regarding the Canyon Creek property, I

24   will note that the Canyon Creek property referred

25   both to the overriding royalty interest of certain
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 1   wells within the participating area, as well as two

 2   additional properties outside of the current Canyon

 3   Creek participating area.  The Office originally

 4   opposed inclusion of the Canyon Creek property into

 5   the Wexpro II Agreement based on the uncertainty of

 6   resulting actual prices.  During the settlement

 7   talks, Wexpro agreed to make certain modifications

 8   to the anticipated drilling plan for this property.

 9   The changes to the drilling plan are explained in

10   paragraph 18, and initially provide for three

11   vertical wells in lieu of the horizontal well

12   described in the Application.  The revisions to

13   Wexpro's drilling plan for this property should

14   present less risk, result in lower cost of service

15   gas from the new wells, and thereby lower the price

16   of cost of service from the property as whole.

17             Based on the conditions described in

18   paragraph 18, the Office supports inclusion of the

19   Canyon Creek property into the Wexpro II Agreement.

20             Regarding the additional interest in the

21   Kinney property, cost of service gas from the

22   existing wells is currently above market prices, and

23   information about the single-development well

24   provided in the Application does not produce a

25   resulting cost of service gas price below current
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 1   market rates.  Parties believe that further

 2   exploration in that field may prove additional well

 3   sites that would result in a lower overall cost of

 4   service price from that area.  Therefore, paragraph

 5   19 provides for the withdrawal from consideration of

 6   the Kinney property at this time, along with a

 7   mechanism for the property to be brought before the

 8   Commission under the cost circumstances described in

 9   that paragraph.

10             In conclusion, the Office submits that the

11   Vermillion Settlement Stipulation to Questar's

12   request for the inclusion of additional properties

13   under the Wexpro II Agreement will result in just

14   and reasonable rates and is in the public interest

15   and recommends that the Commission approve the

16   Settlement Stipulation.

17                  MR. SNARR:  That concludes the

18   Office's presentation.

19                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  Ms.

20   Clark, do you have any questions for any witnesses?

21                  MS. CLARK:  I do not.  Thank you.

22                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  Ms.

23   Schmid?

24                  MS. SCHMID:  No questions.

25                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  Mr.
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 1   Snarr?

 2                  MR. SNARR:  No questions.

 3                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Commissioner

 4   White?

 5                  COMMISSIONER WHITE:  With respect to

 6   the Kinney property, to the extent it's not

 7   confidential, what is the anticipated timing of the

 8   additional exploration of potential request for

 9   inclusion?

10                  MS. CLARK:  I think the Company would

11   deem the answer to that question confidential, and I

12   think Mr. Rasmussen is probably best equipped to

13   answer it, and he needs to be sworn.

14                       BRADY B. RASMUSSEN,

15  having been first duly sworn to tell the truth, was examined

16                    and testified as follows:

17                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Is there any

18   objection, Ms. Schmid, from closing the hearing to

19   hear the answer to this question?

20                  MS. SCHMID:  No objection.

21                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  Mr.

22   Snarr?

23                  MR. SNARR:  No objection.

24                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  We find it is in

25   the public interest to close this hearing to the
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 1   public to receive an answer to this question.  Will

 2   you let me know if the streaming is stopped?

 3         (The following portion was deemed confidential.)

 4                  ///

 5                  ///

 6                  ///

 7                  ///

 8                  ///

 9                  ///

10                  ///

11                  ///

12                  ///

13                  ///

14                  ///

15                  ///

16                  ///

17                  ///

18                  ///

19                  ///

20                  ///

21                  ///

22                  ///

23                  ///

24                  ///

25                  ///
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 1                  (Confidential portion ends.)

 2                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  We will open the

 3   hearing then back to the public.  Thank you.  And I

 4   don't have any further questions.  Any final matters

 5   before we adjourn?

 6                  MS. CLARK:  Yes, thank you,

 7   Commissioner.  Two matters:  One is that the Company

 8   recognizes that we will be before the Wyoming

 9   Commission on the 17th of this month; I believe

10   that's next Friday.  We would request, recognizing

11   that it would be helpful to have a decision from

12   this Commission prior to that hearing, we would

13   request a bench order.  We recognize that's a lot to

14   ask and if you are not prepared to do so, we would

15   simply request that we get some indication prior to

16   the Wyoming hearing.

17                  The other matter would be the

18   Application did not identify an effective date.  We

19   would like to treat this matter the same way we have

20   treated prior Wexpro II matters and seek an

21   effective date of the first of the same month in

22   which the hearings were held.  So in this case, it

23   would be March 1st.  And I think that is all the

24   Company has to add.

25                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Let me ask for
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 1   one clarification.  If our Commission were to grant

 2   a bench ruling today with an effective date of

 3   March 1st and then subsequently issue a written

 4   order confirming that, and if the Wyoming Commission

 5   were to do a bench ruling with a subsequent written

 6   order, just looking at paragraph 20, when the 45

 7   days -- and that's not based on effective date but

 8   on Commission approval -- was it anticipated that

 9   that would run beginning with the first -- I'm

10   sorry, with the second bench ruling or with the

11   final written order?

12                  MS. CLARK:  I think as a technical

13   matter, it is intended to run with the final ruling

14   that makes all of this effective.  That said, I can

15   tell you and assure you that the Company and the

16   parties have already been talking.  The Company is

17   conducting analysis, and we will be prompt about

18   that.

19                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  When you say

20   final written ruling --

21                  MS. CLARK:  I think it would be the

22   final bench ruling.  If we were to get, for example,

23   a bench ruling from Wyoming on the 17th, we would

24   deem the clock to begin running that day.

25                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Okay.  Any
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 1   difference of opinion, Ms. Schmid?

 2                  MS. SCHMID:  The Division would

 3   support the issuance of a bench order.

 4                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  Mr.

 5   Snarr?

 6                  MR. SNARR:  We would agree with the

 7   running of the date as Ms. Clark has described.

 8                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Do you have any

 9   position on a bench ruling today?

10                  MR. SNARR:  It would be nice to have

11   it.  We're here just to facilitate this process.

12                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  Any

13   questions from Commissioner Clark or Commissioner

14   White on the motion for bench ruling?

15                  COMMISSIONER WHITE:  Just to clarify,

16   is there any opposition to the effective date moving

17   to the first of the month?  Does that change the

18   position of the Office or the Division?

19                  MS. SCHMID:  It does not change the

20   position of the Division.

21                  MR. SNARR:  There's no objection to

22   that.

23                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Why don't we

24   then take a brief five-minute or so recess.  If we

25   need longer than that, we will send somebody in the
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 1   room to let you know that we might need longer.

 2   Thank you.

 3                  (A brief recess was taken.)

 4                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  We find that the

 5   Settlement Stipulation presented in this docket is

 6   just and reasonable and in the public interest, and

 7   we conclude that it is consistent with the relevant

 8   statutes and the previous Agreements and previous

 9   Wexpro matters.  We approve the Settlement

10   Stipulation with one change, and please let me know

11   if I have this change correct.  On the first page of

12   the Settlement Stipulation where it says, near the

13   bottom of page 1, "This Settlement Stipulation shall

14   be effective upon the entry of final order of

15   approval by both Commissions," I think we're

16   changing that sentence to say, "It will be effective

17   March 1, 2017 contingent on approval by those two

18   Commissions."  Please indicate to me if that change

19   is consistent with everybody's understanding.

20                  MS. SCHMID:  Consistent with the

21   Division's understanding.

22                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Mr. Snarr?

23                  MR. SNARR:  Yes, it's consistent.

24                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  With that

25   change, we approve the Settlement Stipulation and we
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 1   will, subsequent to this hearing, issue a written

 2   order confirming that bench ruling.  Any other

 3   matters before we adjourn?

 4                  MS. CLARK:  No.  Thank you.

 5                  MS. SCHMID:  Nothing further from the

 6   Division.

 7                  MR. SNARR:  Nothing further from the

 8   Office.

 9                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.

10   We're adjourned.

11       (The proceedings concluded at 10:05 a.m.)
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 1

 2                      REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE

 3        STATE OF UTAH    )

 4        COUNTY OF SUMMIT )

 5

 6                  I, Mary R. Honigman, a Registered

 7   Professional Reporter, hereby certify:

 8                  THAT the foregoing proceedings were

 9   taken before me at the time and place set forth in

10   the caption hereof; that the witness was placed

11   under oath to tell the truth, the whole truth, and

12   nothing but the truth; that the proceedings were

13   taken down by me in shorthand and thereafter my

14   notes were transcribed through computer-aided

15   transcription; and the foregoing transcript

16   constitutes a full, true, and accurate record of

17   such testimony adduced and oral proceedings had, and

18   of the whole thereof.

19                  I have subscribed my name on this

20   20th day of March, 2017.

21

22                          ____________________________

                                 Mary R. Honigman

23                      Registered Professional Reporter
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		121						LN		5		3		false		           3   matters before we go to Ms. Clark?				false

		122						LN		5		4		false		           4                  MS. CLARK:  Yes.  We have a couple of				false

		123						LN		5		5		false		           5   housekeeping issues.  The first deals with				false

		124						LN		5		6		false		           6   confidential information.  The vast majority of Mr.				false

		125						LN		5		7		false		           7   McKay's summary that he will offer today is not				false

		126						LN		5		8		false		           8   confidential; however, there is a piece that sort of				false

		127						LN		5		9		false		           9   fits in the middle that we'll need to treat as				false

		128						LN		5		10		false		          10   confidential information.  So for purposes of your				false

		129						LN		5		11		false		          11   record and also if we're streaming, I wanted to note				false

		130						LN		5		12		false		          12   that in advance.				false

		131						LN		5		13		false		          13                  And then the second matter that I				false

		132						LN		5		14		false		          14   wanted to raise was the issue of cross-examination.				false

		133						LN		5		15		false		          15   Counsel has spoken and if it's appropriate and if				false

		134						LN		5		16		false		          16   you feel comfortable, we're happy to do all of the				false

		135						LN		5		17		false		          17   summaries at the same time, and then perhaps have				false

		136						LN		5		18		false		          18   questioning via the panel.  We recognize that				false

		137						LN		5		19		false		          19   Mr. McKay will be our only testifying witness today.				false

		138						LN		5		20		false		          20   We've brought Mr. Rasmussen with us in anticipation				false

		139						LN		5		21		false		          21   of questions, so if that works with the Commission,				false

		140						LN		5		22		false		          22   we think that would be an appropriate way to				false

		141						LN		5		23		false		          23   proceed.				false

		142						LN		5		24		false		          24                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  And if there's				false

		143						LN		5		25		false		          25   no objection from any other party -- and it sounds				false

		144						PG		6		0		false		page 6				false

		145						LN		6		1		false		           1   like there's not -- to handling any potential				false

		146						LN		6		2		false		           2   cross-examination, that makes sense.				false

		147						LN		6		3		false		           3                  With respect to the first issue, I				false

		148						LN		6		4		false		           4   think the way we'll need to handle that is if at the				false

		149						LN		6		5		false		           5   appropriate moment you want to make a motion to				false

		150						LN		6		6		false		           6   close the proceeding to the public, there's a				false

		151						LN		6		7		false		           7   required finding.  The Commission has to find that				false

		152						LN		6		8		false		           8   it's in the public interest to do so.  So we can				false

		153						LN		6		9		false		           9   deal with that at the appropriate time and make sure				false

		154						LN		6		10		false		          10   that only appropriate people are in the room and the				false

		155						LN		6		11		false		          11   streaming is discontinued for that portion.				false

		156						LN		6		12		false		          12                  MS. CLARK:  That raises one other				false

		157						LN		6		13		false		          13   question in my mind, and it is possible, I guess,				false

		158						LN		6		14		false		          14   during cross-examination and examination by the				false

		159						LN		6		15		false		          15   Commission that they may also raise issues that are				false

		160						LN		6		16		false		          16   confidential and so if I interject, I will apologize				false

		161						LN		6		17		false		          17   for the rudeness in advance.				false

		162						LN		6		18		false		          18                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  If anyone asks a				false

		163						LN		6		19		false		          19   question that you think would require any				false

		164						LN		6		20		false		          20   confidential information, please jump in and stop us				false

		165						LN		6		21		false		          21   before we keep going.				false

		166						LN		6		22		false		          22                  MS. CLARK:  Thank you.				false

		167						LN		6		23		false		          23                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Any other				false

		168						LN		6		24		false		          24   preliminary matters?  Okay, then, Ms. Clark.				false

		169						LN		6		25		false		          25                  MS. CLARK:  The Company calls				false

		170						PG		7		0		false		page 7				false

		171						LN		7		1		false		           1   Mr. Barrie L. McKay.				false

		172						LN		7		2		false		           2                         BARRIE L. MCKAY,				false

		173						LN		7		3		false		           3  having been first duly sworn to tell the truth, was examined				false

		174						LN		7		4		false		           4                    and testified as follows:				false

		175						LN		7		5		false		           5   BY MS. CLARK:				false

		176						LN		7		6		false		           6        Q.   Mr. McKay, will you state your name and				false

		177						LN		7		7		false		           7   business address for the record?				false

		178						LN		7		8		false		           8        A.   Barrie L. McKay, and I think I'm at 333				false

		179						LN		7		9		false		           9   South State, Salt Lake City, Utah.				false

		180						LN		7		10		false		          10        Q.   And are you the same Barrie McKay that				false

		181						LN		7		11		false		          11   filed pre-filed direct testimony in this matter				false

		182						LN		7		12		false		          12   along with accompanying Exhibits 2.1, 2.2, and also				false

		183						LN		7		13		false		          13   a Supplemental Exhibit 2.2.1-S?				false

		184						LN		7		14		false		          14        A.   Yes.				false

		185						LN		7		15		false		          15        Q.   Did you actively participate in this				false

		186						LN		7		16		false		          16   docket and in the development of the Settlement				false

		187						LN		7		17		false		          17   Stipulation of this before the Commission today?				false

		188						LN		7		18		false		          18        A.   I did.				false

		189						LN		7		19		false		          19        Q.   Can you please summarize that Settlement				false

		190						LN		7		20		false		          20   Stipulation?				false

		191						LN		7		21		false		          21        A.   I can.  Turning to the Stipulation, I want				false

		192						LN		7		22		false		          22   to at least touch these first few paragraphs -- I				false

		193						LN		7		23		false		          23   don't need to go through them in detail -- but I do				false

		194						LN		7		24		false		          24   want to recognize what's included in them.				false

		195						LN		7		25		false		          25   Actually, the first paragraph in the Stipulation is				false

		196						PG		8		0		false		page 8				false

		197						LN		8		1		false		           1   simply recognizing that both this Commission and the				false

		198						LN		8		2		false		           2   Wyoming Commission needs to approve these				false

		199						LN		8		3		false		           3   properties, or, shall we say, at least this				false

		200						LN		8		4		false		           4   stipulation before it becomes effective.				false

		201						LN		8		5		false		           5             The first numbered paragraph is a				false

		202						LN		8		6		false		           6   reference back to Wexpro I, second one is a				false

		203						LN		8		7		false		           7   reference back to Wexpro II, third paragraph is a				false

		204						LN		8		8		false		           8   reference to the Trail Settlement Stipulation, and				false

		205						LN		8		9		false		           9   fourth paragraph is referencing the Canyon Creek				false

		206						LN		8		10		false		          10   Settlement Stipulation, all of which govern how we				false

		207						LN		8		11		false		          11   go about having these properties approved before the				false

		208						LN		8		12		false		          12   Commission and then develop them and the criteria				false

		209						LN		8		13		false		          13   that must be reached in order for them to continue				false

		210						LN		8		14		false		          14   to be part of that.				false

		211						LN		8		15		false		          15             We then recognize that within the Wexpro				false

		212						LN		8		16		false		          16   II agreement, there's two specific parts in				false

		213						LN		8		17		false		          17   paragraph 5 that we were relying on and that				false

		214						LN		8		18		false		          18   required us to come before both the Utah Commission				false

		215						LN		8		19		false		          19   and the Wyoming Commission.  One paragraph				false

		216						LN		8		20		false		          20   identifies that there are certain properties that we				false

		217						LN		8		21		false		          21   shall bring before the Commission, and we have about				false

		218						LN		8		22		false		          22   three of those -- we'll point those out in a				false

		219						LN		8		23		false		          23   minute -- and then for the first time before any of				false

		220						LN		8		24		false		          24   the Commissions, Questar Gas and Wexpro have brought				false

		221						LN		8		25		false		          25   a couple of properties where it was our choice to do				false

		222						PG		9		0		false		page 9				false

		223						LN		9		1		false		           1   that.				false

		224						LN		9		2		false		           2             Then we simply summarize in paragraph 6				false

		225						LN		9		3		false		           3   the timing of the acquisition of the Kinney Unit,				false

		226						LN		9		4		false		           4   which was in April of 2015.  Paragraph 7 identifies				false

		227						LN		9		5		false		           5   the Trail, Whiskey Canyon, and the Canyon Creek				false

		228						LN		9		6		false		           6   Units and their purchase, which was in December of				false

		229						LN		9		7		false		           7   2015.  Then we did make the filing before this				false

		230						LN		9		8		false		           8   Commission the beginning of this year, January 9th,				false

		231						LN		9		9		false		           9   and we point out in this paragraph that it is the				false

		232						LN		9		10		false		          10   Trail, the Kinney Unit, and the Canyon Creek				false

		233						LN		9		11		false		          11   Override that fell into the category that we shall				false

		234						LN		9		12		false		          12   or that we must bring that before the Commission.				false

		235						LN		9		13		false		          13   All of those properties were in the Development				false

		236						LN		9		14		false		          14   Drilling Area.  And then the Whiskey Canyon and the				false

		237						LN		9		15		false		          15   Canyon Creek outside the PA -- that stands for				false

		238						LN		9		16		false		          16   "outside the participating area" for properties that				false

		239						LN		9		17		false		          17   was a choice or that we may bring them -- we				false

		240						LN		9		18		false		          18   identify them in that paragraph.  We have properly				false

		241						LN		9		19		false		          19   filed, including all of the information that was				false

		242						LN		9		20		false		          20   thought of as we had the process of approving the				false

		243						LN		9		21		false		          21   Wexpro II Agreement.  The Hydrocarbon monitor				false

		244						LN		9		22		false		          22   performed his responsibilities in reviewing all of				false

		245						LN		9		23		false		          23   that and filing his initial report within the seven				false

		246						LN		9		24		false		          24   days of filing of our Application.  We obviously had				false

		247						LN		9		25		false		          25   some scheduling conferences, we held two technical				false

		248						PG		10		0		false		page 10				false

		249						LN		10		1		false		           1   conferences within the two dockets -- the one that				false

		250						LN		10		2		false		           2   is of importance here would be the February 2nd one				false

		251						LN		10		3		false		           3   that we held in Utah -- answered numerous data				false

		252						LN		10		4		false		           4   requests, filing direct testimony, and then in				false

		253						LN		10		5		false		           5   paragraph 14, the parties met for the first time on				false

		254						LN		10		6		false		           6   the 23rd of February along with the Hydrocarbon				false

		255						LN		10		7		false		           7   monitor.  I want to point that out, as you'll see				false

		256						LN		10		8		false		           8   here in a minute, we needed to rely on his expertise				false

		257						LN		10		9		false		           9   and actually his third-party verification for a				false

		258						LN		10		10		false		          10   settled-upon change of how Wexpro will be developing				false

		259						LN		10		11		false		          11   one of the properties, and he helped in that				false

		260						LN		10		12		false		          12   process.  Then, simply, in 16 is the recognition				false

		261						LN		10		13		false		          13   that this resolves all the issues in the docket				false

		262						LN		10		14		false		          14   before this Commission.				false

		263						LN		10		15		false		          15             So the key things are the Terms and				false

		264						LN		10		16		false		          16   Conditions, which begin in paragraph 17 where it's				false

		265						LN		10		17		false		          17   identified that the Trail Unit and the Whiskey				false

		266						LN		10		18		false		          18   Canyon Unit shall be approved as Wexpro II				false

		267						LN		10		19		false		          19   properties.  In paragraph 18, we identify that the				false

		268						LN		10		20		false		          20   Canyon Creek property, which includes the "outside				false

		269						LN		10		21		false		          21   the participating area" as well as the overriding				false

		270						LN		10		22		false		          22   royalties, will be approved as a Wexpro II property,				false

		271						LN		10		23		false		          23   subject to a change in the way that Wexpro will				false

		272						LN		10		24		false		          24   develop the properties.  And they will replace what				false

		273						LN		10		25		false		          25   was originally anticipated as a horizontal well with				false

		274						PG		11		0		false		page 11				false

		275						LN		11		1		false		           1   a vertical drilling program in an area outside the				false

		276						LN		11		2		false		           2   participating area.  And after those first three				false

		277						LN		11		3		false		           3   wells are drilled, Wexpro has agreed that they will				false

		278						LN		11		4		false		           4   bring the results, costs, the volumes that are				false

		279						LN		11		5		false		           5   anticipated before the parties and will not proceed				false

		280						LN		11		6		false		           6   with further drilling until that has happened, as				false

		281						LN		11		7		false		           7   well as the opportunity for the Hydrocarbon monitor				false

		282						LN		11		8		false		           8   to review the results of those first three wells and				false

		283						LN		11		9		false		           9   deem it reasonable in moving forward.				false

		284						LN		11		10		false		          10             And then as we worked through this, we				false

		285						LN		11		11		false		          11   wanted to make sure that everybody realized that we				false

		286						LN		11		12		false		          12   are agreeing to this approach, but we are also				false

		287						LN		11		13		false		          13   recognizing that overarching the development of the				false

		288						LN		11		14		false		          14   Canyon Creek Unit are still the criteria of the				false

		289						LN		11		15		false		          15   issues that were settled in the Trail Stipulation,				false

		290						LN		11		16		false		          16   as well as the Canyon Creek, which is the limiting				false

		291						LN		11		17		false		          17   amount of volumes that Wexpro can provide to Questar				false

		292						LN		11		18		false		          18   Gas, as well as needing to meet the 5-year forward				false

		293						LN		11		19		false		          19   curve before they drill and meeting the				false

		294						LN		11		20		false		          20   commerciality test.  So we make a reference to that				false

		295						LN		11		21		false		          21   at the end of that paragraph.				false

		296						LN		11		22		false		          22             And I think, now, to provide further				false

		297						LN		11		23		false		          23   clarity and to get some additional evidence on the				false

		298						LN		11		24		false		          24   record, we've prepared a few, I guess we call them				false

		299						LN		11		25		false		          25   hearing exhibits, but those are going to be				false

		300						PG		12		0		false		page 12				false

		301						LN		12		1		false		           1   confidential.				false

		302						LN		12		2		false		           2                  MS. CLARK:  They are, and if I can				false

		303						LN		12		3		false		           3   approach, I'll give you copies and we can just				false

		304						LN		12		4		false		           4   briefly make the motion and lay the reasoning for				false

		305						LN		12		5		false		           5   calling it confidential.				false

		306						LN		12		6		false		           6                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Okay.  So you'll				false

		307						LN		12		7		false		           7   provide us with three copies prior to the motion and				false

		308						LN		12		8		false		           8   to the two parties.  Okay.  Thank you.				false

		309						LN		12		9		false		           9                  MS. CLARK:  The parties have them.				false

		310						LN		12		10		false		          10                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  They already				false

		311						LN		12		11		false		          11   have them?  Okay.  Thank you.				false

		312						LN		12		12		false		          12                  MS. CLARK:  Now that we have them in				false

		313						LN		12		13		false		          13   front of us, the Company would move that the hearing				false

		314						LN		12		14		false		          14   be closed for the portion of Mr. McKay's testimony				false

		315						LN		12		15		false		          15   when he testifies to these four exhibits you have in				false

		316						LN		12		16		false		          16   front of you.  And if we can previously flip through				false

		317						LN		12		17		false		          17   them, I would preface it by saying these are either				false

		318						LN		12		18		false		          18   updates or supplements to exhibits that have been				false

		319						LN		12		19		false		          19   previously filed as confidential exhibits.  You'll				false

		320						LN		12		20		false		          20   note that the first one has some information related				false

		321						LN		12		21		false		          21   to drilling and costs that the Company deems				false

		322						LN		12		22		false		          22   confidential.  The second is supplemental to				false

		323						LN		12		23		false		          23   Application Exhibit B.  It also contains future				false

		324						LN		12		24		false		          24   drilling plans which the Company deems confidential.				false

		325						LN		12		25		false		          25   The third that you can see has to do with total gas				false

		326						PG		13		0		false		page 13				false

		327						LN		13		1		false		           1   supply, and the right-hand side of that exhibit				false

		328						LN		13		2		false		           2   contains some forecasts; and, again, the Company				false

		329						LN		13		3		false		           3   deems that forecast information to be confidential.				false

		330						LN		13		4		false		           4                  And, finally, Confidential Hearing				false

		331						LN		13		5		false		           5   Exhibit 4 is the future drilling plan, Wexpro's				false

		332						LN		13		6		false		           6   future drilling plan for these properties, and the				false

		333						LN		13		7		false		           7   Company deems that confidential as well.  The				false

		334						LN		13		8		false		           8   Company would argue that  disclosure of this				false

		335						LN		13		9		false		           9   information would put it at a competitive				false

		336						LN		13		10		false		          10   disadvantage for negotiations in the future, and it				false

		337						LN		13		11		false		          11   would also cause the Company to disclose information				false

		338						LN		13		12		false		          12   that it views proprietary.				false

		339						LN		13		13		false		          13                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  Is				false

		340						LN		13		14		false		          14   there any objection to this motion.  Ms. Schmid?				false

		341						LN		13		15		false		          15                  MS. SCHMID:  No objection.				false

		342						LN		13		16		false		          16                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Mr. Snarr?				false

		343						LN		13		17		false		          17                  MR. SNARR:  No objection.				false

		344						LN		13		18		false		          18                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  We find that it				false

		345						LN		13		19		false		          19   is in the interest of the public to grant the motion				false

		346						LN		13		20		false		          20   and to close the hearing to anyone who's not a party				false

		347						LN		13		21		false		          21   until we complete discussion of confidential				false

		348						LN		13		22		false		          22   information.  So we will discontinue streaming at				false

		349						LN		13		23		false		          23   this point.  Is there anyone in the room -- I don't				false

		350						LN		13		24		false		          24   know the names of everyone in the room, but if				false

		351						LN		13		25		false		          25   everyone at the table is comfortable with those in				false

		352						PG		14		0		false		page 14				false

		353						LN		14		1		false		           1   the room, then we can proceed.				false

		354						LN		14		2		false		           2                  MS. CLARK:  It's fine.  I think we				false

		355						LN		14		3		false		           3   recognize everyone here.				false

		356						LN		14		4		false		           4                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Okay.  Do we				false

		357						LN		14		5		false		           5   have the streaming turned off?  Okay.  Thank you.				false

		358						LN		14		6		false		           6       (The following testimony was deemed confidential. )				false

		359						LN		14		7		false		           7                  ///				false

		360						LN		14		8		false		           8                  ///				false

		361						LN		14		9		false		           9                  ///				false

		362						LN		14		10		false		          10                  ///				false

		363						LN		14		11		false		          11                  ///				false

		364						LN		14		12		false		          12                  ///				false

		365						LN		14		13		false		          13                  ///				false

		366						LN		14		14		false		          14                  ///				false

		367						LN		14		15		false		          15                  ///				false

		368						LN		14		16		false		          16                  ///				false

		369						LN		14		17		false		          17                  ///				false

		370						LN		14		18		false		          18                  ///				false

		371						LN		14		19		false		          19                  ///				false

		372						LN		14		20		false		          20                  ///				false

		373						LN		14		21		false		          21                  ///				false

		374						LN		14		22		false		          22                  ///				false

		375						LN		14		23		false		          23                  ///				false

		376						LN		14		24		false		          24                  ///				false

		377						LN		14		25		false		          25                  ///				false

		378						PG		18		0		false		page 18				false

		379						LN		18		1		false		           1                  (End of confidential testimony.)				false

		380						LN		18		2		false		           2                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  We will reopen				false

		381						LN		18		3		false		           3   the meeting then to the public.  Any objection to				false

		382						LN		18		4		false		           4   reopening the meeting?  We'll start the streaming				false

		383						LN		18		5		false		           5   again.  Thank you.				false

		384						LN		18		6		false		           6                  MS. CLARK:  The Company would now				false

		385						LN		18		7		false		           7   move for the admission of Confidential Hearing				false

		386						LN		18		8		false		           8   Exhibits 1, 2, 3, and 4.				false

		387						LN		18		9		false		           9                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Any objection to				false

		388						LN		18		10		false		          10   that motion, Ms. Schmid?				false

		389						LN		18		11		false		          11                  MS. SCHMID:  No objection.				false

		390						LN		18		12		false		          12                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Mr. Snarr?				false

		391						LN		18		13		false		          13                  MR. SNARR:  No objection.				false

		392						LN		18		14		false		          14                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  The motion is				false

		393						LN		18		15		false		          15   granted.  Thank you.				false

		394						LN		18		16		false		          16   BY MS. CLARK:				false

		395						LN		18		17		false		          17        Q.   Please proceed, Mr. McKay.				false

		396						LN		18		18		false		          18        A.   That gets us to paragraph 19.  In				false

		397						LN		18		19		false		          19   paragraph 19, the parties agreed that the Kinney				false

		398						LN		18		20		false		          20   Unit at this time would be withdrawn for				false

		399						LN		18		21		false		          21   consideration before this Commission, and then we				false

		400						LN		18		22		false		          22   would give Wexpro the opportunity to be able to				false

		401						LN		18		23		false		          23   prove that this unit can be economically developed				false

		402						LN		18		24		false		          24   if they can.  And based on a verification				false

		403						LN		18		25		false		          25   recognizing that the Wexpro Agreement is				false

		404						PG		19		0		false		page 19				false

		405						LN		19		1		false		           1   self-governing here, we know the Hydrocarbon monitor				false

		406						LN		19		2		false		           2   would be reviewing their work in that area and				false

		407						LN		19		3		false		           3   assuming that it can be economically developed, then				false

		408						LN		19		4		false		           4   we -- Questar Gas, Wexpro -- shall bring this				false

		409						LN		19		5		false		           5   property back before the Commission.  We're not				false

		410						LN		19		6		false		           6   committing the Commission or any parties that it has				false

		411						LN		19		7		false		           7   to become part of Wexpro I, but simply giving				false

		412						LN		19		8		false		           8   parties a free option, if you will, on this.  And				false

		413						LN		19		9		false		           9   our concern was, is that the way that the Wexpro II				false

		414						LN		19		10		false		          10   Agreement, I think, contemplated properties being				false

		415						LN		19		11		false		          11   brought before the Commission is that you would				false

		416						LN		19		12		false		          12   bring a property and it would either be included or				false

		417						LN		19		13		false		          13   not included, and that's the way we would live going				false

		418						LN		19		14		false		          14   forward.  We didn't want that decision to have to be				false

		419						LN		19		15		false		          15   made on this if the property looks promising, but				false

		420						LN		19		16		false		          16   there wasn't enough evidence at this time, and we				false

		421						LN		19		17		false		          17   agreed that we would delay that official decision				false

		422						LN		19		18		false		          18   before this Commission by us withdrawing that.  And				false

		423						LN		19		19		false		          19   then assuming that it's a good property and parties				false

		424						LN		19		20		false		          20   don't want us -- if it doesn't prove to be a good				false

		425						LN		19		21		false		          21   property -- to have us, quote, waste our time with				false

		426						LN		19		22		false		          22   having to see that the numbers aren't good, we				false

		427						LN		19		23		false		          23   recognize the Hydrocarbon monitor in the review of				false

		428						LN		19		24		false		          24   that process will be able to satisfy that concern.				false

		429						LN		19		25		false		          25   But if it can be economically developed, Wexpro and				false

		430						PG		20		0		false		page 20				false

		431						LN		20		1		false		           1   Questar Gas would bring it back before the				false

		432						LN		20		2		false		           2   Commission and give the parties an option to have it				false

		433						LN		20		3		false		           3   become a Wexpro II property.				false

		434						LN		20		4		false		           4             That leads us to paragraph 20, which				false

		435						LN		20		5		false		           5   they're in the process of discovery and				false

		436						LN		20		6		false		           6   negotiations.  There were concerns related to at				false

		437						LN		20		7		false		           7   least three areas, and we wanted to memorialize				false

		438						LN		20		8		false		           8   those and agree that -- assuming approval of the				false

		439						LN		20		9		false		           9   Settlement Stipulation in both Utah and Wyoming --				false

		440						LN		20		10		false		          10   the parties would meet within 45 days and discuss				false

		441						LN		20		11		false		          11   the mitigation of risks associated with other				false

		442						LN		20		12		false		          12   participating areas.  Right now, our discussion has				false

		443						LN		20		13		false		          13   been that it's not imminent, but we wanted to make				false

		444						LN		20		14		false		          14   sure we all had an understanding of what that might				false

		445						LN		20		15		false		          15   be out there and provide the evidence to make sure				false

		446						LN		20		16		false		          16   everyone had understanding with it.				false

		447						LN		20		17		false		          17             We also wanted to evaluate the -- talk				false

		448						LN		20		18		false		          18   about and discuss the evaluating and the				false

		449						LN		20		19		false		          19   implementing of future sale or retirement exchange				false

		450						LN		20		20		false		          20   of Wexpro I assets as their useful life comes to an				false

		451						LN		20		21		false		          21   end, and then specifically talk about the timing.  I				false

		452						LN		20		22		false		          22   think it's a little odd -- we will freely admit				false

		453						LN		20		23		false		          23   that -- that time that happened between Wexpro				false

		454						LN		20		24		false		          24   acquiring these properties and then bringing them				false

		455						LN		20		25		false		          25   before the Commission has some unique circumstances,				false

		456						PG		21		0		false		page 21				false

		457						LN		21		1		false		           1   but we wanted to discuss that timing which has not				false

		458						LN		21		2		false		           2   been specifically addressed.				false

		459						LN		21		3		false		           3             Then the last paragraph in the Terms and				false

		460						LN		21		4		false		           4   Conditions is 21, and is essentially a paragraph				false

		461						LN		21		5		false		           5   that has existed in our other stipulations that				false

		462						LN		21		6		false		           6   recognizes that Wexpro -- the paragraphs in the				false

		463						LN		21		7		false		           7   Settlement Stipulation of Wexpro I are still in				false

		464						LN		21		8		false		           8   force as it relates to regulation, or, shall we say				false

		465						LN		21		9		false		           9   not regulation of Questar -- sorry, of Wexpro.  So				false

		466						LN		21		10		false		          10   I'm going to make one more attempt on that.  This				false

		467						LN		21		11		false		          11   paragraph refers to Wexpro and how they are not				false

		468						LN		21		12		false		          12   considered a regulated entity, and that's spelled				false

		469						LN		21		13		false		          13   out in the Wexpro I Agreement.				false

		470						LN		21		14		false		          14             The rest of this is the General Terms and				false

		471						LN		21		15		false		          15   Conditions, stating that we feel that this is a just				false

		472						LN		21		16		false		          16   and reasonable resolution of the issues and it's in				false

		473						LN		21		17		false		          17   the public interest.  In paragraph 22, it doesn't				false

		474						LN		21		18		false		          18   set any precedent as far as other issues bringing				false

		475						LN		21		19		false		          19   before the Commission in the future.  We'll be happy				false

		476						LN		21		20		false		          20   to provide witnesses, and I think you're seeing that				false

		477						LN		21		21		false		          21   happen today.  And then, if, in fact, we're not				false

		478						LN		21		22		false		          22   approved by the Commissions, how the parties would				false

		479						LN		21		23		false		          23   respond and act.				false

		480						LN		21		24		false		          24             But in summary, we feel this is an				false

		481						LN		21		25		false		          25   excellent resolution of the issues in this case, and				false

		482						PG		22		0		false		page 22				false

		483						LN		22		1		false		           1   it's just and reasonable and ought to be approved by				false

		484						LN		22		2		false		           2   this Commission.				false

		485						LN		22		3		false		           3        Q.   Does that conclude your summary?				false

		486						LN		22		4		false		           4        A.   Yes.				false

		487						LN		22		5		false		           5                  MS. CLARK:  Before the Company				false

		488						LN		22		6		false		           6   surrenders the floor, it would move for the				false

		489						LN		22		7		false		           7   admission pursuant to paragraph 24 of the				false

		490						LN		22		8		false		           8   Stipulation of those exhibits referenced in Questar				false

		491						LN		22		9		false		           9   Gas Company's Exhibit Index.  The parties and the				false

		492						LN		22		10		false		          10   court reporter have been provided with the index,				false

		493						LN		22		11		false		          11   and you will find it if you just open the cover of				false

		494						LN		22		12		false		          12   the binder in front of you.  It includes the				false

		495						LN		22		13		false		          13   exhibits -- the Application and the exhibits that				false

		496						LN		22		14		false		          14   accompanied it, Exhibits A through P including				false

		497						LN		22		15		false		          15   subparts.  It also includes the supplemental				false

		498						LN		22		16		false		          16   information that was filed in this docket; the				false

		499						LN		22		17		false		          17   direct testimony of Mr. McKay with accompanying				false

		500						LN		22		18		false		          18   Exhibits 2.1, 2.2, and 2.2.1-S; and then also the				false

		501						LN		22		19		false		          19   direct testimony of Brady B. Rasmussen, which is				false

		502						LN		22		20		false		          20   Exhibit 3 with accompanying exhibits; Questar Gas				false

		503						LN		22		21		false		          21   Exhibit 3.1, 3.2, 3.2.1-S, 3.3, 3.4, 3.5, 3.6, 3.7,				false

		504						LN		22		22		false		          22   and we'll just say with the subparts of 3.7.  Those				false

		505						LN		22		23		false		          23   were filed with the supplemental information and				false

		506						LN		22		24		false		          24   3.8.				false

		507						LN		22		25		false		          25                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.				false

		508						PG		23		0		false		page 23				false

		509						LN		23		1		false		           1   Ms. Schmid, any objection to that motion?				false

		510						LN		23		2		false		           2                  MS. SCHMID:  No objection.				false

		511						LN		23		3		false		           3                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Mr. Snarr?				false

		512						LN		23		4		false		           4                  MR. SNARR:  No objection.				false

		513						LN		23		5		false		           5                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Okay.  The				false

		514						LN		23		6		false		           6   motion is granted.  Thank you.				false

		515						LN		23		7		false		           7                  MS. CLARK:  Thank you.  The Company				false

		516						LN		23		8		false		           8   does not have any other witnesses to offer at this				false

		517						LN		23		9		false		           9   time.				false

		518						LN		23		10		false		          10                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Okay.  With the				false

		519						LN		23		11		false		          11   understanding there might be questions later, we				false

		520						LN		23		12		false		          12   will move on to Ms. Schmid.				false

		521						LN		23		13		false		          13                  MS. SCHMID:  Thank you.  The				false

		522						LN		23		14		false		          14   Division's witness this morning is Mr. Douglas D.				false

		523						LN		23		15		false		          15   Wheelwright.  Could he please be sworn?				false

		524						LN		23		16		false		          16                     DOUGLAS D. WHEELWRIGHT,				false

		525						LN		23		17		false		          17  having been first duly sworn to tell the truth, was examined				false

		526						LN		23		18		false		          18                    and testified as follows:				false

		527						LN		23		19		false		          19   BY MS. SCHMID:				false

		528						LN		23		20		false		          20        Q.   Mr. Wheelwright, could you please tell us				false

		529						LN		23		21		false		          21   by whom you are employed, your position, and your				false

		530						LN		23		22		false		          22   business address?				false

		531						LN		23		23		false		          23        A.   Yes.  I'm a technical consultant with the				false

		532						LN		23		24		false		          24   Division of Public Utilities.  My address is 160				false

		533						LN		23		25		false		          25   East 300 South.				false

		534						PG		24		0		false		page 24				false

		535						LN		24		1		false		           1        Q.   On behalf of the Division, have you				false

		536						LN		24		2		false		           2   participated in this docket?				false

		537						LN		24		3		false		           3        A.   Yes, I have.				false

		538						LN		24		4		false		           4        Q.   Did that participation include preparing				false

		539						LN		24		5		false		           5   and causing to be filed DPU Exhibit No. 1.0 Direct,				false

		540						LN		24		6		false		           6   along with DPU Exhibit No. 1.01 Direct, 1.02, which				false

		541						LN		24		7		false		           7   were confidential, 1.01, 1.02 Redacted, and then DPU				false

		542						LN		24		8		false		           8   1.0 Direct, your corrected prefiled direct testimony				false

		543						LN		24		9		false		           9   along with redacted Exhibits 1.01 and 1.02?				false

		544						LN		24		10		false		          10        A.   Yes.				false

		545						LN		24		11		false		          11        Q.   Why was corrected prefiled direct				false

		546						LN		24		12		false		          12   testimony filed?				false

		547						LN		24		13		false		          13        A.   The only correction to the original filing				false

		548						LN		24		14		false		          14   was a change in our summary.  We removed some of the				false

		549						LN		24		15		false		          15   redacted portion of that summary.				false

		550						LN		24		16		false		          16                  MS. SCHMID:  The Division would like				false

		551						LN		24		17		false		          17   to move to admit the exhibits previously identified.				false

		552						LN		24		18		false		          18   You also have been provided with an exhibit list.				false

		553						LN		24		19		false		          19                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Mr. Snarr, any				false

		554						LN		24		20		false		          20   objection to that motion?				false

		555						LN		24		21		false		          21                  MR. SNARR:  No objection.				false

		556						LN		24		22		false		          22                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Ms. Clark?				false

		557						LN		24		23		false		          23                  MS. CLARK:  No objection.				false

		558						LN		24		24		false		          24                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  The motion is				false

		559						LN		24		25		false		          25   granted.				false

		560						PG		25		0		false		page 25				false

		561						LN		25		1		false		           1                  MS. SCHMID:  Thank you.				false

		562						LN		25		2		false		           2   BY MS. SCHMID:				false

		563						LN		25		3		false		           3        Q.   Mr. Wheelwright, did you participate in				false

		564						LN		25		4		false		           4   the settlement meetings?				false

		565						LN		25		5		false		           5        A.   Yes, I did.				false

		566						LN		25		6		false		           6        Q.   Do you have summary statements to provide?				false

		567						LN		25		7		false		           7        A.   Yes, I do.				false

		568						LN		25		8		false		           8        Q.   Please proceed.				false

		569						LN		25		9		false		           9        A.   Thank you, Commissioners.  The objective				false

		570						LN		25		10		false		          10   of the Wexpro II Agreement was to create a structure				false

		571						LN		25		11		false		          11   and a mechanism that could potentially allow				false

		572						LN		25		12		false		          12   additional properties to be included in future cost				false

		573						LN		25		13		false		          13   of service gas production.  The Vermillion				false

		574						LN		25		14		false		          14   Application before you today represents the third				false

		575						LN		25		15		false		          15   time additional properties have been presented for				false

		576						LN		25		16		false		          16   approval.  The Regional Application in this docket				false

		577						LN		25		17		false		          17   represented the purchase of varying ownership				false

		578						LN		25		18		false		          18   interest in four separate properties identified as				false

		579						LN		25		19		false		          19   the Vermillion Acquisition.  In direct testimony,				false

		580						LN		25		20		false		          20   the Division recommended approval of the additional				false

		581						LN		25		21		false		          21   interest in the Trail property and approval of the				false

		582						LN		25		22		false		          22   Whiskey Canyon property.  The Division expressed				false

		583						LN		25		23		false		          23   concern with the original proposal for wells in				false

		584						LN		25		24		false		          24   Canyon Creek and concerns with the cost of service				false

		585						LN		25		25		false		          25   from the Kinney field.  In response, the Company				false

		586						PG		26		0		false		page 26				false

		587						LN		26		1		false		           1   prepared a modification to the proposed drilling in				false

		588						LN		26		2		false		           2   Canyon Creek and prepared a revised cost of service				false

		589						LN		26		3		false		           3   calculation that excluded the additional ownership				false

		590						LN		26		4		false		           4   in the Kinney property.  These two modifications to				false

		591						LN		26		5		false		           5   the original Application are the basis for the				false

		592						LN		26		6		false		           6   Settlement Stipulation which has been signed by all				false

		593						LN		26		7		false		           7   the interested parties and has been outlined today				false

		594						LN		26		8		false		           8   by Mr. McKay.				false

		595						LN		26		9		false		           9             The calculations and the assumptions used				false

		596						LN		26		10		false		          10   in the original Application and the assumptions used				false

		597						LN		26		11		false		          11   in the Settlement Stipulation have been reviewed and				false

		598						LN		26		12		false		          12   evaluated by Mr. David Evans, the independent				false

		599						LN		26		13		false		          13   Hydrocarbon monitor.  The first confidential report				false

		600						LN		26		14		false		          14   from the Hydrocarbon monitor was filed with the				false

		601						LN		26		15		false		          15   Commission on January 19th, and the second report				false

		602						LN		26		16		false		          16   was filed on February 27th.  In both reports, Mr.				false

		603						LN		26		17		false		          17   Evans indicated that in his opinion, the reserves				false

		604						LN		26		18		false		          18   and associated economic information represented by				false

		605						LN		26		19		false		          19   Wexpro were reasonable.  The specifics of the cost				false

		606						LN		26		20		false		          20   of service price projections from this acquisition				false

		607						LN		26		21		false		          21   are confidential, but have been included in Exhibits				false

		608						LN		26		22		false		          22   L-1 through L-5 of the original filing and in				false

		609						LN		26		23		false		          23   subsequent updates.  A comparison of the cost of				false

		610						LN		26		24		false		          24   service price from the Vermillion properties along				false

		611						LN		26		25		false		          25   with the total cost of service price for all of the				false

		612						PG		27		0		false		page 27				false

		613						LN		27		1		false		           1   Wexpro production and the projected market price was				false

		614						LN		27		2		false		           2   included in my direct testimony.				false

		615						LN		27		3		false		           3             The revised projections of Exhibit L-5				false

		616						LN		27		4		false		           4   with a modified drilling in Canyon Creek and				false

		617						LN		27		5		false		           5   excluding the Kinney property show a slight decrease				false

		618						LN		27		6		false		           6   in the total cost of service price for the three				false

		619						LN		27		7		false		           7   remaining Vermillion properties.  It should be noted				false

		620						LN		27		8		false		           8   that a total volume of natural gas production from				false

		621						LN		27		9		false		           9   the Vermillion Acquisition represents a small				false

		622						LN		27		10		false		          10   percentage of the total Wexpro production and will				false

		623						LN		27		11		false		          11   have a minor impact on the total price of cost of				false

		624						LN		27		12		false		          12   service gas produced by Wexpro.				false

		625						LN		27		13		false		          13             The Division has reviewed the Company's				false

		626						LN		27		14		false		          14   Application and subsequent updates and has				false

		627						LN		27		15		false		          15   participated in the settlement negotiations.  Key				false
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		685						LN		29		21		false		          21                  MR. SNARR:  We would move to have				false
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           1                         PROCEEDINGS



           2                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  This is Public



           3   Service Commission Docket #17-057-01 In the Matter



           4   of the Application of Questar Gas Company for



           5   approval of the Vermillion Acquisition as a Wexpro



           6   II Property.  Why don't we start with appearances



           7   for the Utility.



           8                  MS. CLARK:  Thank you.  Jennifer



           9   Nelson Clark.  I'm an attorney for the applicant,



          10   and I have with me Barrie McKay who is the director



          11   of customer rates and regulation for Questar Gas;



          12   and Brady Rasmussen, the vice president and general



          13   manager of Wexpro Company.



          14                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.



          15                  MS. SCHMID:  Good morning.  Patricia



          16   E. Schmid with the Attorney General's Office



          17   representing the Division of Public Utilities.  With



          18   me this morning as the Division's witness is Douglas



          19   W. Wheelwright.  Sorry, D. Wheelwright.



          20                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  That's an



          21   important clarification.



          22                  MS. SCHMID:  It is.



          23                  MR. SNARR:  And my name is Steven W.



          24   Snarr.  I'm counsel for the Office of Consumer



          25   Services.  With me today is Gavin Mangelson, who is
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           1   a utility analyst.



           2                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Any preliminary



           3   matters before we go to Ms. Clark?



           4                  MS. CLARK:  Yes.  We have a couple of



           5   housekeeping issues.  The first deals with



           6   confidential information.  The vast majority of Mr.



           7   McKay's summary that he will offer today is not



           8   confidential; however, there is a piece that sort of



           9   fits in the middle that we'll need to treat as



          10   confidential information.  So for purposes of your



          11   record and also if we're streaming, I wanted to note



          12   that in advance.



          13                  And then the second matter that I



          14   wanted to raise was the issue of cross-examination.



          15   Counsel has spoken and if it's appropriate and if



          16   you feel comfortable, we're happy to do all of the



          17   summaries at the same time, and then perhaps have



          18   questioning via the panel.  We recognize that



          19   Mr. McKay will be our only testifying witness today.



          20   We've brought Mr. Rasmussen with us in anticipation



          21   of questions, so if that works with the Commission,



          22   we think that would be an appropriate way to



          23   proceed.



          24                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  And if there's



          25   no objection from any other party -- and it sounds
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           1   like there's not -- to handling any potential



           2   cross-examination, that makes sense.



           3                  With respect to the first issue, I



           4   think the way we'll need to handle that is if at the



           5   appropriate moment you want to make a motion to



           6   close the proceeding to the public, there's a



           7   required finding.  The Commission has to find that



           8   it's in the public interest to do so.  So we can



           9   deal with that at the appropriate time and make sure



          10   that only appropriate people are in the room and the



          11   streaming is discontinued for that portion.



          12                  MS. CLARK:  That raises one other



          13   question in my mind, and it is possible, I guess,



          14   during cross-examination and examination by the



          15   Commission that they may also raise issues that are



          16   confidential and so if I interject, I will apologize



          17   for the rudeness in advance.



          18                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  If anyone asks a



          19   question that you think would require any



          20   confidential information, please jump in and stop us



          21   before we keep going.



          22                  MS. CLARK:  Thank you.



          23                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Any other



          24   preliminary matters?  Okay, then, Ms. Clark.



          25                  MS. CLARK:  The Company calls
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           1   Mr. Barrie L. McKay.



           2                         BARRIE L. MCKAY,



           3  having been first duly sworn to tell the truth, was examined



           4                    and testified as follows:



           5   BY MS. CLARK:



           6        Q.   Mr. McKay, will you state your name and



           7   business address for the record?



           8        A.   Barrie L. McKay, and I think I'm at 333



           9   South State, Salt Lake City, Utah.



          10        Q.   And are you the same Barrie McKay that



          11   filed pre-filed direct testimony in this matter



          12   along with accompanying Exhibits 2.1, 2.2, and also



          13   a Supplemental Exhibit 2.2.1-S?



          14        A.   Yes.



          15        Q.   Did you actively participate in this



          16   docket and in the development of the Settlement



          17   Stipulation of this before the Commission today?



          18        A.   I did.



          19        Q.   Can you please summarize that Settlement



          20   Stipulation?



          21        A.   I can.  Turning to the Stipulation, I want



          22   to at least touch these first few paragraphs -- I



          23   don't need to go through them in detail -- but I do



          24   want to recognize what's included in them.



          25   Actually, the first paragraph in the Stipulation is
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           1   simply recognizing that both this Commission and the



           2   Wyoming Commission needs to approve these



           3   properties, or, shall we say, at least this



           4   stipulation before it becomes effective.



           5             The first numbered paragraph is a



           6   reference back to Wexpro I, second one is a



           7   reference back to Wexpro II, third paragraph is a



           8   reference to the Trail Settlement Stipulation, and



           9   fourth paragraph is referencing the Canyon Creek



          10   Settlement Stipulation, all of which govern how we



          11   go about having these properties approved before the



          12   Commission and then develop them and the criteria



          13   that must be reached in order for them to continue



          14   to be part of that.



          15             We then recognize that within the Wexpro



          16   II agreement, there's two specific parts in



          17   paragraph 5 that we were relying on and that



          18   required us to come before both the Utah Commission



          19   and the Wyoming Commission.  One paragraph



          20   identifies that there are certain properties that we



          21   shall bring before the Commission, and we have about



          22   three of those -- we'll point those out in a



          23   minute -- and then for the first time before any of



          24   the Commissions, Questar Gas and Wexpro have brought



          25   a couple of properties where it was our choice to do
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           1   that.



           2             Then we simply summarize in paragraph 6



           3   the timing of the acquisition of the Kinney Unit,



           4   which was in April of 2015.  Paragraph 7 identifies



           5   the Trail, Whiskey Canyon, and the Canyon Creek



           6   Units and their purchase, which was in December of



           7   2015.  Then we did make the filing before this



           8   Commission the beginning of this year, January 9th,



           9   and we point out in this paragraph that it is the



          10   Trail, the Kinney Unit, and the Canyon Creek



          11   Override that fell into the category that we shall



          12   or that we must bring that before the Commission.



          13   All of those properties were in the Development



          14   Drilling Area.  And then the Whiskey Canyon and the



          15   Canyon Creek outside the PA -- that stands for



          16   "outside the participating area" for properties that



          17   was a choice or that we may bring them -- we



          18   identify them in that paragraph.  We have properly



          19   filed, including all of the information that was



          20   thought of as we had the process of approving the



          21   Wexpro II Agreement.  The Hydrocarbon monitor



          22   performed his responsibilities in reviewing all of



          23   that and filing his initial report within the seven



          24   days of filing of our Application.  We obviously had



          25   some scheduling conferences, we held two technical
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           1   conferences within the two dockets -- the one that



           2   is of importance here would be the February 2nd one



           3   that we held in Utah -- answered numerous data



           4   requests, filing direct testimony, and then in



           5   paragraph 14, the parties met for the first time on



           6   the 23rd of February along with the Hydrocarbon



           7   monitor.  I want to point that out, as you'll see



           8   here in a minute, we needed to rely on his expertise



           9   and actually his third-party verification for a



          10   settled-upon change of how Wexpro will be developing



          11   one of the properties, and he helped in that



          12   process.  Then, simply, in 16 is the recognition



          13   that this resolves all the issues in the docket



          14   before this Commission.



          15             So the key things are the Terms and



          16   Conditions, which begin in paragraph 17 where it's



          17   identified that the Trail Unit and the Whiskey



          18   Canyon Unit shall be approved as Wexpro II



          19   properties.  In paragraph 18, we identify that the



          20   Canyon Creek property, which includes the "outside



          21   the participating area" as well as the overriding



          22   royalties, will be approved as a Wexpro II property,



          23   subject to a change in the way that Wexpro will



          24   develop the properties.  And they will replace what



          25   was originally anticipated as a horizontal well with
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           1   a vertical drilling program in an area outside the



           2   participating area.  And after those first three



           3   wells are drilled, Wexpro has agreed that they will



           4   bring the results, costs, the volumes that are



           5   anticipated before the parties and will not proceed



           6   with further drilling until that has happened, as



           7   well as the opportunity for the Hydrocarbon monitor



           8   to review the results of those first three wells and



           9   deem it reasonable in moving forward.



          10             And then as we worked through this, we



          11   wanted to make sure that everybody realized that we



          12   are agreeing to this approach, but we are also



          13   recognizing that overarching the development of the



          14   Canyon Creek Unit are still the criteria of the



          15   issues that were settled in the Trail Stipulation,



          16   as well as the Canyon Creek, which is the limiting



          17   amount of volumes that Wexpro can provide to Questar



          18   Gas, as well as needing to meet the 5-year forward



          19   curve before they drill and meeting the



          20   commerciality test.  So we make a reference to that



          21   at the end of that paragraph.



          22             And I think, now, to provide further



          23   clarity and to get some additional evidence on the



          24   record, we've prepared a few, I guess we call them



          25   hearing exhibits, but those are going to be

�                                                                          12











           1   confidential.



           2                  MS. CLARK:  They are, and if I can



           3   approach, I'll give you copies and we can just



           4   briefly make the motion and lay the reasoning for



           5   calling it confidential.



           6                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Okay.  So you'll



           7   provide us with three copies prior to the motion and



           8   to the two parties.  Okay.  Thank you.



           9                  MS. CLARK:  The parties have them.



          10                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  They already



          11   have them?  Okay.  Thank you.



          12                  MS. CLARK:  Now that we have them in



          13   front of us, the Company would move that the hearing



          14   be closed for the portion of Mr. McKay's testimony



          15   when he testifies to these four exhibits you have in



          16   front of you.  And if we can previously flip through



          17   them, I would preface it by saying these are either



          18   updates or supplements to exhibits that have been



          19   previously filed as confidential exhibits.  You'll



          20   note that the first one has some information related



          21   to drilling and costs that the Company deems



          22   confidential.  The second is supplemental to



          23   Application Exhibit B.  It also contains future



          24   drilling plans which the Company deems confidential.



          25   The third that you can see has to do with total gas
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           1   supply, and the right-hand side of that exhibit



           2   contains some forecasts; and, again, the Company



           3   deems that forecast information to be confidential.



           4                  And, finally, Confidential Hearing



           5   Exhibit 4 is the future drilling plan, Wexpro's



           6   future drilling plan for these properties, and the



           7   Company deems that confidential as well.  The



           8   Company would argue that  disclosure of this



           9   information would put it at a competitive



          10   disadvantage for negotiations in the future, and it



          11   would also cause the Company to disclose information



          12   that it views proprietary.



          13                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  Is



          14   there any objection to this motion.  Ms. Schmid?



          15                  MS. SCHMID:  No objection.



          16                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Mr. Snarr?



          17                  MR. SNARR:  No objection.



          18                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  We find that it



          19   is in the interest of the public to grant the motion



          20   and to close the hearing to anyone who's not a party



          21   until we complete discussion of confidential



          22   information.  So we will discontinue streaming at



          23   this point.  Is there anyone in the room -- I don't



          24   know the names of everyone in the room, but if



          25   everyone at the table is comfortable with those in
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           1   the room, then we can proceed.



           2                  MS. CLARK:  It's fine.  I think we



           3   recognize everyone here.



           4                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Okay.  Do we



           5   have the streaming turned off?  Okay.  Thank you.



           6       (The following testimony was deemed confidential. )



           7                  ///



           8                  ///



           9                  ///



          10                  ///



          11                  ///



          12                  ///



          13                  ///



          14                  ///



          15                  ///



          16                  ///



          17                  ///



          18                  ///



          19                  ///



          20                  ///



          21                  ///



          22                  ///



          23                  ///



          24                  ///



          25                  ///
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           1                  (End of confidential testimony.)



           2                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  We will reopen



           3   the meeting then to the public.  Any objection to



           4   reopening the meeting?  We'll start the streaming



           5   again.  Thank you.



           6                  MS. CLARK:  The Company would now



           7   move for the admission of Confidential Hearing



           8   Exhibits 1, 2, 3, and 4.



           9                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Any objection to



          10   that motion, Ms. Schmid?



          11                  MS. SCHMID:  No objection.



          12                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Mr. Snarr?



          13                  MR. SNARR:  No objection.



          14                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  The motion is



          15   granted.  Thank you.



          16   BY MS. CLARK:



          17        Q.   Please proceed, Mr. McKay.



          18        A.   That gets us to paragraph 19.  In



          19   paragraph 19, the parties agreed that the Kinney



          20   Unit at this time would be withdrawn for



          21   consideration before this Commission, and then we



          22   would give Wexpro the opportunity to be able to



          23   prove that this unit can be economically developed



          24   if they can.  And based on a verification



          25   recognizing that the Wexpro Agreement is
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           1   self-governing here, we know the Hydrocarbon monitor



           2   would be reviewing their work in that area and



           3   assuming that it can be economically developed, then



           4   we -- Questar Gas, Wexpro -- shall bring this



           5   property back before the Commission.  We're not



           6   committing the Commission or any parties that it has



           7   to become part of Wexpro I, but simply giving



           8   parties a free option, if you will, on this.  And



           9   our concern was, is that the way that the Wexpro II



          10   Agreement, I think, contemplated properties being



          11   brought before the Commission is that you would



          12   bring a property and it would either be included or



          13   not included, and that's the way we would live going



          14   forward.  We didn't want that decision to have to be



          15   made on this if the property looks promising, but



          16   there wasn't enough evidence at this time, and we



          17   agreed that we would delay that official decision



          18   before this Commission by us withdrawing that.  And



          19   then assuming that it's a good property and parties



          20   don't want us -- if it doesn't prove to be a good



          21   property -- to have us, quote, waste our time with



          22   having to see that the numbers aren't good, we



          23   recognize the Hydrocarbon monitor in the review of



          24   that process will be able to satisfy that concern.



          25   But if it can be economically developed, Wexpro and
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           1   Questar Gas would bring it back before the



           2   Commission and give the parties an option to have it



           3   become a Wexpro II property.



           4             That leads us to paragraph 20, which



           5   they're in the process of discovery and



           6   negotiations.  There were concerns related to at



           7   least three areas, and we wanted to memorialize



           8   those and agree that -- assuming approval of the



           9   Settlement Stipulation in both Utah and Wyoming --



          10   the parties would meet within 45 days and discuss



          11   the mitigation of risks associated with other



          12   participating areas.  Right now, our discussion has



          13   been that it's not imminent, but we wanted to make



          14   sure we all had an understanding of what that might



          15   be out there and provide the evidence to make sure



          16   everyone had understanding with it.



          17             We also wanted to evaluate the -- talk



          18   about and discuss the evaluating and the



          19   implementing of future sale or retirement exchange



          20   of Wexpro I assets as their useful life comes to an



          21   end, and then specifically talk about the timing.  I



          22   think it's a little odd -- we will freely admit



          23   that -- that time that happened between Wexpro



          24   acquiring these properties and then bringing them



          25   before the Commission has some unique circumstances,
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           1   but we wanted to discuss that timing which has not



           2   been specifically addressed.



           3             Then the last paragraph in the Terms and



           4   Conditions is 21, and is essentially a paragraph



           5   that has existed in our other stipulations that



           6   recognizes that Wexpro -- the paragraphs in the



           7   Settlement Stipulation of Wexpro I are still in



           8   force as it relates to regulation, or, shall we say



           9   not regulation of Questar -- sorry, of Wexpro.  So



          10   I'm going to make one more attempt on that.  This



          11   paragraph refers to Wexpro and how they are not



          12   considered a regulated entity, and that's spelled



          13   out in the Wexpro I Agreement.



          14             The rest of this is the General Terms and



          15   Conditions, stating that we feel that this is a just



          16   and reasonable resolution of the issues and it's in



          17   the public interest.  In paragraph 22, it doesn't



          18   set any precedent as far as other issues bringing



          19   before the Commission in the future.  We'll be happy



          20   to provide witnesses, and I think you're seeing that



          21   happen today.  And then, if, in fact, we're not



          22   approved by the Commissions, how the parties would



          23   respond and act.



          24             But in summary, we feel this is an



          25   excellent resolution of the issues in this case, and
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           1   it's just and reasonable and ought to be approved by



           2   this Commission.



           3        Q.   Does that conclude your summary?



           4        A.   Yes.



           5                  MS. CLARK:  Before the Company



           6   surrenders the floor, it would move for the



           7   admission pursuant to paragraph 24 of the



           8   Stipulation of those exhibits referenced in Questar



           9   Gas Company's Exhibit Index.  The parties and the



          10   court reporter have been provided with the index,



          11   and you will find it if you just open the cover of



          12   the binder in front of you.  It includes the



          13   exhibits -- the Application and the exhibits that



          14   accompanied it, Exhibits A through P including



          15   subparts.  It also includes the supplemental



          16   information that was filed in this docket; the



          17   direct testimony of Mr. McKay with accompanying



          18   Exhibits 2.1, 2.2, and 2.2.1-S; and then also the



          19   direct testimony of Brady B. Rasmussen, which is



          20   Exhibit 3 with accompanying exhibits; Questar Gas



          21   Exhibit 3.1, 3.2, 3.2.1-S, 3.3, 3.4, 3.5, 3.6, 3.7,



          22   and we'll just say with the subparts of 3.7.  Those



          23   were filed with the supplemental information and



          24   3.8.



          25                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.
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           1   Ms. Schmid, any objection to that motion?



           2                  MS. SCHMID:  No objection.



           3                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Mr. Snarr?



           4                  MR. SNARR:  No objection.



           5                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Okay.  The



           6   motion is granted.  Thank you.



           7                  MS. CLARK:  Thank you.  The Company



           8   does not have any other witnesses to offer at this



           9   time.



          10                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Okay.  With the



          11   understanding there might be questions later, we



          12   will move on to Ms. Schmid.



          13                  MS. SCHMID:  Thank you.  The



          14   Division's witness this morning is Mr. Douglas D.



          15   Wheelwright.  Could he please be sworn?



          16                     DOUGLAS D. WHEELWRIGHT,



          17  having been first duly sworn to tell the truth, was examined



          18                    and testified as follows:



          19   BY MS. SCHMID:



          20        Q.   Mr. Wheelwright, could you please tell us



          21   by whom you are employed, your position, and your



          22   business address?



          23        A.   Yes.  I'm a technical consultant with the



          24   Division of Public Utilities.  My address is 160



          25   East 300 South.
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           1        Q.   On behalf of the Division, have you



           2   participated in this docket?



           3        A.   Yes, I have.



           4        Q.   Did that participation include preparing



           5   and causing to be filed DPU Exhibit No. 1.0 Direct,



           6   along with DPU Exhibit No. 1.01 Direct, 1.02, which



           7   were confidential, 1.01, 1.02 Redacted, and then DPU



           8   1.0 Direct, your corrected prefiled direct testimony



           9   along with redacted Exhibits 1.01 and 1.02?



          10        A.   Yes.



          11        Q.   Why was corrected prefiled direct



          12   testimony filed?



          13        A.   The only correction to the original filing



          14   was a change in our summary.  We removed some of the



          15   redacted portion of that summary.



          16                  MS. SCHMID:  The Division would like



          17   to move to admit the exhibits previously identified.



          18   You also have been provided with an exhibit list.



          19                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Mr. Snarr, any



          20   objection to that motion?



          21                  MR. SNARR:  No objection.



          22                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Ms. Clark?



          23                  MS. CLARK:  No objection.



          24                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  The motion is



          25   granted.
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           1                  MS. SCHMID:  Thank you.



           2   BY MS. SCHMID:



           3        Q.   Mr. Wheelwright, did you participate in



           4   the settlement meetings?



           5        A.   Yes, I did.



           6        Q.   Do you have summary statements to provide?



           7        A.   Yes, I do.



           8        Q.   Please proceed.



           9        A.   Thank you, Commissioners.  The objective



          10   of the Wexpro II Agreement was to create a structure



          11   and a mechanism that could potentially allow



          12   additional properties to be included in future cost



          13   of service gas production.  The Vermillion



          14   Application before you today represents the third



          15   time additional properties have been presented for



          16   approval.  The Regional Application in this docket



          17   represented the purchase of varying ownership



          18   interest in four separate properties identified as



          19   the Vermillion Acquisition.  In direct testimony,



          20   the Division recommended approval of the additional



          21   interest in the Trail property and approval of the



          22   Whiskey Canyon property.  The Division expressed



          23   concern with the original proposal for wells in



          24   Canyon Creek and concerns with the cost of service



          25   from the Kinney field.  In response, the Company

�                                                                          26











           1   prepared a modification to the proposed drilling in



           2   Canyon Creek and prepared a revised cost of service



           3   calculation that excluded the additional ownership



           4   in the Kinney property.  These two modifications to



           5   the original Application are the basis for the



           6   Settlement Stipulation which has been signed by all



           7   the interested parties and has been outlined today



           8   by Mr. McKay.



           9             The calculations and the assumptions used



          10   in the original Application and the assumptions used



          11   in the Settlement Stipulation have been reviewed and



          12   evaluated by Mr. David Evans, the independent



          13   Hydrocarbon monitor.  The first confidential report



          14   from the Hydrocarbon monitor was filed with the



          15   Commission on January 19th, and the second report



          16   was filed on February 27th.  In both reports, Mr.



          17   Evans indicated that in his opinion, the reserves



          18   and associated economic information represented by



          19   Wexpro were reasonable.  The specifics of the cost



          20   of service price projections from this acquisition



          21   are confidential, but have been included in Exhibits



          22   L-1 through L-5 of the original filing and in



          23   subsequent updates.  A comparison of the cost of



          24   service price from the Vermillion properties along



          25   with the total cost of service price for all of the
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           1   Wexpro production and the projected market price was



           2   included in my direct testimony.



           3             The revised projections of Exhibit L-5



           4   with a modified drilling in Canyon Creek and



           5   excluding the Kinney property show a slight decrease



           6   in the total cost of service price for the three



           7   remaining Vermillion properties.  It should be noted



           8   that a total volume of natural gas production from



           9   the Vermillion Acquisition represents a small



          10   percentage of the total Wexpro production and will



          11   have a minor impact on the total price of cost of



          12   service gas produced by Wexpro.



          13             The Division has reviewed the Company's



          14   Application and subsequent updates and has



          15   participated in the settlement negotiations.  Key



          16   provisions of the stipulation will allow the Company



          17   to resubmit the Kinney property in the future and



          18   require further discussions with the Company to



          19   clarify procedures for property sale or exchange and



          20   potential expansion of participation area.



          21             It is the Division's recommendation that



          22   the Commission approve the properties identified in



          23   the Vermillion Settlement Stipulation and that these



          24   properties be included under the Wexpro II



          25   Agreement.  Approval of the Vermillion Acquisition
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           1   as a Wexpro II property represents the purchase of a



           2   long-term resource that could be advantageous to



           3   ratepayers for many years.  The Division believes



           4   the terms of the Stipulation Agreement taken as a



           5   whole are just and reasonable and are in the public



           6   interest.  That concludes my summary.



           7                  MS. SCHMID:  Thank you.



           8                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  That concludes



           9   your presentation?



          10                  MS. SCHMID:  That concludes the



          11   Division's presentation.



          12                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.



          13   Mr. Snarr?



          14                  MR. SNARR:  Yes.  Thank you.



          15   Appearing today in support of the Office of Consumer



          16   Services is Gavin Mangelson.  He has prepared



          17   testimony.  May he be sworn?



          18                         GAVIN MANGELSON,



          19  having been first duly sworn to tell the truth, was examined



          20                    and testified as follows:



          21   BY MR. SNARR:



          22        Q.   Mr. Mangelson, what is your name, business



          23   address, and by whom are you employed?



          24        A.   My name is Gavin Mangelson.  My business



          25   address is 160 East 300 South, Salt Lake City, Utah.
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           1   I'm a utility analyst for the Office of Consumer



           2   Services.



           3        Q.   Did you submit prefiled direct testimony



           4   in this docket?



           5        A.   Yes.  On February 21st, 2017, I submitted



           6   ten pages of confidential direct testimony.



           7                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Mr. Snarr, I'm



           8   sorry to interrupt, but I think you're not picking



           9   up on our streaming.  If you could maybe move the



          10   microphone a little closer to you.



          11                  MR. SNARR:  Certainly.



          12                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.



          13   BY MR. SNARR:



          14        Q.   How is that testimony identified in the



          15   proceeding here today?



          16        A.   As OCS-1-D.



          17        Q.   And are there any corrections or



          18   modifications to that testimony as you present that



          19   today?



          20        A.   No.



          21                  MR. SNARR:  We would move to have



          22   Mr. Mangelson's  previously filed testimony to be



          23   admitted as part of the record.



          24                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  Ms.



          25   Schmid, do you have any objection to that?
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           1                  MS. SCHMID:  No objection.



           2                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  Ms.



           3   Clark?



           4                  MS. CLARK:  No objection.



           5                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  The



           6   motion is granted.



           7   BY MR. SNARR:



           8        Q.   Mr. Mangelson, did you participate in the



           9   settlement discussions related to the issues raised



          10   in this docket?



          11        A.   Yes.  I participated in the development of



          12   the Vermillion Settlement Stipulation which has been



          13   submitted to this Commission.  The Office of



          14   Consumer Services is a party to that agreement.



          15        Q.   Have you prepared a statement or summary



          16   of the Office's position?



          17        A.   Yes, I have.



          18        Q.   Could you please provide that?



          19        A.   Thank you.  Good morning, Mr. Chairman,



          20   Commissioners.  The Office of Consumer Services



          21   conducted detailed analysis of the proposal to



          22   include new properties within the Wexpro II



          23   Agreement.  In accordance with our statutory



          24   mandate, we approached our analysis from the



          25   perspective of residential and small commercial
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           1   customers who together represent a substantial



           2   portion of the customers receiving cost of service



           3   gas under the Wexpro Agreements.



           4             The Office's direct testimony identified



           5   cost information for cost of service gas from each



           6   of the four properties individually and further



           7   divided those properties by existing proven



           8   developed producing, or PDP wells, and future



           9   development wells.  We included comparisons of this



          10   cost information to current market rates.



          11             In addition to the cost analysis of the



          12   proposed properties, the Office's Direct Testimony



          13   identified other issues that are important to



          14   consider in this and any future applications to



          15   include properties under the Wexpro II Agreement.



          16   These additional issues can be summarized into three



          17   main points.  First, although a combination of



          18   existing wells and new development wells may result



          19   in a combined cost of service that is below market



          20   prices, acceptance of these wells into the agreement



          21   means that ratepayers will be required to purchase



          22   the additional volumes that come from these existing



          23   wells, even though prices may be, at times, above



          24   market prices.



          25             Second, the cap on the level of Wexpro Gas
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           1   as a percentage of total gas supply established in



           2   the Canyon Creek Stipulation is a ceiling and should



           3   not be treated as a target for levels of Wexpro Gas.



           4             And, third, declining volumes of Wexpro



           5   Gas should be replaced only if the additional



           6   volumes can be justified based on their independent



           7   advantage when compared to market prices.



           8             The Office believes that the Vermillion



           9   Settlement Stipulation filed on March 2, 2017 in



          10   this docket reasonably satisfies the issues and



          11   concerns that we identified.



          12             Cost information was used as the principal



          13   basis for our recommendations for each individual



          14   property, and cost information was the principal



          15   factor in developing the terms of the Settlement



          16   Stipulation.  Regarding the Whiskey Canyon and Trail



          17   properties, the combined cost of service gas



          18   produced from PDP and development wells from these



          19   properties is expected to be below current rates.



          20   Therefore, the Office supports the inclusion of



          21   these properties into the Wexpro II Agreement as



          22   stated in paragraph 17 of the Stipulation.



          23             Regarding the Canyon Creek property, I



          24   will note that the Canyon Creek property referred



          25   both to the overriding royalty interest of certain
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           1   wells within the participating area, as well as two



           2   additional properties outside of the current Canyon



           3   Creek participating area.  The Office originally



           4   opposed inclusion of the Canyon Creek property into



           5   the Wexpro II Agreement based on the uncertainty of



           6   resulting actual prices.  During the settlement



           7   talks, Wexpro agreed to make certain modifications



           8   to the anticipated drilling plan for this property.



           9   The changes to the drilling plan are explained in



          10   paragraph 18, and initially provide for three



          11   vertical wells in lieu of the horizontal well



          12   described in the Application.  The revisions to



          13   Wexpro's drilling plan for this property should



          14   present less risk, result in lower cost of service



          15   gas from the new wells, and thereby lower the price



          16   of cost of service from the property as whole.



          17             Based on the conditions described in



          18   paragraph 18, the Office supports inclusion of the



          19   Canyon Creek property into the Wexpro II Agreement.



          20             Regarding the additional interest in the



          21   Kinney property, cost of service gas from the



          22   existing wells is currently above market prices, and



          23   information about the single-development well



          24   provided in the Application does not produce a



          25   resulting cost of service gas price below current
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           1   market rates.  Parties believe that further



           2   exploration in that field may prove additional well



           3   sites that would result in a lower overall cost of



           4   service price from that area.  Therefore, paragraph



           5   19 provides for the withdrawal from consideration of



           6   the Kinney property at this time, along with a



           7   mechanism for the property to be brought before the



           8   Commission under the cost circumstances described in



           9   that paragraph.



          10             In conclusion, the Office submits that the



          11   Vermillion Settlement Stipulation to Questar's



          12   request for the inclusion of additional properties



          13   under the Wexpro II Agreement will result in just



          14   and reasonable rates and is in the public interest



          15   and recommends that the Commission approve the



          16   Settlement Stipulation.



          17                  MR. SNARR:  That concludes the



          18   Office's presentation.



          19                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  Ms.



          20   Clark, do you have any questions for any witnesses?



          21                  MS. CLARK:  I do not.  Thank you.



          22                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  Ms.



          23   Schmid?



          24                  MS. SCHMID:  No questions.



          25                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  Mr.
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           1   Snarr?



           2                  MR. SNARR:  No questions.



           3                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Commissioner



           4   White?



           5                  COMMISSIONER WHITE:  With respect to



           6   the Kinney property, to the extent it's not



           7   confidential, what is the anticipated timing of the



           8   additional exploration of potential request for



           9   inclusion?



          10                  MS. CLARK:  I think the Company would



          11   deem the answer to that question confidential, and I



          12   think Mr. Rasmussen is probably best equipped to



          13   answer it, and he needs to be sworn.



          14                       BRADY B. RASMUSSEN,



          15  having been first duly sworn to tell the truth, was examined



          16                    and testified as follows:



          17                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Is there any



          18   objection, Ms. Schmid, from closing the hearing to



          19   hear the answer to this question?



          20                  MS. SCHMID:  No objection.



          21                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  Mr.



          22   Snarr?



          23                  MR. SNARR:  No objection.



          24                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  We find it is in



          25   the public interest to close this hearing to the
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           1   public to receive an answer to this question.  Will



           2   you let me know if the streaming is stopped?



           3         (The following portion was deemed confidential.)



           4                  ///



           5                  ///



           6                  ///



           7                  ///



           8                  ///



           9                  ///



          10                  ///



          11                  ///



          12                  ///



          13                  ///



          14                  ///



          15                  ///



          16                  ///



          17                  ///



          18                  ///



          19                  ///



          20                  ///



          21                  ///



          22                  ///



          23                  ///



          24                  ///



          25                  ///
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           1                  (Confidential portion ends.)



           2                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  We will open the



           3   hearing then back to the public.  Thank you.  And I



           4   don't have any further questions.  Any final matters



           5   before we adjourn?



           6                  MS. CLARK:  Yes, thank you,



           7   Commissioner.  Two matters:  One is that the Company



           8   recognizes that we will be before the Wyoming



           9   Commission on the 17th of this month; I believe



          10   that's next Friday.  We would request, recognizing



          11   that it would be helpful to have a decision from



          12   this Commission prior to that hearing, we would



          13   request a bench order.  We recognize that's a lot to



          14   ask and if you are not prepared to do so, we would



          15   simply request that we get some indication prior to



          16   the Wyoming hearing.



          17                  The other matter would be the



          18   Application did not identify an effective date.  We



          19   would like to treat this matter the same way we have



          20   treated prior Wexpro II matters and seek an



          21   effective date of the first of the same month in



          22   which the hearings were held.  So in this case, it



          23   would be March 1st.  And I think that is all the



          24   Company has to add.



          25                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Let me ask for
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           1   one clarification.  If our Commission were to grant



           2   a bench ruling today with an effective date of



           3   March 1st and then subsequently issue a written



           4   order confirming that, and if the Wyoming Commission



           5   were to do a bench ruling with a subsequent written



           6   order, just looking at paragraph 20, when the 45



           7   days -- and that's not based on effective date but



           8   on Commission approval -- was it anticipated that



           9   that would run beginning with the first -- I'm



          10   sorry, with the second bench ruling or with the



          11   final written order?



          12                  MS. CLARK:  I think as a technical



          13   matter, it is intended to run with the final ruling



          14   that makes all of this effective.  That said, I can



          15   tell you and assure you that the Company and the



          16   parties have already been talking.  The Company is



          17   conducting analysis, and we will be prompt about



          18   that.



          19                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  When you say



          20   final written ruling --



          21                  MS. CLARK:  I think it would be the



          22   final bench ruling.  If we were to get, for example,



          23   a bench ruling from Wyoming on the 17th, we would



          24   deem the clock to begin running that day.



          25                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Okay.  Any
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           1   difference of opinion, Ms. Schmid?



           2                  MS. SCHMID:  The Division would



           3   support the issuance of a bench order.



           4                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  Mr.



           5   Snarr?



           6                  MR. SNARR:  We would agree with the



           7   running of the date as Ms. Clark has described.



           8                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Do you have any



           9   position on a bench ruling today?



          10                  MR. SNARR:  It would be nice to have



          11   it.  We're here just to facilitate this process.



          12                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.  Any



          13   questions from Commissioner Clark or Commissioner



          14   White on the motion for bench ruling?



          15                  COMMISSIONER WHITE:  Just to clarify,



          16   is there any opposition to the effective date moving



          17   to the first of the month?  Does that change the



          18   position of the Office or the Division?



          19                  MS. SCHMID:  It does not change the



          20   position of the Division.



          21                  MR. SNARR:  There's no objection to



          22   that.



          23                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Why don't we



          24   then take a brief five-minute or so recess.  If we



          25   need longer than that, we will send somebody in the
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           1   room to let you know that we might need longer.



           2   Thank you.



           3                  (A brief recess was taken.)



           4                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  We find that the



           5   Settlement Stipulation presented in this docket is



           6   just and reasonable and in the public interest, and



           7   we conclude that it is consistent with the relevant



           8   statutes and the previous Agreements and previous



           9   Wexpro matters.  We approve the Settlement



          10   Stipulation with one change, and please let me know



          11   if I have this change correct.  On the first page of



          12   the Settlement Stipulation where it says, near the



          13   bottom of page 1, "This Settlement Stipulation shall



          14   be effective upon the entry of final order of



          15   approval by both Commissions," I think we're



          16   changing that sentence to say, "It will be effective



          17   March 1, 2017 contingent on approval by those two



          18   Commissions."  Please indicate to me if that change



          19   is consistent with everybody's understanding.



          20                  MS. SCHMID:  Consistent with the



          21   Division's understanding.



          22                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Mr. Snarr?



          23                  MR. SNARR:  Yes, it's consistent.



          24                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  With that



          25   change, we approve the Settlement Stipulation and we
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           1   will, subsequent to this hearing, issue a written



           2   order confirming that bench ruling.  Any other



           3   matters before we adjourn?



           4                  MS. CLARK:  No.  Thank you.



           5                  MS. SCHMID:  Nothing further from the



           6   Division.



           7                  MR. SNARR:  Nothing further from the



           8   Office.



           9                  COMMISSIONER LEVAR:  Thank you.



          10   We're adjourned.



          11       (The proceedings concluded at 10:05 a.m.)
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