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BE | T REMEMBERED t hat on
Monday, July 3, 2023, via Zoom at 3:20 p.m, before
Christy Sheppard, Certified Court Reporter, CCR RPR;
VWHEREUPON, the foll ow ng proceedi ngs

were had, to wt:

LKL L L >>>>>>

JUDCGE TOREM  Good afternoon everyone.
This is Judge Toremin the matter of the Horse Heaven
Wnd application. Today's date is July 3rd, 2023. It's
now 3:20 in the afternoon, on a nice Mnday afternoon.

We have one issue in front of us today. There's a
notion to conpel the testinony of Scout C ean Energy's
Dave Kobus that was filed on June 23rd by intervenor Tri
Cities Cares and M. Aranburu is on the line to represent
for that purpose.

Al'so on the line for the Applicant, who are opposing
the notion to conpel and the acconpanying letter -- or
the request for sanctions fromTCC. W have WIlla
Perlmutter. W have established she's acconpani ed t oday
by Ariel Stavitsky and Dave Kobus of Scout C ean Energy.

W have other parties on the line that are not
necessarily participating in the notion itself but are

listening in. From Benton County we have attorney Aziza
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Foster on the line. Counsel for the Environnment Sarah
Reyneveld is on the Iine. And on behalf of the Yakama
Nati on we have Jessi ca Houston, another attorney from
their Ofice of Counsel. That's all the parties that we
need.

For the public listening in today, as was indi cated
in the notice, there's not going to be an opportunity for
public comment. This is strictly a procedural matter and
a discovery issue that's cone to ny attention that needs
to be resolved hopefully today, and whatever ruling |
m ght conme to |'m hoping to reduce to a short, witten
order that's likely to be published -- well tonorrowis a
hol i day, July 4th, so likely on the 5th.

M. Aranburu, again, you filed your notion on June
23rd. | have the applicant's opposition that was filed
on June 28th, | believe it was, and then you filed a
reply shortly before this conference this afternoon.

Can you sunmarize quickly for us so we are all on
the sane page in a few words what it is you are seeking.

MR, ARAMBURU. Qur notion -- just a
second. We are having sone conputer difficulties here.
Pardon ne. W are having sone trouble hearing the other
parti es.

So the summary of the notion, it's in front of all

the parties, and it does not need a |lot of additional
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work. W believe that M. Kobus' testinony is rel evant
to the proceedi ngs here; that his deposition is
appropriate to be taken; that due to the |engthy refusal
to nmake M. Kobus avail able for the deposition sanctions
shoul d be ordered, and because of the late filed notion
for protective order, which should be denied, costs and
expenses related to that should be awarded as well.

And then, in addition, we have the procedural
aspects of the notion itself -- of the proceeding itself.
W have asked that M. Kobus be nmade available at a tine
convenient to TCC counsel, which is getting to be a
probl em because of the testinony requirenents, and we
have sone reasonable period of tinme to use his deposition
for purposes of preparing testinony during the course of
t he heari ngs.

So everybody has read this. | don't know if you
want anyt hi ng nore.

JUDGE TOREM  You know what, that w ||
be fine, M. Aranburu. | just wanted to get us on the
sane page as to the relief you are seeking, and then |
wi |l ask the Applicant to, again, state where they are
wlling to grant that relief wthout ne standing in.

| understand there was a question of scope of the
deposition and then opposition to the sanctions. So, Ms.

Perlmutter, in the sane | evel of detail as M. Aranburu
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just provided, if you can summarize the Applicant's
position and where |'m not needed and perhaps where | am
on this.

M5. PERLMUTTER: Thanks so nuch, Your
Honor. At the outset | would like to note that | was not
served with the reply brief that M. Aranburu apparently
filed this norning. M. Stavitsky sent it on to nme just
about an hour ago, so | had no ideas that there was
anything that | needed to respond to other than what was
in the notion.

That said, | do want to just flag very briefly a
couple of things. First of all we have not and have
never refused to make M. Kobus available. W would Iike
to put sone limts on the scope of his deposition
consistent with what the Court has always said, which is
that the role of TCCis |[imted to sone issues, to sone
specific issues. | understand that those issues are to
be broadly construed, but at this point the only thing we
have gotten from TCC has been we are going to ask him
about everything, everywhere all at once.

We woul d al so note a couple of other things. One is
that the Court had said that -- this is with regard to
the request for TCC to have an additional three weeks
after the signing of M. Kobus' deposition for themto

then submt additional testinony. W suggest that that's
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not necessary.

First of all, the Court has already nade it very
clear that pretrial testinony is really to be the chief
source of discovery for the parties' principal positions.
And obvi ously, maybe not obviously, but Scout C ean
Energy is, of course, filing prefiled testinony |ike
everybody else. To the extent that TCC asked for an
additional three weeks after M. Kobus signs, | just
wanted to point out that in Exhibit B to ny opposition,
to our opposition to the opening notion, M. Aranburu
specifically said that he did intend to file the notion
to conpel. That was on June 2nd. And | think the Court
m ght be m staken or nmaybe there is a discrepancy, but we
received the notion to conpel on June 25th. In other
words, nore than three weeks after the first tinme that
M. Aranburu said that he intended to file a notion to
conpel. And, also, that was the very sane day that the
Court adnoni shed the parties to file any notions for
di scovery pronptly.

We suggest that the delay here is really TCC s, to
the extent that they are |l ooking for additional tinme in
which to submt testinony.

| would also point out that in the Court's letter
from June 30th, which | guess was the end of |ast week,

the Court specifically indicated that -- or rem nded the
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parties that the second prehearing conference order
doesn't set a deadline or cutoff, that the parties
continue to take discovery fromeach other after the
deadline for the prefiled testinony. And, indeed, the
Court opened the door, left open the door for the
possibility that, quote, if significant new i nformation
I's discovered the parties can supplenent their prefiled
testi nony.

So to the extent that TCC is |ooking for three weeks
sort of reopening of a w ndow that just doesn't -- not
only is it inappropriate, but it also doesn't nake sense.

| would also point out that wwth regard to the
notion for sanctions, Your Honor, | hope it's clear from
the materials that we provided to you that we really have
been trying to hard to get the parties to a place of
agreenment, or sort of nutual respect to nove forward with
this deposition, and we have been shut down at every
opportunity.

In fact, | feel, frankly, a little foolish about
havi ng suggested alternate ways that we could get at just
what it is that TCCis |ooking for. |In other areas of ny
practice, certainly informal discovery is routine. This
offer to have -- to answer questions submtted in
writing, candidly, | nean, | thought was possibly a way

to break the log jam
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To the extent that there's any request for
sanctions, those are so -- | don't want to say draconi an,
but those are so harsh and should be limted to speci al
cases, just not every case where if sonebody di sagrees
Wi th the position being taken by a different party.

And then | guess the last thing that | would say,
thisis -- | think it's alittle bit problematic is with
regard to our request for a protective order. | do think
TCC is incorrect in saying we should have filed it
sooner. | think we could have filed it sooner, but it's
not as -- inasnuch as there was -- after the initial
request for deposition while the parties | felt were
still talking, there was no point to the deposition
notice, therefore there was no reason to file a notion
for a protective order.

As | noted in our opposition, certainly the rules
contenpl ate an either or approach, but in what | have
seen in the reply that we got just a few m nutes ago, TCC
Is citing to CR 30(h), but 30(h)(3) specifically carves
out an extension for the kind of protective order that we
are seeking, where there are limts put upon the extent
of questioning and at deposition. And | think, frankly,
TCC may not have been entirely forthcom ng or perhaps
they were m staken, but there is an opportunity within

CR 30(h)(3) that specifically carves out an exception for
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30(d), 30(d) then gives a judge an opportunity to set
guardrails, the kind of guardrails that were Iimting.

Candidly, | have to be upfront with you which is
that 30(d) does seemto inply that those notions have to
be made during the course of the deposition. | would
suggest that for judicial econony that that's sonething
certainly the Court could | ook at here.

| guess the last thing is that certainly we do not
concede the anounts that are being asked for by TCC. |
know that's one of the things that they represented in
the notion, they replied to our opposition, and we are
not by any stretch of the inmagination agreeing that those
woul d be appropriate nunbers for sanctions. Thanks so
much.

JUDGE TOREM Al right. Thank you,
Ms. Perlnutter, alittle bit nore detail than I
anticipated, but | appreciate you |aying out thoroughly
the Applicant's position.

M. Aranburu, |I'msure that you are wanting to
respond to many of the details there, but, again, your
noti on and the declaration and exhibits do speak for
t hensel ves, but | do want to give you a chance, briefer
than Ms. Perlnmutter was, if you have anything you want to
say in reply.

VR. ARAMBURU: | want to first of all
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say that | did not understand this to be oral argunent on
the notion. W didn't ask for oral argunment and none was
appropri at e.

Your Honor, | have been doing this for a long tine.
Peopl e take depositions. They understand the scope of
t he case, which you have set forth issues for us to be
broadly construed. The idea that a party -- that counsel
representing a deponent is entitled to sone sort of |ist
of questions, or to dictate to the party seeking the
deposition how that deposition should be taken, whether
there should be witten questions or not, is entirely
contrary to the entire scope of our discovery rules,
whi ch were adopted nore than 50 years ago.

So we have seen nothing but delays fromthe
Appl i cant here. The deposition of M. Kobus, who is M.
Know It Al by his own reference and characterizations is
entirely appropriate to address questions that are tied
to the issues that we have here. There's no reason for
any nore detail than that. And as your Your Honor knows,
during the course of depositions there are objections
made. | don't think there's going to be that many
obj ections here, but objections are nade and soneti nes
they have to be ruled on by the Court, or in this case
the presiding admnistrative |aw judge. That's the

ordi nary course of depositions.
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And there is no procedure that | have ever heard of
that allows a party, during the course of the deposition,
and this is what was requested in the protective order,
to tell a witness not to answer a question because that
| awyer thinks that sonehow it's not within the scope of
guestions to be asked. That is -- there's no authority
cited in the response to that, what is largely an
out rageous proposition. And that part of the protective
order shouldn't -- certainly should not be considered or
gr ant ed.

W intend to be respectful M. Kobus. W intend to
keep wthin the paraneters of Prehearing Order No. 2. W
have seen no grounds by which any protective order should
be grant ed.

It tal ks about oppression, expense, enbarrassnent.
There's none of that that's involved here, nor do we
intend to have any questions in that regard. So we think
the order should be granted. There should be a
reasonable tine to use the fruits of the deposition to
prepare testinony, and we think that sanctions and
expenses, given this long, drawn out process, should be
gr ant ed.

And | hope |I didn't go on too |ong, Your Honor.

That concl udes what | have to say.

JUDGE TOREM Stay with nme for a
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nonment, M. Aranburu, before you hit the nute button.

The one piece that | don't think I saw in anybody's
notion was a reference to CR 26(i) as a required counsel
conference before a court would entertain sanctions. D d
you characterize any of the discussions you have had with
St oel Reeves and the Applicant's counsel to have been a
26(i) conference, M. Aranburu?

MR. ARAMBURU. OCh, yes. And we had --
all of our backs and forths about this issue have been
recorded by both sides. W had extensive back and forth
regarding this. W are fully beyond what is required
under CGvil Rul 37 to consult. W have done that. That
I's expressed by the record that we have here, so that has
been fully nmet. And we have been, in ny view, cautious,
and in terns of going about this and naking sure that we
made -- we expressed our concerns, so we fully nmet that
requi renent, Your Honor.

JUDCGE TOREM Ckay. | just hadn't
seen an explicit reference to 26(i) in the reading | had
done to this point. And, in ny practice, typically
that's one of the first things that | see, at least in
the civil practice that | see as an adm nistrative | aw
j udge when soneone is seeking sanctions, but | wll
strongly inply that | wanted to nmake sure that we are on

t he sane page for that and getting out there.
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Ms. Perlmutter, | want to give you a chance to
respond and tell nme if you don't think the requirenents
for CR(26) (i) have not been net by the back and forth
that both sides have docunent ed.

M5. PERLMUTTER  Your Honor, | want to
keep this short, of course. Yeah, we absolutely -- this
Is not a knee jerk reaction. This is a substantive
reaction. W absolutely do disagree with any all egation
that there's been neet and confer under 26(i). That is
what | was trying to acconplish with nmy comruni cations
wth M. Aranburu. And, as | said, all we -- in fact, we
sent in the reply in the opposition and all we received
was no, no, no. W would say that there was no good
faith attenpt whatsoever to try to get this hashed out,
at |l east on the part of TCC,

JUDGE TOREM Ckay. Well, that's what
we are going to do today. At the very |east we are going
to get a deposition scheduled, and I am going to hear
fromTCC a little bit nore and give sone gui dance as to
what's going to happen at that conference. | amgoing to
make sure |'m avail able, M. Kobus is available, and both
sides are available to do sonething sooner rather than
|ater so it's nmeaningful for the remaining rounds --
remai ni ng round of testinony that TCC m ght be filing,

and consi der any extensions needed to allow the record to
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be creat ed.

Ms. Perlmutter, would you also clarify for nme, M.
Kobus a not a witness with prefiled testinony in the
first round filed by the Applicant; is that correct?

M5. PERLMUTTER: That's correct.

JUDGE TOREM And do you anticipate
having himfile testinony as due on -- | think your |ast
round would be July 12th; is that correct? |s he going
to be filing any testinony?

M5. PERLMUTTER:  Your Honor, | don't
believe he is, but | defer to Ms. Stavitsky on that, but
| do not believe we intend to prefile testinony for him

Can | ask Ms. Stavitsky to weigh in, please?

JUDGE TOREM  Yes, please.

MS. STAVI TSKY: Yes, certainly, Your
Honor. At this tine we don't expect to, in part for the
reasons we wll explain. W don't believe there are
additional -- we believe that all the relevant issues
shoul d be covered under our other w tnesses.

JUDGE TOREM  Ckay. And, M.

Aranmburu, | know that prefiled testinony doesn't give you
an opportunity necessarily to call soneone as an adverse
Wi t ness, was there anything that TCC pl anned on doi ng as
far as calling M. Kobus as a witness? | would inagine

it would be difficult to get prefiled testinony fromhim
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especially if you haven't yet been able to neet wth him
for the deposition. Wlat's the intent here?

MR. ARAMBURU: Judge, this situation
I's very unusual because the Applicant has filed a
| engthy, lengthy application for site certification, and
has anended that site certification, but there are no
Wi t nesses that have been identified to speak to the
contents of that site certification application.

And in ordinary course the Applicant brings forth
W tnesses to describe the materials that they have
submtted and stand to -- stand for cross-exam nation
Wi th respect to that application. That hasn't been done
here. And | think it's a major defect in the proceedi ngs
here because they are essentially holding -- they are
trying to keep anyone from aski ng questi ons about the --
the site certification application.

So, no, there hasn't been any effort. | think that
the proceedings to this point have been defective. | was
expecting to see sone witness that said | participated in
this and here are the witnesses and experts whoever they
are that were responsible for these sections in the
application. That has not happened. | think that's a
maj or defect.

But in answer -- in nore of a short answer to your

guestion, yes, | intend to ask this w tness who
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identifies hinself as M. Know It Al to -- with regard
to questions -- wth regard to contents of el enents of
the application for site certification.

JUDGE TOREM Ckay. That hel ps

clarify.
MS. STAVI TSKY:  Your Honor, if | may?
JUDGE TOREM Is this Ms. Stavitsky?
MS. STAVI TSKY: Yes, Your Honor.
JUDGE TOREM Go ahead.
M5. STAVI TSKY: Just to clarify one
point, |I'mnot sure exactly what is unusual about the

process, and |'m speaking wth respect to Applicant's
approach to the prefiled testinony. That's actually
exactly what we aimto do in our prefiled testinony is
provi de various w tnesses that each cover their
respective sections of the application and, you know,
whi ch wi tness goes with which section and it's actually
explicitly outlined in the testinony that we have
submtted, so just to provide that context. That's
exactly the approach that we have gone through wi th our
subm ssions thus far.

JUDGE TOREM | understand that, M.
Stavitsky. | think what I'mhearing fromM. Aranburu is
that Scout C ean Energy cane to the Council with M.

Kobus as the nmain proponent and spokesperson for this
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application back in February of 2021. He presented all
of the material at the informational neeting, as well as
at the council neeting in which this application was
filed, and did cone off as the spokesperson for Scout
until we got into further stages of things, and now the
litigation and adjudication he nmay or may not be part of
the Applicant's case in chief, as | understand M.
Aranmburu's position, the chief spokesperson and the
person with the nost know edge of the application when
this whole thing started two plus years ago.

| understand the desire to speak wwth M. Kobus and
| earn whatever M. Aranburu thinks is going to be the
di fferences between what's al ready been prefiled
testi nony and what mght be in the application that's not
yet addressed in TCC s m nd.

| do think it's appropriate to make hi m avail abl e
for the deposition particularly because he's not filing
any testinony in this matter, and that's a choice for the
Applicant. | think in past practice sonetines the
proponent of the project that signed the application and
presented it to the Council has testified. | don't know
that that's a rule or a requirenent, certainly not a
requi renent, but it may not have happened in every
application, but it has in the past, at |east, on

occasi on.
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So M. Aranburu will, as you are willing to product
M . Kobus, get access to himand be able to ask hima
reasonabl e range of questions as descri bed today.

Di scovery is intended to lead to rel evant information.

It may not be admtted or brought forth at hearing, but
it can be used to help round out TCC s case in opposition
to this application.

| think today the best thing to do is figure out
when this can be nade to happen. M understanding is the
original deposition notice was sent out for early this --
early last nonth and M. Kobus was not avail able, and did
not answer the notice of deposition, and here we are a
nmonth later still trying to get that schedul ed.

G ven the anmount of other things that have happened
bet ween now and the original deposition notice, |I'm
surprised this hasn't happened but | guess it's
under st andabl e at sone | evel given the other business,
and | hate to do this on the record but let's get our
cal endars out and find a tinme that works sooner rather
than | ater.

| wll ask Ms. Perlnutter and if you wll have M.
Kobus speak for hinself, what are the Iimtations on
avail ability com ng up and whether -- we have a nati onal
holiday tonorrow to observe. There's testinony due from

the other parties on Wdnesday, and then we have a few
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days -- another ten days perhaps for the responding
parties, TCC, and everybody else that's on the line to
file their reply, but the Applicant is going to be
getting ready to produce testinony on Wdnesday of next
week. | get it. It's busy. Wen would M. Kobus be
avai | abl e?

First, actually, let ne ask M. Aranburu, are you
wanting himavailable in the days ahead or are you
wanting to focus on testinony first and then try to take
care of this before we get to hearing August 9th and 10th
or 10th and 11th? M. Aranburu, what's the desired
tinmeline other than June 5th was it and now every day
that goes by is another difficulty for you?

MR. ARAMBURU. Thank you, Your Honor.
Every day that goes by, yes, indeed it's a further
difficulty for us in ternms of preparing. And one of the
difficulties we have at this stage of things is that, as
| indicated in ny previous conmuni cations, we want to use
M . Kobus' deposition testinony to assist other w tnesses
in testinony that they may have. And given the schedul e
that we have at this point that's going to be very
difficult. It is sinply inpossible for us to try to
schedul e because of the needs of pulling together
testinmony due on July 14 to do it before then, and we

need a reasonabl e anount of preparation tine.

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES




© 00 N o o B~ W N P

N D N D DNMNMNDN P P PP PR R R R
o A W N P O © 00 N O O b W N B+, O

Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council

Discovery Conference, - July 03, 2023 Page 21

So | would suggest that the first date for testinony
for M. Kobus' deposition should be July 20. | don't
want to wait too |long, but we just can't do it next week,
Your Honor. It's just inpossible with the schedul e that
you have set. W think July 20 woul d be a reasonabl e
date. That will give us tine to get our testinony in and
then focus on the deposition.

JUDGE TOREM Al right. M.
Aranmburu, | appreciate that. Can | give you sone polite
pushback as to maybe we could carve out a few hours
earlier so that you get this information in a nore
meani ngful tinme frame? M only polite question here
really is, you filed a notice of deposition for June 5th
whi ch woul d have inplied to ne you were ready to go with
what ever questions on that date. I'mwlling to push it
out to that -- after testinony is done, if that's what
the relief you are seeking, but I just was assum ng that
you were ready to go when you noted the deposition for a
nont h ago.

MR. ARAMBURU. Yes, we were ready to
go wth sone general questions. W didn't finish those
because we have been put off ever since then by the
delays fromthe Applicant. | amout of the office a
coupl e of days next week. | think we can possibly | ook

to the 18th of July, but no sooner than then, Your Honor.
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| nmean, we tried to set up a reasonabl e schedule for use
of the testinony and doing all of these things and now we
are backed up against a very severe limtation for
testinony to be in by the 14th, and that's a major job.
| have to be out of the office for a couple days, and so
| think any -- | think July 20 is a reasonable date. W
could do it July 18. | believe July 19 is the EFSEC
Council neeting, so | would say | really think the 20th
Is a good date that allows us to recover fromthe process
of presenting all of this testinony and get ready for M.
Kobus' deposition, so we would request that as the date.
JUDGE TOREM Ckay. | understand the
evol uti on of how things have gone and people's schedul es
bei ng what they are, including yours, so | wanted to hear
the answer to that, M. Aranburu, and then give it the
full consideration and respect.

|"'m available a ot of the tine on the 18th if | was
needed. The 19th could be nade to work for ny
availability if needed to respond to anything during the
deposition. The 20th is a little bit nore limted, but
still a possibility given certain tinme w ndows.

Let nme hear from M. Perlnutter as to the scheduling
if M. Kobus is available on any of those three days from
the 18th through the 20th of July or if not, why not.

M5. PERLMUTTER | will need to

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES




© 00 N o o B~ W N P

N D N D DNMNMNDN P P PP PR R R R
o A W N P O © 00 N O O b W N B+, O

Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council

Discovery Conference, - July 03, 2023 Page 23

check -- we can ask M. Kobus directly. | would note two
t hi ngs, Your Honor. One is that I'mactually going to be
on a flight on the 19th and it's -- it's going to pretty
much ness up ny whole day. And then on the 20th, |'m
avai |l able but it |ooks |like we already have a deposition
scheduled for that date in this matter, the deposition of
Jason Fedora is schedul ed for the 20th.

JUDGE TOREM And what's the timng
for that one?

M5. PERLMUTTER Let nme just take a
| ook. The notice says that it's going to be at nine a.m
on the 20th.

JUDCGE TOREM  Ckay. And, M.
Aranburu, | take it that's your deposition notice or is
that from anot her party?

MR. ARAMBURU:. That's a deposition
notice fromthe Yakama Tri be.

JUDCGE TOREM Ckay. Let ne then
ask --

MR. ARAMBURU: We nmay be attending
that as well, but that's a notice fromthem I|'msorry I
didn't consult the deposition schedule fromthe Tri be.

JUDGE TOREM Ckay. Well, | obviously
don't get copies of the notices of deposition, nor should

|, but et nme ask Ms. Houston if you anticipated how | ong

253.627.6401 BA schedule @balitigation.com
O LITIGATION SERVICES




© 00 N o o B~ W N P

N D N D DNMNMNDN P P PP PR R R R
o A W N P O © 00 N O O b W N B+, O

Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council

Discovery Conference, - July 03, 2023 Page 24

the deposition of this person would be on July 20th at
nine a.m?

M5. HOUSTON: Good afternoon, Your
Honor, | think we actually noted it for all day, but
based on our deposition of another WDFW enpl oyee whi ch
only went about half a day, | anticipate it m ght be
along those lines in ternms of timng, but I can't say for
sure.

JUDGE TOREM Ckay. |'mwondering if
we try to get in M. Kobus that afternoon if that would
wor k, but | am going to cone back to the July 18th date
as well given the deposition timng for that w tness.

M. Kobus you are on the |line and hearing all of
this. W are tal king about your schedule. Can you
enlighten us to your availability July 18th, 19th, and
20t h?

MR, KOBUS: Yes, Judge Torem are you
able to hear ne?

JUDGE TOREM | can.

MR, KOBUS: Ckay. | will nmake nyself
avai |l abl e on either of those days.

JUDGE TOREM Ckay. So all three of
t hose days could be nade to work for you?

MR. KOBUS: That's correct.

JUDGE TOREM All right. Thank you.
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M. Aranburu, given the discussion we have had and M.
Perl mutter's travel arrangenents on the 19th, would you
prefer to schedule this for the afternoon of the 20th
since it's not your deposition in the norning wwth the
Fish and Wldlife enployee, or would you rather it be on
the 18th where as far as | know there are no ot her
conpeti ng depositions?

MR. ARAMBURU. Well, Your Honor, | do
want a little opportunity to recover fromour filings of
the prior week, so can we do it on the 21st? How is that
for everyone? That's open on ny schedul e.

JUDCGE TOREM | can accommpdat e bei ng
avai |l abl e probably from noon onward on the 21st on
Fri day.

M. Kobus, would that afternoon work for you?

MR, KOBUS: That woul d be acceptable
to nme as well, Judge Torem

JUDCGE TOREM Ckay. It sounds |ike we
have got a date on July 21st, and if you set that for --
actually, I could do from12 p.m onward. M. Aranburu,
what woul d be your preference to begin your deposition
and how long of timng are you asking M. Kobus to be
avai |l abl e on that Friday afternoon?

MR. ARAMBURU. \When one speaks of the

| ength of depositions we don't know the |length of the
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answers. Here's what | would like to do. | know you
want to be available to resolve any issues that may cone
up, so | would suggest that we start the deposition at
el even o' clock. You would be avail abl e at noon, and then
we schedul e for possibly three or four hours. | don't
know at this point, but | think M. Kobus should be
avai l able at least until five.

JUDGE TOREM Al right. Ms.
Perlmutter, is that avail able and acceptable to the
Appl i cant ?

M5. PERLMUTTER: Yes, it is, Your
Honor .

JUDGE TOREM kay. Great. And, M.
Kobus, if you will carve out that afternoon from el even
a.m until five p.m and hopefully it won't take quite
that long for your deposition, is that sonething you are
going to be able to do?

MR KOBUS: | will do that. Thank
you, Judge Torem

JUDGE TOREM Al right. So I am
going to ask M. Aranburu to set up a notice of
deposition, and for this particular one file a copy with
EFSEC so | get a copy and have it on ny calendar. | w |
make nyself avail able for tel ephone standby. Of the

record I will nake M. Aranmburu -- | will send you a
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separate enmail and copy Ms. Perlnutter and perhaps the

ot her attorneys with nmy cell phone nunber and nake nyself
avai |l abl e during that tinme franme. Wile |I'm hoping the
phone doesn't ring on that Friday, we will see what
happens.

As for the scope of the deposition, M. Aranburu,
let's talk a little bit about that. | can put it in the
witten order but | think today woul d be hel pful to give
sonme gui dance verbally.

MR, ARAMBURU. |f you are going to be
i nvolved in the course of the deposition this wll
probably be vie Zoom or sone other format, so it woul d
probably be appropriate to figure out a way that you
could be involved in the Zoom hearing or otherw se be as
a part of the recorded testinony.

JUDGE TOREM And | can certainly be
call ed by tel ephone, or I can use ny cell phone
application of Zoomif need be, so whatever arrangenent
you think is acceptable. If you want to do an off the
record, you know, check of that technology at sone
agreeable tinme beforehand |"'mw lling to do that as well
to make sure things work. You let ne know, M. Aranburu,
if -- obviously, I amnot going to show up wherever it is
i n person, but | can be avail able by Zoom or phone.

MR. ARAMBURU. M intention originally
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and ny intention nowis to do this via Zoom

JUDCGE TOREM Ckay. Then I will make
sure the cell phone is charged and the Zoom app wll be
available if alink is sent to ne after a phone call to
find me, and we w |l nake sure that happens.

MR, ARAMBURU. Let ne ask the parties,
as | understand, M. Kobus is a resident of the
Tri-Cities area, so there's a possibility we mght do the
deposition live at an appropriate location in Tri-Cities.
Does anyone have an objection to that as an alternative?

M5. PERLMJUTTER: Yes, | do actually.
| know this is very rare to object and denmand a Zoom
deposition, | but I wll actually be in Salt Lake Gty
t hat day.

MR. ARAMBURU. Well, | noticed that
the Applicant has four |awers that are continuously
i nvolved, so | would |ike the option of taking the
deposition in person, which is the standard course.

M5. PERLMUTTER  Under st ood, and we
woul d appreci ate your consideration on this. | wll be
the one handling M. Kobus' deposition.

MR ARAMBURU. Ckay. | would be happy
to talk to you about that offline.

JUDGE TOREM Ms. Perlnutter, this is

Judge Torem | would hope if M. Kobus is avail abl e that
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day in the Tri-Cities and if there was a way to get an
associate to be present that that could be nade to work.
It mght facilitate the handling of docunents better than
Zoom m ght be, at least on his end, and we could sort out
If you can find a way to do that, fantastic. |If it is
going to be all by Zoom | think it m ght take | onger,
frankly, for these things to happen.
| think, as the parties know, ny personal preference
iIs to do these things in person and we have sone ot her
limtations on the adjudication in that regard already,
if the deposition could be done face to face that m ght
make it easier on M. Kobus and | ess stressful,
particularly if an associate can be there with him
|'"'mnot directing that. |'msuggesting it m ght

just snooth things along here.

M5. PERLMJUTTER We can nmeke it work,
Your Honor. | will note that | think we all, | don't
want to just say ne, we have all gotten accustoned to
Zoom depositions, but certainly we can nmake sonebody
avai |l abl e there, nost likely ne. | wll make other
arrangenents for travel.

JUDGE TOREM Again, | don't know what
your trip to Salt Lake City is about and I don't need to.
If it's inportant, doit. |If it's sonmething that can be

conprom sed and you prefer to be the one, Ms. Perlnutter,
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then so be it. Again, |I'mmking a suggestion and not an
order in that regard.

M5. PERLMUTTER: W will figure it
out, Your Honor. It's a business conference, but | wll
figure it out.

JUDGE TOREM Al right. | hope you
will. | appreciate the tenor today because the tenor in
writing has not been sonething that | think bodes well
for howlitigation could go in this. | appreciate the
friendly, candid responses today, and | hope that we are
at least diffusing sone of the tension that cones right
out of the pages that were filed and electronically
| eaki ng out on ny screen. | hope that every party would
take sone of that shrillness out and just focus on what
the mssion is here, to get the relevant information in
front of the requesting party and nmake it happen.

Let's turn to the scope of that relevant information
now. It sounds as though, M. Aranburu, that you are
seeki ng background on how the application was prepared.
It sounds as though you are seeking information on how
the application cane to be anended. That seens |like a
pretty general ball park of what you are asking for; am!|
correct?

MR. ARAMBURU. Yes. W haven't

formul ated our individual questions. W have been busy
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with testinony and ot her things but, yes, we will have
guestions about the original and anended applicati on.
And, yes, we w |l ask those questions.

JUDGE TOREM  And given the
application preparation role that M. Kobus had, at |east
as to ny understanding, Ms. Perlnutter, is there sone
particul ar area that you are seeking to not have inquired
into by TCC?

M5. PERLMUTTER:  Your Honor, first of
all, this is the nost we have ever had articulated as the
basis for the questions that TCC intends to ask. In ny
limted experience in EFSEC proceedings, it sounds to ne
as though the issues around the preparation and anendnment
of the application go outside the scope of what the Court
has already identified as TCC s role, and so it was our
hope and our request that the scope of the deposition be
limted to the things that were specifically identified
for this intervenor, so that would be the extent of the
i npact on wildlife on the | andscape and together with
Benton County the | and use issues.

JUDGE TOREM |I'mnot sure I['mwlling
tolimt it to only those issues because TCC clearly is
working in alignment with sone other parties and they
have wi tnesses as to how the application was devel oped.

There's a nunber of issues that everybody knows | have
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limted fromthe adjudication, and | hope that not a | ot
of time would be spent on those, but it nmay be that M.
Kobus' role in preparing the whole scope of the
application provides the needed background and foundati on
for himto be able to answer the further questions that
M. Aranburu wll craft, specifically regarding those
areas that M. Aranmburu's client has stated and has a
significant interest in this application that will cone
out during the adjudication.

| appreciate that the Applicant is |looking to the
orders on the scope of intervention of this particular
party, and I|'mnot saying that's wong. |'msaying |'m
not going to prelimt the questions to those areas
because there wll be sone background and ot her things
that M. Kobus brings that are not directly potentially
related to only TCC s interest that | have narrowed in
t he adj udi cation orders.

| want to give M. Aranmburu the appropriate |atitude
to find of what M. Kobus knows about the areas that TCC
Is interested in. Sone of those may not be adm ssible
evidence in the adjudication based on the scoping and the
orders that | have issued, but they nmay be rel evant
information that allow his witnesses to coment on the
areas that are relevant to them

| hope that nmakes sense a little bit. As | say it
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out loud and listen to nyself it's a bit of roundabout
and alnost circular logic, but I do want this deposition
to not have a whol e bunch of phone calls to ne saying the
Applicant thinks this is the outside of what TCC s goi ng
to be presenting in August of this year, but if they are
| ooking for information that m ght influence that, | want
M. Kobus to answer it under oath even though that he's
not going to be a witness and it won't be hel d agai nst
him it mght be sonething that TCC cites to his
know edge and sonebody el se's opi nion during the
adjudication. It very well may happen that way, Ms.
Perl mutter, and we could spend a |lot nore tine arguing
about that than actually just having the deposition, and
that's nmy goal with today, to get it schedul ed, get the
information out there for all parties, and then we can
sort it out later, alot nore later as to what's
adm ssi bl e at heari ng.

That, to nme, is where we should spend our tine
what's going to cone before the Council at the
adj udi cation, not the sort of recipe of how all that
informati on was created. That's where |I'mcom ng from
and | think the deposition would be a |ot shorter if we
are not arguing about specific questions. | nean, |I'm
not sure the harmthat could cone from M. Kobus

answering a few questions in background about areas that
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are not specifically designated for TCCto litigate.
Ms. Perlmutter, any questions kind of the ALJ's view
on that?

M5. PERLMUTTER: W under st and your
position, Your Honor, and certainly we will do our very
best to honor it as we nove forward.

JUDGE TOREM  And, M. Aranburu, am/|
speaki ng out of turn here on how I'mdirecting your scope
of the deposition, at |east verbally here?

MR. ARAMBURU. No. No. W intend to
be courteous. W intend to stick to the issues that we
have here. W are not interested in sone extensive |ong
deposition ourselves, so | think this is going to go just
fine, Your Honor. And if it doesn't for whatever reason,
|'' m pl eased that you will be available to help the
parties sort through any di sagreenents about questions.

JUDGE TOREM  And, M. Aranburu, just
for the record, you have never been anything | ess than
courteous in all the interactions we have had in

prehearing conferences or otherw se during the course of

this adjudication. | have no other expectation than
that's howit wll go when this deposition goes forward
on Friday the 21st of July at eleven a.m [|'m counting

on that ny phone is not going to start ringing off the

hook at twel ve noon.
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| want to take the record -- the notion and response
under consideration and issue sonething in witing over
the next couple of days. |If you don't see it on
Wednesday it just neans |I'mstill thinking about it and
that ny outdoor hiking tonmorrow on July 4th has neant
that | didn't do any work on the holiday. So |I'm going
totry to get tothis in the next few days. Certainly,
by the end of the week you will have ny ruling on any
ot her specifics regardi ng sanctions or other things that
are raised in the notions.

So we have got a date. W have got a tine. W have
had a general discussion of the scope and expectations
fromthe ALJ.

M. Aranburu, anything else that TCC needs today?

MR. ARAMBURU. No. And given our
schedul e here, Your Honor, a few extra days to work
through the ruling on the notion certainly is just fine
with us. So, no, we will be prepared for our deposition
of M. Kobus at eleven a.m on July 21st.

JUDGE TOREM What | would invite is
I f you have anything you think you can get out of the way
wWith interrogatories or requests for adm ssion, and naybe
that's asking already too nuch because of what's going on
bet ween now and then, but that m ght help set up on an

expedited reply from M. Kobus to shorten up the
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deposition, but, again, you nmay not have tine to do that

and the Applicant may not have tinme to respond. Again,

not the litigant but the judge on the other side of the

bench is going oh, wouldn't that be easy, soit's a

different thing where I'msitting than where you are.
M. Aranburu, with that, anything el se today?

MR. ARAMBURU. No. Thank you for
setting up the conference today, Your Honor.

JUDGE TOREM Ckay. Let ne ask Ms.
Perlmutter if she has any questions or anything el se,
gui dance, that she needs before | issue the witten order
on everything else later this week.

MS. PERLMUTTER:  No, Your Honor.

JUDGE TOREM Al right. | hope it
was an hour well spent and we've noved the ball forward
on this.

Did any of the other parties, Benton County, have
anyt hi ng, they have a question, M. Foster?

M5. FOSTER No, we don't have any
guestions, Your Honor. | guess would let Ms. Perlnutter
that Benton County would Iikely have questions for M.
Kobus as wel |l during the deposition.

JUDGE TOREM Al right. And you have
heard what the scope recommendations are fromne, so |

hope if you are going to participate that it's all
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within, and that you will coordinate with M. Aranmburu as
the | ead counsel that's been asking for this.

M5. FOSTER  Yes, Your Honor.

JUDGE TOREM  Thank you, Ms. Foster.
Anyt hi ng el se, Ms. Reynevel d? Any questions?

M5. REYNEVELD: Nothing from ne,
Judge. Thank you.

JUDGE TOREM All right. Thank you.
And, Ms. Houston, any questions, concerns fromthe Tribe?

M5. HOUSTON: No questions or concerns
from Yakama Nation, but | would also Iike to note that
it's possible that we m ght have questions for M. Kobus
as wel .

JUDGE TOREM  Understood. So, again,
I f you are participating in the deposition please
coordinate with M. Aranburu so there's not any
dupl i cati on.

And | don't know if it's practice for all of you to
serve a joint notice of deposition or separate notices
but formalize that to the Applicant that those questions
m ght be com ng.

And, Ms. Perlnutter, given those indications from
the County and fromthe Yakama Nation, any ot her
guestions the Applicant nmay have?

M5. PERLMUTTER: No, we don't, Your
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Honor. Thank you.

JUDGE TOREM All right. | hope it
doesn't add too nuch conplexity to have nultiple parties,
but if they coordinate hopefully things are done in a
reasonable tine on Friday the 21st.

Thank you all. M. Kobus, thank you for arrangi ng
your schedul e and being forthcom ng today. Wth that,

it's 4:10 p.m and this conference is adjourned.

(Conf erence concl uded

at 4:10 p.m)
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STATE OF WASHI NGTON ) I, Christy Sheppard, CCR RPR,
) ss a certified court reporter
County of Pierce ) in the State of Washi ngton, do

hereby certify:

That the foregoing proceedi ngs were taken before ne and
conpl eted on July 3, 2023, and thereafter was transcri bed
under ny direction;

That | amnot a relative, enployee, attorney or counsel
of any party to this action or relative or enployee of any
such attorney or counsel and that | amnot financially
interested in the said action or the outcone thereof;

That | am herewith pronptly delivering the same to
Andr ea G ant ham

I N WTNESS WHERECF, | have hereunto set ny signature on

July 17, 2023.

Christy Sheppard, CCR, RPR
Certified Court Reporter . 1932
(Certification expires 05/06/ 24.)
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 1                      BE IT REMEMBERED that on

 2   Monday, July 3, 2023, via Zoom, at 3:20 p.m., before

 3   Christy Sheppard, Certified Court Reporter, CCR, RPR;

 4                      WHEREUPON, the following proceedings

 5   were had, to wit:

 6

 7                         <<<<<< >>>>>>

 8

 9                     JUDGE TOREM:  Good afternoon everyone.

10   This is Judge Torem in the matter of the Horse Heaven

11   Wind application.  Today's date is July 3rd, 2023.  It's

12   now 3:20 in the afternoon, on a nice Monday afternoon.

13       We have one issue in front of us today.  There's a

14   motion to compel the testimony of Scout Clean Energy's

15   Dave Kobus that was filed on June 23rd by intervenor Tri

16   Cities Cares and Mr. Aramburu is on the line to represent

17   for that purpose.

18       Also on the line for the Applicant, who are opposing

19   the motion to compel and the accompanying letter -- or

20   the request for sanctions from TCC.  We have Willa

21   Perlmutter.  We have established she's accompanied today

22   by Ariel Stavitsky and Dave Kobus of Scout Clean Energy.

23       We have other parties on the line that are not

24   necessarily participating in the motion itself but are

25   listening in.  From Benton County we have attorney Aziza
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 1   Foster on the line.  Counsel for the Environment Sarah

 2   Reyneveld is on the line.  And on behalf of the Yakama

 3   Nation we have Jessica Houston, another attorney from

 4   their Office of Counsel.  That's all the parties that we

 5   need.

 6       For the public listening in today, as was indicated

 7   in the notice, there's not going to be an opportunity for

 8   public comment.  This is strictly a procedural matter and

 9   a discovery issue that's come to my attention that needs

10   to be resolved hopefully today, and whatever ruling I

11   might come to I'm hoping to reduce to a short, written

12   order that's likely to be published -- well tomorrow is a

13   holiday, July 4th, so likely on the 5th.

14       Mr. Aramburu, again, you filed your motion on June

15   23rd.  I have the applicant's opposition that was filed

16   on June 28th, I believe it was, and then you filed a

17   reply shortly before this conference this afternoon.

18       Can you summarize quickly for us so we are all on

19   the same page in a few words what it is you are seeking.

20                     MR. ARAMBURU:  Our motion -- just a

21   second.  We are having some computer difficulties here.

22   Pardon me.  We are having some trouble hearing the other

23   parties.

24       So the summary of the motion, it's in front of all

25   the parties, and it does not need a lot of additional
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 1   work.  We believe that Mr. Kobus' testimony is relevant

 2   to the proceedings here; that his deposition is

 3   appropriate to be taken; that due to the lengthy refusal

 4   to make Mr. Kobus available for the deposition sanctions

 5   should be ordered, and because of the late filed motion

 6   for protective order, which should be denied, costs and

 7   expenses related to that should be awarded as well.

 8       And then, in addition, we have the procedural

 9   aspects of the motion itself -- of the proceeding itself.

10   We have asked that Mr. Kobus be made available at a time

11   convenient to TCC counsel, which is getting to be a

12   problem because of the testimony requirements, and we

13   have some reasonable period of time to use his deposition

14   for purposes of preparing testimony during the course of

15   the hearings.

16       So everybody has read this.  I don't know if you

17   want anything more.

18                     JUDGE TOREM:  You know what, that will

19   be fine, Mr. Aramburu.  I just wanted to get us on the

20   same page as to the relief you are seeking, and then I

21   will ask the Applicant to, again, state where they are

22   willing to grant that relief without me standing in.

23       I understand there was a question of scope of the

24   deposition and then opposition to the sanctions.  So, Ms.

25   Perlmutter, in the same level of detail as Mr. Aramburu
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 1   just provided, if you can summarize the Applicant's

 2   position and where I'm not needed and perhaps where I am

 3   on this.

 4                     MS. PERLMUTTER:  Thanks so much, Your

 5   Honor.  At the outset I would like to note that I was not

 6   served with the reply brief that Mr. Aramburu apparently

 7   filed this morning.  Ms. Stavitsky sent it on to me just

 8   about an hour ago, so I had no ideas that there was

 9   anything that I needed to respond to other than what was

10   in the motion.

11       That said, I do want to just flag very briefly a

12   couple of things.  First of all we have not and have

13   never refused to make Mr. Kobus available.  We would like

14   to put some limits on the scope of his deposition

15   consistent with what the Court has always said, which is

16   that the role of TCC is limited to some issues, to some

17   specific issues.  I understand that those issues are to

18   be broadly construed, but at this point the only thing we

19   have gotten from TCC has been we are going to ask him

20   about everything, everywhere all at once.

21       We would also note a couple of other things.  One is

22   that the Court had said that -- this is with regard to

23   the request for TCC to have an additional three weeks

24   after the signing of Mr. Kobus' deposition for them to

25   then submit additional testimony.  We suggest that that's
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 1   not necessary.

 2       First of all, the Court has already made it very

 3   clear that pretrial testimony is really to be the chief

 4   source of discovery for the parties' principal positions.

 5   And obviously, maybe not obviously, but Scout Clean

 6   Energy is, of course, filing prefiled testimony like

 7   everybody else.  To the extent that TCC asked for an

 8   additional three weeks after Mr. Kobus signs, I just

 9   wanted to point out that in Exhibit B to my opposition,

10   to our opposition to the opening motion, Mr. Aramburu

11   specifically said that he did intend to file the motion

12   to compel.  That was on June 2nd.  And I think the Court

13   might be mistaken or maybe there is a discrepancy, but we

14   received the motion to compel on June 25th.  In other

15   words, more than three weeks after the first time that

16   Mr. Aramburu said that he intended to file a motion to

17   compel.  And, also, that was the very same day that the

18   Court admonished the parties to file any motions for

19   discovery promptly.

20       We suggest that the delay here is really TCC's, to

21   the extent that they are looking for additional time in

22   which to submit testimony.

23       I would also point out that in the Court's letter

24   from June 30th, which I guess was the end of last week,

25   the Court specifically indicated that -- or reminded the
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 1   parties that the second prehearing conference order

 2   doesn't set a deadline or cutoff, that the parties

 3   continue to take discovery from each other after the

 4   deadline for the prefiled testimony.  And, indeed, the

 5   Court opened the door, left open the door for the

 6   possibility that, quote, if significant new information

 7   is discovered the parties can supplement their prefiled

 8   testimony.

 9       So to the extent that TCC is looking for three weeks

10   sort of reopening of a window that just doesn't -- not

11   only is it inappropriate, but it also doesn't make sense.

12       I would also point out that with regard to the

13   motion for sanctions, Your Honor, I hope it's clear from

14   the materials that we provided to you that we really have

15   been trying to hard to get the parties to a place of

16   agreement, or sort of mutual respect to move forward with

17   this deposition, and we have been shut down at every

18   opportunity.

19       In fact, I feel, frankly, a little foolish about

20   having suggested alternate ways that we could get at just

21   what it is that TCC is looking for.  In other areas of my

22   practice, certainly informal discovery is routine.  This

23   offer to have -- to answer questions submitted in

24   writing, candidly, I mean, I thought was possibly a way

25   to break the log jam.
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 1       To the extent that there's any request for

 2   sanctions, those are so -- I don't want to say draconian,

 3   but those are so harsh and should be limited to special

 4   cases, just not every case where if somebody disagrees

 5   with the position being taken by a different party.

 6       And then I guess the last thing that I would say,

 7   this is -- I think it's a little bit problematic is with

 8   regard to our request for a protective order.  I do think

 9   TCC is incorrect in saying we should have filed it

10   sooner.  I think we could have filed it sooner, but it's

11   not as -- inasmuch as there was -- after the initial

12   request for deposition while the parties I felt were

13   still talking, there was no point to the deposition

14   notice, therefore there was no reason to file a motion

15   for a protective order.

16       As I noted in our opposition, certainly the rules

17   contemplate an either or approach, but in what I have

18   seen in the reply that we got just a few minutes ago, TCC

19   is citing to CR 30(h), but 30(h)(3) specifically carves

20   out an extension for the kind of protective order that we

21   are seeking, where there are limits put upon the extent

22   of questioning and at deposition.  And I think, frankly,

23   TCC may not have been entirely forthcoming or perhaps

24   they were mistaken, but there is an opportunity within

25   CR 30(h)(3) that specifically carves out an exception for
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 1   30(d), 30(d) then gives a judge an opportunity to set

 2   guardrails, the kind of guardrails that were limiting.

 3       Candidly, I have to be upfront with you which is

 4   that 30(d) does seem to imply that those motions have to

 5   be made during the course of the deposition.  I would

 6   suggest that for judicial economy that that's something

 7   certainly the Court could look at here.

 8       I guess the last thing is that certainly we do not

 9   concede the amounts that are being asked for by TCC.  I

10   know that's one of the things that they represented in

11   the motion, they replied to our opposition, and we are

12   not by any stretch of the imagination agreeing that those

13   would be appropriate numbers for sanctions.  Thanks so

14   much.

15                     JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  Thank you,

16   Ms. Perlmutter, a little bit more detail than I

17   anticipated, but I appreciate you laying out thoroughly

18   the Applicant's position.

19       Mr. Aramburu, I'm sure that you are wanting to

20   respond to many of the details there, but, again, your

21   motion and the declaration and exhibits do speak for

22   themselves, but I do want to give you a chance, briefer

23   than Ms. Perlmutter was, if you have anything you want to

24   say in reply.

25                     MR. ARAMBURU:  I want to first of all
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 1   say that I did not understand this to be oral argument on

 2   the motion.  We didn't ask for oral argument and none was

 3   appropriate.

 4       Your Honor, I have been doing this for a long time.

 5   People take depositions.  They understand the scope of

 6   the case, which you have set forth issues for us to be

 7   broadly construed.  The idea that a party -- that counsel

 8   representing a deponent is entitled to some sort of list

 9   of questions, or to dictate to the party seeking the

10   deposition how that deposition should be taken, whether

11   there should be written questions or not, is entirely

12   contrary to the entire scope of our discovery rules,

13   which were adopted more than 50 years ago.

14       So we have seen nothing but delays from the

15   Applicant here.  The deposition of Mr. Kobus, who is Mr.

16   Know It All by his own reference and characterizations is

17   entirely appropriate to address questions that are tied

18   to the issues that we have here.  There's no reason for

19   any more detail than that.  And as your Your Honor knows,

20   during the course of depositions there are objections

21   made.  I don't think there's going to be that many

22   objections here, but objections are made and sometimes

23   they have to be ruled on by the Court, or in this case

24   the presiding administrative law judge.  That's the

25   ordinary course of depositions.
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 1       And there is no procedure that I have ever heard of

 2   that allows a party, during the course of the deposition,

 3   and this is what was requested in the protective order,

 4   to tell a witness not to answer a question because that

 5   lawyer thinks that somehow it's not within the scope of

 6   questions to be asked.  That is -- there's no authority

 7   cited in the response to that, what is largely an

 8   outrageous proposition.  And that part of the protective

 9   order shouldn't -- certainly should not be considered or

10   granted.

11       We intend to be respectful Mr. Kobus.  We intend to

12   keep within the parameters of Prehearing Order No. 2.  We

13   have seen no grounds by which any protective order should

14   be granted.

15       It talks about oppression, expense, embarrassment.

16   There's none of that that's involved here, nor do we

17   intend to have any questions in that regard.  So we think

18   the order should be granted.  There should be a

19   reasonable time to use the fruits of the deposition to

20   prepare testimony, and we think that sanctions and

21   expenses, given this long, drawn out process, should be

22   granted.

23       And I hope I didn't go on too long, Your Honor.

24   That concludes what I have to say.

25                     JUDGE TOREM:  Stay with me for a
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 1   moment, Mr. Aramburu, before you hit the mute button.

 2   The one piece that I don't think I saw in anybody's

 3   motion was a reference to CR 26(i) as a required counsel

 4   conference before a court would entertain sanctions.  Did

 5   you characterize any of the discussions you have had with

 6   Stoel Reeves and the Applicant's counsel to have been a

 7   26(i) conference, Mr. Aramburu?

 8                     MR. ARAMBURU:  Oh, yes.  And we had --

 9   all of our backs and forths about this issue have been

10   recorded by both sides.  We had extensive back and forth

11   regarding this.  We are fully beyond what is required

12   under Civil Rul 37 to consult.  We have done that.  That

13   is expressed by the record that we have here, so that has

14   been fully met.  And we have been, in my view, cautious,

15   and in terms of going about this and making sure that we

16   made -- we expressed our concerns, so we fully met that

17   requirement, Your Honor.

18                     JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  I just hadn't

19   seen an explicit reference to 26(i) in the reading I had

20   done to this point.  And, in my practice, typically

21   that's one of the first things that I see, at least in

22   the civil practice that I see as an administrative law

23   judge when someone is seeking sanctions, but I will

24   strongly imply that I wanted to make sure that we are on

25   the same page for that and getting out there.
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 1       Ms. Perlmutter, I want to give you a chance to

 2   respond and tell me if you don't think the requirements

 3   for CR(26)(i) have not been met by the back and forth

 4   that both sides have documented.

 5                     MS. PERLMUTTER:  Your Honor, I want to

 6   keep this short, of course.  Yeah, we absolutely -- this

 7   is not a knee jerk reaction.  This is a substantive

 8   reaction.  We absolutely do disagree with any allegation

 9   that there's been meet and confer under 26(i).  That is

10   what I was trying to accomplish with my communications

11   with Mr. Aramburu.  And, as I said, all we -- in fact, we

12   sent in the reply in the opposition and all we received

13   was no, no, no.  We would say that there was no good

14   faith attempt whatsoever to try to get this hashed out,

15   at least on the part of TCC.

16                     JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  Well, that's what

17   we are going to do today.  At the very least we are going

18   to get a deposition scheduled, and I am going to hear

19   from TCC a little bit more and give some guidance as to

20   what's going to happen at that conference.  I am going to

21   make sure I'm available, Mr. Kobus is available, and both

22   sides are available to do something sooner rather than

23   later so it's meaningful for the remaining rounds --

24   remaining round of testimony that TCC might be filing,

25   and consider any extensions needed to allow the record to
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 1   be created.

 2       Ms. Perlmutter, would you also clarify for me, Mr.

 3   Kobus a not a witness with prefiled testimony in the

 4   first round filed by the Applicant; is that correct?

 5                     MS. PERLMUTTER:  That's correct.

 6                     JUDGE TOREM:  And do you anticipate

 7   having him file testimony as due on -- I think your last

 8   round would be July 12th; is that correct?  Is he going

 9   to be filing any testimony?

10                     MS. PERLMUTTER:  Your Honor, I don't

11   believe he is, but I defer to Ms. Stavitsky on that, but

12   I do not believe we intend to prefile testimony for him.

13       Can I ask Ms. Stavitsky to weigh in, please?

14                     JUDGE TOREM:  Yes, please.

15                     MS. STAVITSKY:  Yes, certainly, Your

16   Honor.  At this time we don't expect to, in part for the

17   reasons we will explain.  We don't believe there are

18   additional -- we believe that all the relevant issues

19   should be covered under our other witnesses.

20                     JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  And, Mr.

21   Aramburu, I know that prefiled testimony doesn't give you

22   an opportunity necessarily to call someone as an adverse

23   witness, was there anything that TCC planned on doing as

24   far as calling Mr. Kobus as a witness?  I would imagine

25   it would be difficult to get prefiled testimony from him,
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 1   especially if you haven't yet been able to meet with him

 2   for the deposition.  What's the intent here?

 3                     MR. ARAMBURU:  Judge, this situation

 4   is very unusual because the Applicant has filed a

 5   lengthy, lengthy application for site certification, and

 6   has amended that site certification, but there are no

 7   witnesses that have been identified to speak to the

 8   contents of that site certification application.

 9       And in ordinary course the Applicant brings forth

10   witnesses to describe the materials that they have

11   submitted and stand to -- stand for cross-examination

12   with respect to that application.  That hasn't been done

13   here.  And I think it's a major defect in the proceedings

14   here because they are essentially holding -- they are

15   trying to keep anyone from asking questions about the --

16   the site certification application.

17       So, no, there hasn't been any effort.  I think that

18   the proceedings to this point have been defective.  I was

19   expecting to see some witness that said I participated in

20   this and here are the witnesses and experts whoever they

21   are that were responsible for these sections in the

22   application.  That has not happened.  I think that's a

23   major defect.

24       But in answer -- in more of a short answer to your

25   question, yes, I intend to ask this witness who
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 1   identifies himself as Mr. Know It All to -- with regard

 2   to questions -- with regard to contents of elements of

 3   the application for site certification.

 4                     JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  That helps

 5   clarify.

 6                     MS. STAVITSKY:  Your Honor, if I may?

 7                     JUDGE TOREM:  Is this Ms. Stavitsky?

 8                     MS. STAVITSKY:  Yes, Your Honor.

 9                     JUDGE TOREM:  Go ahead.

10                     MS. STAVITSKY:  Just to clarify one

11   point, I'm not sure exactly what is unusual about the

12   process, and I'm speaking with respect to Applicant's

13   approach to the prefiled testimony.  That's actually

14   exactly what we aim to do in our prefiled testimony is

15   provide various witnesses that each cover their

16   respective sections of the application and, you know,

17   which witness goes with which section and it's actually

18   explicitly outlined in the testimony that we have

19   submitted, so just to provide that context.  That's

20   exactly the approach that we have gone through with our

21   submissions thus far.

22                     JUDGE TOREM:  I understand that, Ms.

23   Stavitsky.  I think what I'm hearing from Mr. Aramburu is

24   that Scout Clean Energy came to the Council with Mr.

25   Kobus as the main proponent and spokesperson for this
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 1   application back in February of 2021.  He presented all

 2   of the material at the informational meeting, as well as

 3   at the council meeting in which this application was

 4   filed, and did come off as the spokesperson for Scout

 5   until we got into further stages of things, and now the

 6   litigation and adjudication he may or may not be part of

 7   the Applicant's case in chief, as I understand Mr.

 8   Aramburu's position, the chief spokesperson and the

 9   person with the most knowledge of the application when

10   this whole thing started two plus years ago.

11       I understand the desire to speak with Mr. Kobus and

12   learn whatever Mr. Aramburu thinks is going to be the

13   differences between what's already been prefiled

14   testimony and what might be in the application that's not

15   yet addressed in TCC's mind.

16       I do think it's appropriate to make him available

17   for the deposition particularly because he's not filing

18   any testimony in this matter, and that's a choice for the

19   Applicant.  I think in past practice sometimes the

20   proponent of the project that signed the application and

21   presented it to the Council has testified.  I don't know

22   that that's a rule or a requirement, certainly not a

23   requirement, but it may not have happened in every

24   application, but it has in the past, at least, on

25   occasion.
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 1       So Mr. Aramburu will, as you are willing to product

 2   Mr. Kobus, get access to him and be able to ask him a

 3   reasonable range of questions as described today.

 4   Discovery is intended to lead to relevant information.

 5   It may not be admitted or brought forth at hearing, but

 6   it can be used to help round out TCC's case in opposition

 7   to this application.

 8       I think today the best thing to do is figure out

 9   when this can be made to happen.  My understanding is the

10   original deposition notice was sent out for early this --

11   early last month and Mr. Kobus was not available, and did

12   not answer the notice of deposition, and here we are a

13   month later still trying to get that scheduled.

14       Given the amount of other things that have happened

15   between now and the original deposition notice, I'm

16   surprised this hasn't happened but I guess it's

17   understandable at some level given the other business,

18   and I hate to do this on the record but let's get our

19   calendars out and find a time that works sooner rather

20   than later.

21       I will ask Ms. Perlmutter and if you will have Mr.

22   Kobus speak for himself, what are the limitations on

23   availability coming up and whether -- we have a national

24   holiday tomorrow to observe.  There's testimony due from

25   the other parties on Wednesday, and then we have a few
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 1   days -- another ten days perhaps for the responding

 2   parties, TCC, and everybody else that's on the line to

 3   file their reply, but the Applicant is going to be

 4   getting ready to produce testimony on Wednesday of next

 5   week.  I get it.  It's busy.  When would Mr. Kobus be

 6   available?

 7       First, actually, let me ask Mr. Aramburu, are you

 8   wanting him available in the days ahead or are you

 9   wanting to focus on testimony first and then try to take

10   care of this before we get to hearing August 9th and 10th

11   or 10th and 11th?  Mr. Aramburu, what's the desired

12   timeline other than June 5th was it and now every day

13   that goes by is another difficulty for you?

14                     MR. ARAMBURU:  Thank you, Your Honor.

15   Every day that goes by, yes, indeed it's a further

16   difficulty for us in terms of preparing.  And one of the

17   difficulties we have at this stage of things is that, as

18   I indicated in my previous communications, we want to use

19   Mr. Kobus' deposition testimony to assist other witnesses

20   in testimony that they may have.  And given the schedule

21   that we have at this point that's going to be very

22   difficult.  It is simply impossible for us to try to

23   schedule because of the needs of pulling together

24   testimony due on July 14 to do it before then, and we

25   need a reasonable amount of preparation time.
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 1       So I would suggest that the first date for testimony

 2   for Mr. Kobus' deposition should be July 20.  I don't

 3   want to wait too long, but we just can't do it next week,

 4   Your Honor.  It's just impossible with the schedule that

 5   you have set.  We think July 20 would be a reasonable

 6   date.  That will give us time to get our testimony in and

 7   then focus on the deposition.

 8                     JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  Mr.

 9   Aramburu, I appreciate that.  Can I give you some polite

10   pushback as to maybe we could carve out a few hours

11   earlier so that you get this information in a more

12   meaningful time frame?  My only polite question here

13   really is, you filed a notice of deposition for June 5th

14   which would have implied to me you were ready to go with

15   whatever questions on that date.  I'm willing to push it

16   out to that -- after testimony is done, if that's what

17   the relief you are seeking, but I just was assuming that

18   you were ready to go when you noted the deposition for a

19   month ago.

20                     MR. ARAMBURU:  Yes, we were ready to

21   go with some general questions.  We didn't finish those

22   because we have been put off ever since then by the

23   delays from the Applicant.  I am out of the office a

24   couple of days next week.  I think we can possibly look

25   to the 18th of July, but no sooner than then, Your Honor.
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 1   I mean, we tried to set up a reasonable schedule for use

 2   of the testimony and doing all of these things and now we

 3   are backed up against a very severe limitation for

 4   testimony to be in by the 14th, and that's a major job.

 5   I have to be out of the office for a couple days, and so

 6   I think any -- I think July 20 is a reasonable date.  We

 7   could do it July 18.  I believe July 19 is the EFSEC

 8   Council meeting, so I would say I really think the 20th

 9   is a good date that allows us to recover from the process

10   of presenting all of this testimony and get ready for Mr.

11   Kobus' deposition, so we would request that as the date.

12                     JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  I understand the

13   evolution of how things have gone and people's schedules

14   being what they are, including yours, so I wanted to hear

15   the answer to that, Mr. Aramburu, and then give it the

16   full consideration and respect.

17       I'm available a lot of the time on the 18th if I was

18   needed.  The 19th could be made to work for my

19   availability if needed to respond to anything during the

20   deposition.  The 20th is a little bit more limited, but

21   still a possibility given certain time windows.

22       Let me hear from Ms. Perlmutter as to the scheduling

23   if Mr. Kobus is available on any of those three days from

24   the 18th through the 20th of July or if not, why not.

25                     MS. PERLMUTTER:  I will need to
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 1   check -- we can ask Mr. Kobus directly.  I would note two

 2   things, Your Honor.  One is that I'm actually going to be

 3   on a flight on the 19th and it's -- it's going to pretty

 4   much mess up my whole day.  And then on the 20th, I'm

 5   available but it looks like we already have a deposition

 6   scheduled for that date in this matter, the deposition of

 7   Jason Fedora is scheduled for the 20th.

 8                     JUDGE TOREM:  And what's the timing

 9   for that one?

10                     MS. PERLMUTTER:  Let me just take a

11   look.  The notice says that it's going to be at nine a.m.

12   on the 20th.

13                     JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  And, Mr.

14   Aramburu, I take it that's your deposition notice or is

15   that from another party?

16                     MR. ARAMBURU:  That's a deposition

17   notice from the Yakama Tribe.

18                     JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  Let me then

19   ask --

20                     MR. ARAMBURU:  We may be attending

21   that as well, but that's a notice from them.  I'm sorry I

22   didn't consult the deposition schedule from the Tribe.

23                     JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  Well, I obviously

24   don't get copies of the notices of deposition, nor should

25   I, but let me ask Ms. Houston if you anticipated how long
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 1   the deposition of this person would be on July 20th at

 2   nine a.m.?

 3                     MS. HOUSTON:  Good afternoon, Your

 4   Honor, I think we actually noted it for all day, but

 5   based on our deposition of another WDFW employee which

 6   only went about half a day, I anticipate it might be

 7   along those lines in terms of timing, but I can't say for

 8   sure.

 9                     JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  I'm wondering if

10   we try to get in Mr. Kobus that afternoon if that would

11   work, but I am going to come back to the July 18th date

12   as well given the deposition timing for that witness.

13       Mr. Kobus you are on the line and hearing all of

14   this.  We are talking about your schedule.  Can you

15   enlighten us to your availability July 18th, 19th, and

16   20th?

17                     MR. KOBUS:  Yes, Judge Torem, are you

18   able to hear me?

19                     JUDGE TOREM:  I can.

20                     MR. KOBUS:  Okay.  I will make myself

21   available on either of those days.

22                     JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  So all three of

23   those days could be made to work for you?

24                     MR. KOBUS:  That's correct.

25                     JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  Thank you.
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 1   Mr. Aramburu, given the discussion we have had and Ms.

 2   Perlmutter's travel arrangements on the 19th, would you

 3   prefer to schedule this for the afternoon of the 20th

 4   since it's not your deposition in the morning with the

 5   Fish and Wildlife employee, or would you rather it be on

 6   the 18th where as far as I know there are no other

 7   competing depositions?

 8                     MR. ARAMBURU:  Well, Your Honor, I do

 9   want a little opportunity to recover from our filings of

10   the prior week, so can we do it on the 21st?  How is that

11   for everyone?  That's open on my schedule.

12                     JUDGE TOREM:  I can accommodate being

13   available probably from noon onward on the 21st on

14   Friday.

15       Mr. Kobus, would that afternoon work for you?

16                     MR. KOBUS:  That would be acceptable

17   to me as well, Judge Torem.

18                     JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  It sounds like we

19   have got a date on July 21st, and if you set that for --

20   actually, I could do from 12 p.m. onward.  Mr. Aramburu,

21   what would be your preference to begin your deposition

22   and how long of timing are you asking Mr. Kobus to be

23   available on that Friday afternoon?

24                     MR. ARAMBURU:  When one speaks of the

25   length of depositions we don't know the length of the
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 1   answers.  Here's what I would like to do.  I know you

 2   want to be available to resolve any issues that may come

 3   up, so I would suggest that we start the deposition at

 4   eleven o'clock.  You would be available at noon, and then

 5   we schedule for possibly three or four hours.  I don't

 6   know at this point, but I think Mr. Kobus should be

 7   available at least until five.

 8                     JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  Ms.

 9   Perlmutter, is that available and acceptable to the

10   Applicant?

11                     MS. PERLMUTTER:  Yes, it is, Your

12   Honor.

13                     JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  Great.  And, Mr.

14   Kobus, if you will carve out that afternoon from eleven

15   a.m. until five p.m. and hopefully it won't take quite

16   that long for your deposition, is that something you are

17   going to be able to do?

18                     MR. KOBUS:  I will do that.  Thank

19   you, Judge Torem.

20                     JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  So I am

21   going to ask Mr. Aramburu to set up a notice of

22   deposition, and for this particular one file a copy with

23   EFSEC so I get a copy and have it on my calendar.  I will

24   make myself available for telephone standby.  Off the

25   record I will make Mr. Aramburu -- I will send you a
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 1   separate email and copy Ms. Perlmutter and perhaps the

 2   other attorneys with my cell phone number and make myself

 3   available during that time frame.  While I'm hoping the

 4   phone doesn't ring on that Friday, we will see what

 5   happens.

 6       As for the scope of the deposition, Mr. Aramburu,

 7   let's talk a little bit about that.  I can put it in the

 8   written order but I think today would be helpful to give

 9   some guidance verbally.

10                     MR. ARAMBURU:  If you are going to be

11   involved in the course of the deposition this will

12   probably be vie Zoom or some other format, so it would

13   probably be appropriate to figure out a way that you

14   could be involved in the Zoom hearing or otherwise be as

15   a part of the recorded testimony.

16                     JUDGE TOREM:  And I can certainly be

17   called by telephone, or I can use my cell phone

18   application of Zoom if need be, so whatever arrangement

19   you think is acceptable.  If you want to do an off the

20   record, you know, check of that technology at some

21   agreeable time beforehand I'm willing to do that as well

22   to make sure things work.  You let me know, Mr. Aramburu,

23   if -- obviously, I am not going to show up wherever it is

24   in person, but I can be available by Zoom or phone.

25                     MR. ARAMBURU:  My intention originally
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 1   and my intention now is to do this via Zoom.

 2                     JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  Then I will make

 3   sure the cell phone is charged and the Zoom app will be

 4   available if a link is sent to me after a phone call to

 5   find me, and we will make sure that happens.

 6                     MR. ARAMBURU:  Let me ask the parties,

 7   as I understand, Mr. Kobus is a resident of the

 8   Tri-Cities area, so there's a possibility we might do the

 9   deposition live at an appropriate location in Tri-Cities.

10   Does anyone have an objection to that as an alternative?

11                     MS. PERLMUTTER:  Yes, I do actually.

12   I know this is very rare to object and demand a Zoom

13   deposition, I but I will actually be in Salt Lake City

14   that day.

15                     MR. ARAMBURU:  Well, I noticed that

16   the Applicant has four lawyers that are continuously

17   involved, so I would like the option of taking the

18   deposition in person, which is the standard course.

19                     MS. PERLMUTTER:  Understood, and we

20   would appreciate your consideration on this.  I will be

21   the one handling Mr. Kobus' deposition.

22                     MR. ARAMBURU:  Okay.  I would be happy

23   to talk to you about that offline.

24                     JUDGE TOREM:  Ms. Perlmutter, this is

25   Judge Torem.  I would hope if Mr. Kobus is available that
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 1   day in the Tri-Cities and if there was a way to get an

 2   associate to be present that that could be made to work.

 3   It might facilitate the handling of documents better than

 4   Zoom might be, at least on his end, and we could sort out

 5   if you can find a way to do that, fantastic.  If it is

 6   going to be all by Zoom I think it might take longer,

 7   frankly, for these things to happen.

 8       I think, as the parties know, my personal preference

 9   is to do these things in person and we have some other

10   limitations on the adjudication in that regard already,

11   if the deposition could be done face to face that might

12   make it easier on Mr. Kobus and less stressful,

13   particularly if an associate can be there with him.

14       I'm not directing that.  I'm suggesting it might

15   just smooth things along here.

16                     MS. PERLMUTTER:  We can make it work,

17   Your Honor.  I will note that I think we all, I don't

18   want to just say me, we have all gotten accustomed to

19   Zoom depositions, but certainly we can make somebody

20   available there, most likely me.  I will make other

21   arrangements for travel.

22                     JUDGE TOREM:  Again, I don't know what

23   your trip to Salt Lake City is about and I don't need to.

24   If it's important, do it.  If it's something that can be

25   compromised and you prefer to be the one, Ms. Perlmutter,
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 1   then so be it.  Again, I'm making a suggestion and not an

 2   order in that regard.

 3                     MS. PERLMUTTER:   We will figure it

 4   out, Your Honor.  It's  a business conference, but I will

 5   figure it out.

 6                     JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  I hope you

 7   will.  I appreciate the tenor today because the tenor in

 8   writing has not been something that I think bodes well

 9   for how litigation could go in this.  I appreciate the

10   friendly, candid responses today, and I hope that we are

11   at least diffusing some of the tension that comes right

12   out of the pages that were filed and electronically

13   leaking out on my screen.  I hope that every party would

14   take some of that shrillness out and just focus on what

15   the mission is here, to get the relevant information in

16   front of the requesting party and make it happen.

17       Let's turn to the scope of that relevant information

18   now.  It sounds as though, Mr. Aramburu, that you are

19   seeking background on how the application was prepared.

20   It sounds as though you are seeking information on how

21   the application came to be amended.  That seems like a

22   pretty general ballpark of what you are asking for; am I

23   correct?

24                     MR. ARAMBURU:  Yes.  We haven't

25   formulated our individual questions.  We have been busy
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 1   with testimony and other things but, yes, we will have

 2   questions about the original and amended application.

 3   And, yes, we will ask those questions.

 4                     JUDGE TOREM:  And given the

 5   application preparation role that Mr. Kobus had, at least

 6   as to my understanding, Ms. Perlmutter, is there some

 7   particular area that you are seeking to not have inquired

 8   into by TCC?

 9                     MS. PERLMUTTER:  Your Honor, first of

10   all, this is the most we have ever had articulated as the

11   basis for the questions that TCC intends to ask.  In my

12   limited experience in EFSEC proceedings, it sounds to me

13   as though the issues around the preparation and amendment

14   of the application go outside the scope of what the Court

15   has already identified as TCC's role, and so it was our

16   hope and our request that the scope of the deposition be

17   limited to the things that were specifically identified

18   for this intervenor, so that would be the extent of the

19   impact on wildlife on the landscape and together with

20   Benton County the land use issues.

21                     JUDGE TOREM:  I'm not sure I'm willing

22   to limit it to only those issues because TCC clearly is

23   working in alignment with some other parties and they

24   have witnesses as to how the application was developed.

25   There's a number of issues that everybody knows I have
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 1   limited from the adjudication, and I hope that not a lot

 2   of time would be spent on those, but it may be that Mr.

 3   Kobus' role in preparing the whole scope of the

 4   application provides the needed background and foundation

 5   for him to be able to answer the further questions that

 6   Mr. Aramburu will craft, specifically regarding those

 7   areas that Mr. Aramburu's client has stated and has a

 8   significant interest in this application that will come

 9   out during the adjudication.

10       I appreciate that the Applicant is looking to the

11   orders on the scope of intervention of this particular

12   party, and I'm not saying that's wrong.  I'm saying I'm

13   not going to prelimit the questions to those areas

14   because there will be some background and other things

15   that Mr. Kobus brings that are not directly potentially

16   related to only TCC's interest that I have narrowed in

17   the adjudication orders.

18       I want to give Mr. Aramburu the appropriate latitude

19   to find of what Mr. Kobus knows about the areas that TCC

20   is interested in.  Some of those may not be admissible

21   evidence in the adjudication based on the scoping and the

22   orders that I have issued, but they may be relevant

23   information that allow his witnesses to comment on the

24   areas that are relevant to them.

25       I hope that makes sense a little bit.  As I say it
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 1   out loud and listen to myself it's a bit of roundabout

 2   and almost circular logic, but I do want this deposition

 3   to not have a whole bunch of phone calls to me saying the

 4   Applicant thinks this is the outside of what TCC's going

 5   to be presenting in August of this year, but if they are

 6   looking for information that might influence that, I want

 7   Mr. Kobus to answer it under oath even though that he's

 8   not going to be a witness and it won't be held against

 9   him, it might be something that TCC cites to his

10   knowledge and somebody else's opinion during the

11   adjudication.  It very well may happen that way, Ms.

12   Perlmutter, and we could spend a lot more time arguing

13   about that than actually just having the deposition, and

14   that's my goal with today, to get it scheduled, get the

15   information out there for all parties, and then we can

16   sort it out later, a lot more later as to what's

17   admissible at hearing.

18       That, to me, is where we should spend our time

19   what's going to come before the Council at the

20   adjudication, not the sort of recipe of how all that

21   information was created.  That's where I'm coming from,

22   and I think the deposition would be a lot shorter if we

23   are not arguing about specific questions.  I mean, I'm

24   not sure the harm that could come from Mr. Kobus

25   answering a few questions in background about areas that
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 1   are not specifically designated for TCC to litigate.

 2       Ms. Perlmutter, any questions kind of the ALJ's view

 3   on that?

 4                     MS. PERLMUTTER:  We understand your

 5   position, Your Honor, and certainly we will do our very

 6   best to honor it as we move forward.

 7                     JUDGE TOREM:  And, Mr. Aramburu, am I

 8   speaking out of turn here on how I'm directing your scope

 9   of the deposition, at least verbally here?

10                     MR. ARAMBURU:  No.  No.  We intend to

11   be courteous.  We intend to stick to the issues that we

12   have here.  We are not interested in some extensive long

13   deposition ourselves, so I think this is going to go just

14   fine, Your Honor.  And if it doesn't for whatever reason,

15   I'm pleased that you will be available to help the

16   parties sort through any disagreements about questions.

17                     JUDGE TOREM:  And, Mr. Aramburu, just

18   for the record, you have never been anything less than

19   courteous in all the interactions we have had in

20   prehearing conferences or otherwise during the course of

21   this adjudication.  I have no other expectation than

22   that's how it will go when this deposition goes forward

23   on Friday the 21st of July at eleven a.m.  I'm counting

24   on that my phone is not going to start ringing off the

25   hook at twelve noon.
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 1       I want to take the record -- the motion and response

 2   under consideration and issue something in writing over

 3   the next couple of days.  If you don't see it on

 4   Wednesday it just means I'm still thinking about it and

 5   that my outdoor hiking tomorrow on July 4th has meant

 6   that I didn't do any work on the holiday.  So I'm going

 7   to try to get to this in the next few days.  Certainly,

 8   by the end of the week you will have my ruling on any

 9   other specifics regarding sanctions or other things that

10   are raised in the motions.

11       So we have got a date.  We have got a time.  We have

12   had a general discussion of the scope and expectations

13   from the ALJ.

14       Mr. Aramburu, anything else that TCC needs today?

15                     MR. ARAMBURU:  No.  And given our

16   schedule here, Your Honor, a few extra days to work

17   through the ruling on the motion certainly is just fine

18   with us.  So, no, we will be prepared for our deposition

19   of Mr. Kobus at eleven a.m. on July 21st.

20                     JUDGE TOREM:  What I would invite is

21   if you have anything you think you can get out of the way

22   with interrogatories or requests for admission, and maybe

23   that's asking already too much because of what's going on

24   between now and then, but that might help set up on an

25   expedited reply from Mr. Kobus to shorten up the
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 1   deposition, but, again, you may not have time to do that

 2   and the Applicant may not have time to respond.  Again,

 3   not the litigant but the judge on the other side of the

 4   bench is going oh, wouldn't that be easy, so it's a

 5   different thing where I'm sitting than where you are.

 6       Mr. Aramburu, with that, anything else today?

 7                     MR. ARAMBURU:  No.  Thank you for

 8   setting up the conference today, Your Honor.

 9                     JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  Let me ask Ms.

10   Perlmutter if she has any questions or anything else,

11   guidance, that she needs before I issue the written order

12   on everything else later this week.

13                     MS. PERLMUTTER:  No, Your Honor.

14                     JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  I hope it

15   was an hour well spent and we've moved the ball forward

16   on this.

17       Did any of the other parties, Benton County, have

18   anything, they have a question, Ms. Foster?

19                     MS. FOSTER:  No, we don't have any

20   questions, Your Honor.  I guess would let Ms. Perlmutter

21   that Benton County would likely have questions for Mr.

22   Kobus as well during the deposition.

23                     JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  And you have

24   heard what the scope recommendations are from me, so I

25   hope if you are going to participate that it's all
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 1   within, and that you will coordinate with Mr. Aramburu as

 2   the lead counsel that's been asking for this.

 3                     MS. FOSTER:  Yes, Your Honor.

 4                     JUDGE TOREM:  Thank you, Ms. Foster.

 5   Anything else, Ms. Reyneveld?  Any questions?

 6                     MS. REYNEVELD:  Nothing from me,

 7   Judge.  Thank you.

 8                     JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  Thank you.

 9   And, Ms. Houston, any questions, concerns from the Tribe?

10                     MS. HOUSTON:  No questions or concerns

11   from Yakama Nation, but I would also like to note that

12   it's possible that we might have questions for Mr. Kobus

13   as well.

14                     JUDGE TOREM:  Understood.  So, again,

15   if you are participating in the deposition please

16   coordinate with Mr. Aramburu so there's not any

17   duplication.

18       And I don't know if it's practice for all of you to

19   serve a joint notice of deposition or separate notices

20   but formalize that to the Applicant that those questions

21   might be coming.

22       And, Ms. Perlmutter, given those indications from

23   the County and from the Yakama Nation, any other

24   questions the Applicant may have?

25                     MS. PERLMUTTER:  No, we don't, Your
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 1   Honor.  Thank you.

 2                     JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  I hope it

 3   doesn't add too much complexity to have multiple parties,

 4   but if they coordinate hopefully things are done in a

 5   reasonable time on Friday the 21st.

 6       Thank you all.  Mr. Kobus, thank you for arranging

 7   your schedule and being forthcoming today.  With that,

 8   it's 4:10 p.m. and this conference is adjourned.

 9

10                           (Conference concluded

11                            at 4:10 p.m.)
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		81						LN		4		10		false		           10      to be resolved hopefully today, and whatever ruling I				false
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		92						LN		4		21		false		           21      second.  We are having some computer difficulties here.				false
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		110						LN		5		13		false		           13      have some reasonable period of time to use his deposition				false

		111						LN		5		14		false		           14      for purposes of preparing testimony during the course of				false

		112						LN		5		15		false		           15      the hearings.				false

		113						LN		5		16		false		           16          So everybody has read this.  I don't know if you				false

		114						LN		5		17		false		           17      want anything more.				false

		115						LN		5		18		false		           18                        JUDGE TOREM:  You know what, that will				false

		116						LN		5		19		false		           19      be fine, Mr. Aramburu.  I just wanted to get us on the				false

		117						LN		5		20		false		           20      same page as to the relief you are seeking, and then I				false

		118						LN		5		21		false		           21      will ask the Applicant to, again, state where they are				false

		119						LN		5		22		false		           22      willing to grant that relief without me standing in.				false

		120						LN		5		23		false		           23          I understand there was a question of scope of the				false
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		127						LN		6		4		false		            4                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  Thanks so much, Your				false
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		129						LN		6		6		false		            6      served with the reply brief that Mr. Aramburu apparently				false

		130						LN		6		7		false		            7      filed this morning.  Ms. Stavitsky sent it on to me just				false
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		133						LN		6		10		false		           10      in the motion.				false
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		135						LN		6		12		false		           12      couple of things.  First of all we have not and have				false

		136						LN		6		13		false		           13      never refused to make Mr. Kobus available.  We would like				false

		137						LN		6		14		false		           14      to put some limits on the scope of his deposition				false

		138						LN		6		15		false		           15      consistent with what the Court has always said, which is				false

		139						LN		6		16		false		           16      that the role of TCC is limited to some issues, to some				false

		140						LN		6		17		false		           17      specific issues.  I understand that those issues are to				false

		141						LN		6		18		false		           18      be broadly construed, but at this point the only thing we				false

		142						LN		6		19		false		           19      have gotten from TCC has been we are going to ask him				false

		143						LN		6		20		false		           20      about everything, everywhere all at once.				false
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		145						LN		6		22		false		           22      that the Court had said that -- this is with regard to				false
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		173						LN		7		24		false		           24      from June 30th, which I guess was the end of last week,				false

		174						LN		7		25		false		           25      the Court specifically indicated that -- or reminded the				false

		175						PG		8		0		false		page 8				false

		176						LN		8		1		false		            1      parties that the second prehearing conference order				false
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		178						LN		8		3		false		            3      continue to take discovery from each other after the				false

		179						LN		8		4		false		            4      deadline for the prefiled testimony.  And, indeed, the				false

		180						LN		8		5		false		            5      Court opened the door, left open the door for the				false

		181						LN		8		6		false		            6      possibility that, quote, if significant new information				false

		182						LN		8		7		false		            7      is discovered the parties can supplement their prefiled				false

		183						LN		8		8		false		            8      testimony.				false

		184						LN		8		9		false		            9          So to the extent that TCC is looking for three weeks				false
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		186						LN		8		11		false		           11      only is it inappropriate, but it also doesn't make sense.				false

		187						LN		8		12		false		           12          I would also point out that with regard to the				false

		188						LN		8		13		false		           13      motion for sanctions, Your Honor, I hope it's clear from				false

		189						LN		8		14		false		           14      the materials that we provided to you that we really have				false

		190						LN		8		15		false		           15      been trying to hard to get the parties to a place of				false

		191						LN		8		16		false		           16      agreement, or sort of mutual respect to move forward with				false

		192						LN		8		17		false		           17      this deposition, and we have been shut down at every				false

		193						LN		8		18		false		           18      opportunity.				false
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		196						LN		8		21		false		           21      what it is that TCC is looking for.  In other areas of my				false

		197						LN		8		22		false		           22      practice, certainly informal discovery is routine.  This				false

		198						LN		8		23		false		           23      offer to have -- to answer questions submitted in				false
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		208						LN		9		7		false		            7      this is -- I think it's a little bit problematic is with				false

		209						LN		9		8		false		            8      regard to our request for a protective order.  I do think				false

		210						LN		9		9		false		            9      TCC is incorrect in saying we should have filed it				false

		211						LN		9		10		false		           10      sooner.  I think we could have filed it sooner, but it's				false

		212						LN		9		11		false		           11      not as -- inasmuch as there was -- after the initial				false

		213						LN		9		12		false		           12      request for deposition while the parties I felt were				false

		214						LN		9		13		false		           13      still talking, there was no point to the deposition				false

		215						LN		9		14		false		           14      notice, therefore there was no reason to file a motion				false

		216						LN		9		15		false		           15      for a protective order.				false

		217						LN		9		16		false		           16          As I noted in our opposition, certainly the rules				false

		218						LN		9		17		false		           17      contemplate an either or approach, but in what I have				false

		219						LN		9		18		false		           18      seen in the reply that we got just a few minutes ago, TCC				false

		220						LN		9		19		false		           19      is citing to CR 30(h), but 30(h)(3) specifically carves				false

		221						LN		9		20		false		           20      out an extension for the kind of protective order that we				false

		222						LN		9		21		false		           21      are seeking, where there are limits put upon the extent				false

		223						LN		9		22		false		           22      of questioning and at deposition.  And I think, frankly,				false

		224						LN		9		23		false		           23      TCC may not have been entirely forthcoming or perhaps				false
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		228						LN		10		1		false		            1      30(d), 30(d) then gives a judge an opportunity to set				false

		229						LN		10		2		false		            2      guardrails, the kind of guardrails that were limiting.				false

		230						LN		10		3		false		            3          Candidly, I have to be upfront with you which is				false

		231						LN		10		4		false		            4      that 30(d) does seem to imply that those motions have to				false

		232						LN		10		5		false		            5      be made during the course of the deposition.  I would				false

		233						LN		10		6		false		            6      suggest that for judicial economy that that's something				false

		234						LN		10		7		false		            7      certainly the Court could look at here.				false

		235						LN		10		8		false		            8          I guess the last thing is that certainly we do not				false

		236						LN		10		9		false		            9      concede the amounts that are being asked for by TCC.  I				false

		237						LN		10		10		false		           10      know that's one of the things that they represented in				false

		238						LN		10		11		false		           11      the motion, they replied to our opposition, and we are				false

		239						LN		10		12		false		           12      not by any stretch of the imagination agreeing that those				false

		240						LN		10		13		false		           13      would be appropriate numbers for sanctions.  Thanks so				false

		241						LN		10		14		false		           14      much.				false

		242						LN		10		15		false		           15                        JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  Thank you,				false

		243						LN		10		16		false		           16      Ms. Perlmutter, a little bit more detail than I				false

		244						LN		10		17		false		           17      anticipated, but I appreciate you laying out thoroughly				false

		245						LN		10		18		false		           18      the Applicant's position.				false

		246						LN		10		19		false		           19          Mr. Aramburu, I'm sure that you are wanting to				false

		247						LN		10		20		false		           20      respond to many of the details there, but, again, your				false

		248						LN		10		21		false		           21      motion and the declaration and exhibits do speak for				false

		249						LN		10		22		false		           22      themselves, but I do want to give you a chance, briefer				false

		250						LN		10		23		false		           23      than Ms. Perlmutter was, if you have anything you want to				false

		251						LN		10		24		false		           24      say in reply.				false
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		254						LN		11		1		false		            1      say that I did not understand this to be oral argument on				false

		255						LN		11		2		false		            2      the motion.  We didn't ask for oral argument and none was				false

		256						LN		11		3		false		            3      appropriate.				false

		257						LN		11		4		false		            4          Your Honor, I have been doing this for a long time.				false

		258						LN		11		5		false		            5      People take depositions.  They understand the scope of				false

		259						LN		11		6		false		            6      the case, which you have set forth issues for us to be				false

		260						LN		11		7		false		            7      broadly construed.  The idea that a party -- that counsel				false

		261						LN		11		8		false		            8      representing a deponent is entitled to some sort of list				false

		262						LN		11		9		false		            9      of questions, or to dictate to the party seeking the				false

		263						LN		11		10		false		           10      deposition how that deposition should be taken, whether				false

		264						LN		11		11		false		           11      there should be written questions or not, is entirely				false

		265						LN		11		12		false		           12      contrary to the entire scope of our discovery rules,				false

		266						LN		11		13		false		           13      which were adopted more than 50 years ago.				false

		267						LN		11		14		false		           14          So we have seen nothing but delays from the				false

		268						LN		11		15		false		           15      Applicant here.  The deposition of Mr. Kobus, who is Mr.				false

		269						LN		11		16		false		           16      Know It All by his own reference and characterizations is				false

		270						LN		11		17		false		           17      entirely appropriate to address questions that are tied				false

		271						LN		11		18		false		           18      to the issues that we have here.  There's no reason for				false

		272						LN		11		19		false		           19      any more detail than that.  And as your Your Honor knows,				false

		273						LN		11		20		false		           20      during the course of depositions there are objections				false

		274						LN		11		21		false		           21      made.  I don't think there's going to be that many				false

		275						LN		11		22		false		           22      objections here, but objections are made and sometimes				false

		276						LN		11		23		false		           23      they have to be ruled on by the Court, or in this case				false

		277						LN		11		24		false		           24      the presiding administrative law judge.  That's the				false
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		281						LN		12		2		false		            2      that allows a party, during the course of the deposition,				false
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		283						LN		12		4		false		            4      to tell a witness not to answer a question because that				false

		284						LN		12		5		false		            5      lawyer thinks that somehow it's not within the scope of				false

		285						LN		12		6		false		            6      questions to be asked.  That is -- there's no authority				false

		286						LN		12		7		false		            7      cited in the response to that, what is largely an				false

		287						LN		12		8		false		            8      outrageous proposition.  And that part of the protective				false

		288						LN		12		9		false		            9      order shouldn't -- certainly should not be considered or				false

		289						LN		12		10		false		           10      granted.				false

		290						LN		12		11		false		           11          We intend to be respectful Mr. Kobus.  We intend to				false

		291						LN		12		12		false		           12      keep within the parameters of Prehearing Order No. 2.  We				false

		292						LN		12		13		false		           13      have seen no grounds by which any protective order should				false

		293						LN		12		14		false		           14      be granted.				false

		294						LN		12		15		false		           15          It talks about oppression, expense, embarrassment.				false

		295						LN		12		16		false		           16      There's none of that that's involved here, nor do we				false

		296						LN		12		17		false		           17      intend to have any questions in that regard.  So we think				false

		297						LN		12		18		false		           18      the order should be granted.  There should be a				false

		298						LN		12		19		false		           19      reasonable time to use the fruits of the deposition to				false

		299						LN		12		20		false		           20      prepare testimony, and we think that sanctions and				false

		300						LN		12		21		false		           21      expenses, given this long, drawn out process, should be				false

		301						LN		12		22		false		           22      granted.				false

		302						LN		12		23		false		           23          And I hope I didn't go on too long, Your Honor.				false

		303						LN		12		24		false		           24      That concludes what I have to say.				false

		304						LN		12		25		false		           25                        JUDGE TOREM:  Stay with me for a				false

		305						PG		13		0		false		page 13				false

		306						LN		13		1		false		            1      moment, Mr. Aramburu, before you hit the mute button.				false

		307						LN		13		2		false		            2      The one piece that I don't think I saw in anybody's				false

		308						LN		13		3		false		            3      motion was a reference to CR 26(i) as a required counsel				false

		309						LN		13		4		false		            4      conference before a court would entertain sanctions.  Did				false

		310						LN		13		5		false		            5      you characterize any of the discussions you have had with				false

		311						LN		13		6		false		            6      Stoel Reeves and the Applicant's counsel to have been a				false

		312						LN		13		7		false		            7      26(i) conference, Mr. Aramburu?				false

		313						LN		13		8		false		            8                        MR. ARAMBURU:  Oh, yes.  And we had --				false

		314						LN		13		9		false		            9      all of our backs and forths about this issue have been				false

		315						LN		13		10		false		           10      recorded by both sides.  We had extensive back and forth				false

		316						LN		13		11		false		           11      regarding this.  We are fully beyond what is required				false

		317						LN		13		12		false		           12      under Civil Rul 37 to consult.  We have done that.  That				false

		318						LN		13		13		false		           13      is expressed by the record that we have here, so that has				false

		319						LN		13		14		false		           14      been fully met.  And we have been, in my view, cautious,				false

		320						LN		13		15		false		           15      and in terms of going about this and making sure that we				false

		321						LN		13		16		false		           16      made -- we expressed our concerns, so we fully met that				false

		322						LN		13		17		false		           17      requirement, Your Honor.				false

		323						LN		13		18		false		           18                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  I just hadn't				false

		324						LN		13		19		false		           19      seen an explicit reference to 26(i) in the reading I had				false

		325						LN		13		20		false		           20      done to this point.  And, in my practice, typically				false

		326						LN		13		21		false		           21      that's one of the first things that I see, at least in				false

		327						LN		13		22		false		           22      the civil practice that I see as an administrative law				false

		328						LN		13		23		false		           23      judge when someone is seeking sanctions, but I will				false

		329						LN		13		24		false		           24      strongly imply that I wanted to make sure that we are on				false

		330						LN		13		25		false		           25      the same page for that and getting out there.				false

		331						PG		14		0		false		page 14				false

		332						LN		14		1		false		            1          Ms. Perlmutter, I want to give you a chance to				false

		333						LN		14		2		false		            2      respond and tell me if you don't think the requirements				false

		334						LN		14		3		false		            3      for CR(26)(i) have not been met by the back and forth				false

		335						LN		14		4		false		            4      that both sides have documented.				false

		336						LN		14		5		false		            5                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  Your Honor, I want to				false

		337						LN		14		6		false		            6      keep this short, of course.  Yeah, we absolutely -- this				false

		338						LN		14		7		false		            7      is not a knee jerk reaction.  This is a substantive				false

		339						LN		14		8		false		            8      reaction.  We absolutely do disagree with any allegation				false

		340						LN		14		9		false		            9      that there's been meet and confer under 26(i).  That is				false

		341						LN		14		10		false		           10      what I was trying to accomplish with my communications				false

		342						LN		14		11		false		           11      with Mr. Aramburu.  And, as I said, all we -- in fact, we				false

		343						LN		14		12		false		           12      sent in the reply in the opposition and all we received				false

		344						LN		14		13		false		           13      was no, no, no.  We would say that there was no good				false

		345						LN		14		14		false		           14      faith attempt whatsoever to try to get this hashed out,				false

		346						LN		14		15		false		           15      at least on the part of TCC.				false

		347						LN		14		16		false		           16                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  Well, that's what				false

		348						LN		14		17		false		           17      we are going to do today.  At the very least we are going				false

		349						LN		14		18		false		           18      to get a deposition scheduled, and I am going to hear				false

		350						LN		14		19		false		           19      from TCC a little bit more and give some guidance as to				false

		351						LN		14		20		false		           20      what's going to happen at that conference.  I am going to				false

		352						LN		14		21		false		           21      make sure I'm available, Mr. Kobus is available, and both				false

		353						LN		14		22		false		           22      sides are available to do something sooner rather than				false

		354						LN		14		23		false		           23      later so it's meaningful for the remaining rounds --				false

		355						LN		14		24		false		           24      remaining round of testimony that TCC might be filing,				false

		356						LN		14		25		false		           25      and consider any extensions needed to allow the record to				false

		357						PG		15		0		false		page 15				false

		358						LN		15		1		false		            1      be created.				false

		359						LN		15		2		false		            2          Ms. Perlmutter, would you also clarify for me, Mr.				false

		360						LN		15		3		false		            3      Kobus a not a witness with prefiled testimony in the				false

		361						LN		15		4		false		            4      first round filed by the Applicant; is that correct?				false

		362						LN		15		5		false		            5                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  That's correct.				false

		363						LN		15		6		false		            6                        JUDGE TOREM:  And do you anticipate				false

		364						LN		15		7		false		            7      having him file testimony as due on -- I think your last				false

		365						LN		15		8		false		            8      round would be July 12th; is that correct?  Is he going				false

		366						LN		15		9		false		            9      to be filing any testimony?				false

		367						LN		15		10		false		           10                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  Your Honor, I don't				false

		368						LN		15		11		false		           11      believe he is, but I defer to Ms. Stavitsky on that, but				false

		369						LN		15		12		false		           12      I do not believe we intend to prefile testimony for him.				false

		370						LN		15		13		false		           13          Can I ask Ms. Stavitsky to weigh in, please?				false

		371						LN		15		14		false		           14                        JUDGE TOREM:  Yes, please.				false

		372						LN		15		15		false		           15                        MS. STAVITSKY:  Yes, certainly, Your				false

		373						LN		15		16		false		           16      Honor.  At this time we don't expect to, in part for the				false

		374						LN		15		17		false		           17      reasons we will explain.  We don't believe there are				false

		375						LN		15		18		false		           18      additional -- we believe that all the relevant issues				false

		376						LN		15		19		false		           19      should be covered under our other witnesses.				false

		377						LN		15		20		false		           20                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  And, Mr.				false

		378						LN		15		21		false		           21      Aramburu, I know that prefiled testimony doesn't give you				false

		379						LN		15		22		false		           22      an opportunity necessarily to call someone as an adverse				false

		380						LN		15		23		false		           23      witness, was there anything that TCC planned on doing as				false

		381						LN		15		24		false		           24      far as calling Mr. Kobus as a witness?  I would imagine				false

		382						LN		15		25		false		           25      it would be difficult to get prefiled testimony from him,				false

		383						PG		16		0		false		page 16				false

		384						LN		16		1		false		            1      especially if you haven't yet been able to meet with him				false

		385						LN		16		2		false		            2      for the deposition.  What's the intent here?				false

		386						LN		16		3		false		            3                        MR. ARAMBURU:  Judge, this situation				false

		387						LN		16		4		false		            4      is very unusual because the Applicant has filed a				false

		388						LN		16		5		false		            5      lengthy, lengthy application for site certification, and				false

		389						LN		16		6		false		            6      has amended that site certification, but there are no				false

		390						LN		16		7		false		            7      witnesses that have been identified to speak to the				false

		391						LN		16		8		false		            8      contents of that site certification application.				false

		392						LN		16		9		false		            9          And in ordinary course the Applicant brings forth				false

		393						LN		16		10		false		           10      witnesses to describe the materials that they have				false

		394						LN		16		11		false		           11      submitted and stand to -- stand for cross-examination				false

		395						LN		16		12		false		           12      with respect to that application.  That hasn't been done				false

		396						LN		16		13		false		           13      here.  And I think it's a major defect in the proceedings				false

		397						LN		16		14		false		           14      here because they are essentially holding -- they are				false

		398						LN		16		15		false		           15      trying to keep anyone from asking questions about the --				false

		399						LN		16		16		false		           16      the site certification application.				false

		400						LN		16		17		false		           17          So, no, there hasn't been any effort.  I think that				false

		401						LN		16		18		false		           18      the proceedings to this point have been defective.  I was				false

		402						LN		16		19		false		           19      expecting to see some witness that said I participated in				false

		403						LN		16		20		false		           20      this and here are the witnesses and experts whoever they				false

		404						LN		16		21		false		           21      are that were responsible for these sections in the				false

		405						LN		16		22		false		           22      application.  That has not happened.  I think that's a				false

		406						LN		16		23		false		           23      major defect.				false

		407						LN		16		24		false		           24          But in answer -- in more of a short answer to your				false

		408						LN		16		25		false		           25      question, yes, I intend to ask this witness who				false

		409						PG		17		0		false		page 17				false

		410						LN		17		1		false		            1      identifies himself as Mr. Know It All to -- with regard				false

		411						LN		17		2		false		            2      to questions -- with regard to contents of elements of				false

		412						LN		17		3		false		            3      the application for site certification.				false

		413						LN		17		4		false		            4                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  That helps				false

		414						LN		17		5		false		            5      clarify.				false

		415						LN		17		6		false		            6                        MS. STAVITSKY:  Your Honor, if I may?				false

		416						LN		17		7		false		            7                        JUDGE TOREM:  Is this Ms. Stavitsky?				false

		417						LN		17		8		false		            8                        MS. STAVITSKY:  Yes, Your Honor.				false

		418						LN		17		9		false		            9                        JUDGE TOREM:  Go ahead.				false

		419						LN		17		10		false		           10                        MS. STAVITSKY:  Just to clarify one				false

		420						LN		17		11		false		           11      point, I'm not sure exactly what is unusual about the				false

		421						LN		17		12		false		           12      process, and I'm speaking with respect to Applicant's				false

		422						LN		17		13		false		           13      approach to the prefiled testimony.  That's actually				false

		423						LN		17		14		false		           14      exactly what we aim to do in our prefiled testimony is				false

		424						LN		17		15		false		           15      provide various witnesses that each cover their				false

		425						LN		17		16		false		           16      respective sections of the application and, you know,				false

		426						LN		17		17		false		           17      which witness goes with which section and it's actually				false

		427						LN		17		18		false		           18      explicitly outlined in the testimony that we have				false

		428						LN		17		19		false		           19      submitted, so just to provide that context.  That's				false

		429						LN		17		20		false		           20      exactly the approach that we have gone through with our				false

		430						LN		17		21		false		           21      submissions thus far.				false

		431						LN		17		22		false		           22                        JUDGE TOREM:  I understand that, Ms.				false

		432						LN		17		23		false		           23      Stavitsky.  I think what I'm hearing from Mr. Aramburu is				false

		433						LN		17		24		false		           24      that Scout Clean Energy came to the Council with Mr.				false

		434						LN		17		25		false		           25      Kobus as the main proponent and spokesperson for this				false

		435						PG		18		0		false		page 18				false

		436						LN		18		1		false		            1      application back in February of 2021.  He presented all				false

		437						LN		18		2		false		            2      of the material at the informational meeting, as well as				false

		438						LN		18		3		false		            3      at the council meeting in which this application was				false

		439						LN		18		4		false		            4      filed, and did come off as the spokesperson for Scout				false

		440						LN		18		5		false		            5      until we got into further stages of things, and now the				false

		441						LN		18		6		false		            6      litigation and adjudication he may or may not be part of				false

		442						LN		18		7		false		            7      the Applicant's case in chief, as I understand Mr.				false

		443						LN		18		8		false		            8      Aramburu's position, the chief spokesperson and the				false

		444						LN		18		9		false		            9      person with the most knowledge of the application when				false

		445						LN		18		10		false		           10      this whole thing started two plus years ago.				false

		446						LN		18		11		false		           11          I understand the desire to speak with Mr. Kobus and				false

		447						LN		18		12		false		           12      learn whatever Mr. Aramburu thinks is going to be the				false

		448						LN		18		13		false		           13      differences between what's already been prefiled				false

		449						LN		18		14		false		           14      testimony and what might be in the application that's not				false

		450						LN		18		15		false		           15      yet addressed in TCC's mind.				false

		451						LN		18		16		false		           16          I do think it's appropriate to make him available				false

		452						LN		18		17		false		           17      for the deposition particularly because he's not filing				false

		453						LN		18		18		false		           18      any testimony in this matter, and that's a choice for the				false

		454						LN		18		19		false		           19      Applicant.  I think in past practice sometimes the				false

		455						LN		18		20		false		           20      proponent of the project that signed the application and				false

		456						LN		18		21		false		           21      presented it to the Council has testified.  I don't know				false

		457						LN		18		22		false		           22      that that's a rule or a requirement, certainly not a				false

		458						LN		18		23		false		           23      requirement, but it may not have happened in every				false

		459						LN		18		24		false		           24      application, but it has in the past, at least, on				false

		460						LN		18		25		false		           25      occasion.				false

		461						PG		19		0		false		page 19				false

		462						LN		19		1		false		            1          So Mr. Aramburu will, as you are willing to product				false

		463						LN		19		2		false		            2      Mr. Kobus, get access to him and be able to ask him a				false

		464						LN		19		3		false		            3      reasonable range of questions as described today.				false

		465						LN		19		4		false		            4      Discovery is intended to lead to relevant information.				false

		466						LN		19		5		false		            5      It may not be admitted or brought forth at hearing, but				false

		467						LN		19		6		false		            6      it can be used to help round out TCC's case in opposition				false

		468						LN		19		7		false		            7      to this application.				false

		469						LN		19		8		false		            8          I think today the best thing to do is figure out				false

		470						LN		19		9		false		            9      when this can be made to happen.  My understanding is the				false

		471						LN		19		10		false		           10      original deposition notice was sent out for early this --				false

		472						LN		19		11		false		           11      early last month and Mr. Kobus was not available, and did				false

		473						LN		19		12		false		           12      not answer the notice of deposition, and here we are a				false

		474						LN		19		13		false		           13      month later still trying to get that scheduled.				false

		475						LN		19		14		false		           14          Given the amount of other things that have happened				false

		476						LN		19		15		false		           15      between now and the original deposition notice, I'm				false

		477						LN		19		16		false		           16      surprised this hasn't happened but I guess it's				false

		478						LN		19		17		false		           17      understandable at some level given the other business,				false

		479						LN		19		18		false		           18      and I hate to do this on the record but let's get our				false

		480						LN		19		19		false		           19      calendars out and find a time that works sooner rather				false

		481						LN		19		20		false		           20      than later.				false

		482						LN		19		21		false		           21          I will ask Ms. Perlmutter and if you will have Mr.				false

		483						LN		19		22		false		           22      Kobus speak for himself, what are the limitations on				false

		484						LN		19		23		false		           23      availability coming up and whether -- we have a national				false

		485						LN		19		24		false		           24      holiday tomorrow to observe.  There's testimony due from				false

		486						LN		19		25		false		           25      the other parties on Wednesday, and then we have a few				false

		487						PG		20		0		false		page 20				false

		488						LN		20		1		false		            1      days -- another ten days perhaps for the responding				false

		489						LN		20		2		false		            2      parties, TCC, and everybody else that's on the line to				false

		490						LN		20		3		false		            3      file their reply, but the Applicant is going to be				false

		491						LN		20		4		false		            4      getting ready to produce testimony on Wednesday of next				false

		492						LN		20		5		false		            5      week.  I get it.  It's busy.  When would Mr. Kobus be				false

		493						LN		20		6		false		            6      available?				false

		494						LN		20		7		false		            7          First, actually, let me ask Mr. Aramburu, are you				false

		495						LN		20		8		false		            8      wanting him available in the days ahead or are you				false

		496						LN		20		9		false		            9      wanting to focus on testimony first and then try to take				false

		497						LN		20		10		false		           10      care of this before we get to hearing August 9th and 10th				false

		498						LN		20		11		false		           11      or 10th and 11th?  Mr. Aramburu, what's the desired				false

		499						LN		20		12		false		           12      timeline other than June 5th was it and now every day				false

		500						LN		20		13		false		           13      that goes by is another difficulty for you?				false

		501						LN		20		14		false		           14                        MR. ARAMBURU:  Thank you, Your Honor.				false

		502						LN		20		15		false		           15      Every day that goes by, yes, indeed it's a further				false

		503						LN		20		16		false		           16      difficulty for us in terms of preparing.  And one of the				false

		504						LN		20		17		false		           17      difficulties we have at this stage of things is that, as				false

		505						LN		20		18		false		           18      I indicated in my previous communications, we want to use				false

		506						LN		20		19		false		           19      Mr. Kobus' deposition testimony to assist other witnesses				false

		507						LN		20		20		false		           20      in testimony that they may have.  And given the schedule				false

		508						LN		20		21		false		           21      that we have at this point that's going to be very				false

		509						LN		20		22		false		           22      difficult.  It is simply impossible for us to try to				false

		510						LN		20		23		false		           23      schedule because of the needs of pulling together				false

		511						LN		20		24		false		           24      testimony due on July 14 to do it before then, and we				false

		512						LN		20		25		false		           25      need a reasonable amount of preparation time.				false

		513						PG		21		0		false		page 21				false

		514						LN		21		1		false		            1          So I would suggest that the first date for testimony				false

		515						LN		21		2		false		            2      for Mr. Kobus' deposition should be July 20.  I don't				false

		516						LN		21		3		false		            3      want to wait too long, but we just can't do it next week,				false

		517						LN		21		4		false		            4      Your Honor.  It's just impossible with the schedule that				false

		518						LN		21		5		false		            5      you have set.  We think July 20 would be a reasonable				false

		519						LN		21		6		false		            6      date.  That will give us time to get our testimony in and				false

		520						LN		21		7		false		            7      then focus on the deposition.				false

		521						LN		21		8		false		            8                        JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  Mr.				false

		522						LN		21		9		false		            9      Aramburu, I appreciate that.  Can I give you some polite				false

		523						LN		21		10		false		           10      pushback as to maybe we could carve out a few hours				false

		524						LN		21		11		false		           11      earlier so that you get this information in a more				false

		525						LN		21		12		false		           12      meaningful time frame?  My only polite question here				false

		526						LN		21		13		false		           13      really is, you filed a notice of deposition for June 5th				false

		527						LN		21		14		false		           14      which would have implied to me you were ready to go with				false

		528						LN		21		15		false		           15      whatever questions on that date.  I'm willing to push it				false

		529						LN		21		16		false		           16      out to that -- after testimony is done, if that's what				false

		530						LN		21		17		false		           17      the relief you are seeking, but I just was assuming that				false

		531						LN		21		18		false		           18      you were ready to go when you noted the deposition for a				false

		532						LN		21		19		false		           19      month ago.				false

		533						LN		21		20		false		           20                        MR. ARAMBURU:  Yes, we were ready to				false

		534						LN		21		21		false		           21      go with some general questions.  We didn't finish those				false

		535						LN		21		22		false		           22      because we have been put off ever since then by the				false

		536						LN		21		23		false		           23      delays from the Applicant.  I am out of the office a				false

		537						LN		21		24		false		           24      couple of days next week.  I think we can possibly look				false

		538						LN		21		25		false		           25      to the 18th of July, but no sooner than then, Your Honor.				false

		539						PG		22		0		false		page 22				false

		540						LN		22		1		false		            1      I mean, we tried to set up a reasonable schedule for use				false

		541						LN		22		2		false		            2      of the testimony and doing all of these things and now we				false

		542						LN		22		3		false		            3      are backed up against a very severe limitation for				false

		543						LN		22		4		false		            4      testimony to be in by the 14th, and that's a major job.				false

		544						LN		22		5		false		            5      I have to be out of the office for a couple days, and so				false

		545						LN		22		6		false		            6      I think any -- I think July 20 is a reasonable date.  We				false

		546						LN		22		7		false		            7      could do it July 18.  I believe July 19 is the EFSEC				false

		547						LN		22		8		false		            8      Council meeting, so I would say I really think the 20th				false

		548						LN		22		9		false		            9      is a good date that allows us to recover from the process				false

		549						LN		22		10		false		           10      of presenting all of this testimony and get ready for Mr.				false

		550						LN		22		11		false		           11      Kobus' deposition, so we would request that as the date.				false

		551						LN		22		12		false		           12                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  I understand the				false

		552						LN		22		13		false		           13      evolution of how things have gone and people's schedules				false

		553						LN		22		14		false		           14      being what they are, including yours, so I wanted to hear				false

		554						LN		22		15		false		           15      the answer to that, Mr. Aramburu, and then give it the				false

		555						LN		22		16		false		           16      full consideration and respect.				false

		556						LN		22		17		false		           17          I'm available a lot of the time on the 18th if I was				false

		557						LN		22		18		false		           18      needed.  The 19th could be made to work for my				false

		558						LN		22		19		false		           19      availability if needed to respond to anything during the				false

		559						LN		22		20		false		           20      deposition.  The 20th is a little bit more limited, but				false

		560						LN		22		21		false		           21      still a possibility given certain time windows.				false

		561						LN		22		22		false		           22          Let me hear from Ms. Perlmutter as to the scheduling				false

		562						LN		22		23		false		           23      if Mr. Kobus is available on any of those three days from				false

		563						LN		22		24		false		           24      the 18th through the 20th of July or if not, why not.				false

		564						LN		22		25		false		           25                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  I will need to				false

		565						PG		23		0		false		page 23				false

		566						LN		23		1		false		            1      check -- we can ask Mr. Kobus directly.  I would note two				false

		567						LN		23		2		false		            2      things, Your Honor.  One is that I'm actually going to be				false

		568						LN		23		3		false		            3      on a flight on the 19th and it's -- it's going to pretty				false

		569						LN		23		4		false		            4      much mess up my whole day.  And then on the 20th, I'm				false

		570						LN		23		5		false		            5      available but it looks like we already have a deposition				false

		571						LN		23		6		false		            6      scheduled for that date in this matter, the deposition of				false

		572						LN		23		7		false		            7      Jason Fedora is scheduled for the 20th.				false

		573						LN		23		8		false		            8                        JUDGE TOREM:  And what's the timing				false

		574						LN		23		9		false		            9      for that one?				false

		575						LN		23		10		false		           10                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  Let me just take a				false

		576						LN		23		11		false		           11      look.  The notice says that it's going to be at nine a.m.				false

		577						LN		23		12		false		           12      on the 20th.				false

		578						LN		23		13		false		           13                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  And, Mr.				false

		579						LN		23		14		false		           14      Aramburu, I take it that's your deposition notice or is				false

		580						LN		23		15		false		           15      that from another party?				false

		581						LN		23		16		false		           16                        MR. ARAMBURU:  That's a deposition				false

		582						LN		23		17		false		           17      notice from the Yakama Tribe.				false

		583						LN		23		18		false		           18                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  Let me then				false

		584						LN		23		19		false		           19      ask --				false

		585						LN		23		20		false		           20                        MR. ARAMBURU:  We may be attending				false

		586						LN		23		21		false		           21      that as well, but that's a notice from them.  I'm sorry I				false

		587						LN		23		22		false		           22      didn't consult the deposition schedule from the Tribe.				false

		588						LN		23		23		false		           23                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  Well, I obviously				false

		589						LN		23		24		false		           24      don't get copies of the notices of deposition, nor should				false

		590						LN		23		25		false		           25      I, but let me ask Ms. Houston if you anticipated how long				false

		591						PG		24		0		false		page 24				false

		592						LN		24		1		false		            1      the deposition of this person would be on July 20th at				false

		593						LN		24		2		false		            2      nine a.m.?				false

		594						LN		24		3		false		            3                        MS. HOUSTON:  Good afternoon, Your				false

		595						LN		24		4		false		            4      Honor, I think we actually noted it for all day, but				false

		596						LN		24		5		false		            5      based on our deposition of another WDFW employee which				false

		597						LN		24		6		false		            6      only went about half a day, I anticipate it might be				false

		598						LN		24		7		false		            7      along those lines in terms of timing, but I can't say for				false

		599						LN		24		8		false		            8      sure.				false

		600						LN		24		9		false		            9                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  I'm wondering if				false

		601						LN		24		10		false		           10      we try to get in Mr. Kobus that afternoon if that would				false

		602						LN		24		11		false		           11      work, but I am going to come back to the July 18th date				false

		603						LN		24		12		false		           12      as well given the deposition timing for that witness.				false

		604						LN		24		13		false		           13          Mr. Kobus you are on the line and hearing all of				false

		605						LN		24		14		false		           14      this.  We are talking about your schedule.  Can you				false

		606						LN		24		15		false		           15      enlighten us to your availability July 18th, 19th, and				false

		607						LN		24		16		false		           16      20th?				false

		608						LN		24		17		false		           17                        MR. KOBUS:  Yes, Judge Torem, are you				false

		609						LN		24		18		false		           18      able to hear me?				false

		610						LN		24		19		false		           19                        JUDGE TOREM:  I can.				false

		611						LN		24		20		false		           20                        MR. KOBUS:  Okay.  I will make myself				false

		612						LN		24		21		false		           21      available on either of those days.				false

		613						LN		24		22		false		           22                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  So all three of				false

		614						LN		24		23		false		           23      those days could be made to work for you?				false

		615						LN		24		24		false		           24                        MR. KOBUS:  That's correct.				false

		616						LN		24		25		false		           25                        JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  Thank you.				false

		617						PG		25		0		false		page 25				false

		618						LN		25		1		false		            1      Mr. Aramburu, given the discussion we have had and Ms.				false

		619						LN		25		2		false		            2      Perlmutter's travel arrangements on the 19th, would you				false

		620						LN		25		3		false		            3      prefer to schedule this for the afternoon of the 20th				false

		621						LN		25		4		false		            4      since it's not your deposition in the morning with the				false

		622						LN		25		5		false		            5      Fish and Wildlife employee, or would you rather it be on				false

		623						LN		25		6		false		            6      the 18th where as far as I know there are no other				false

		624						LN		25		7		false		            7      competing depositions?				false

		625						LN		25		8		false		            8                        MR. ARAMBURU:  Well, Your Honor, I do				false

		626						LN		25		9		false		            9      want a little opportunity to recover from our filings of				false

		627						LN		25		10		false		           10      the prior week, so can we do it on the 21st?  How is that				false

		628						LN		25		11		false		           11      for everyone?  That's open on my schedule.				false

		629						LN		25		12		false		           12                        JUDGE TOREM:  I can accommodate being				false

		630						LN		25		13		false		           13      available probably from noon onward on the 21st on				false

		631						LN		25		14		false		           14      Friday.				false

		632						LN		25		15		false		           15          Mr. Kobus, would that afternoon work for you?				false

		633						LN		25		16		false		           16                        MR. KOBUS:  That would be acceptable				false

		634						LN		25		17		false		           17      to me as well, Judge Torem.				false

		635						LN		25		18		false		           18                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  It sounds like we				false

		636						LN		25		19		false		           19      have got a date on July 21st, and if you set that for --				false

		637						LN		25		20		false		           20      actually, I could do from 12 p.m. onward.  Mr. Aramburu,				false

		638						LN		25		21		false		           21      what would be your preference to begin your deposition				false

		639						LN		25		22		false		           22      and how long of timing are you asking Mr. Kobus to be				false

		640						LN		25		23		false		           23      available on that Friday afternoon?				false

		641						LN		25		24		false		           24                        MR. ARAMBURU:  When one speaks of the				false

		642						LN		25		25		false		           25      length of depositions we don't know the length of the				false

		643						PG		26		0		false		page 26				false

		644						LN		26		1		false		            1      answers.  Here's what I would like to do.  I know you				false

		645						LN		26		2		false		            2      want to be available to resolve any issues that may come				false

		646						LN		26		3		false		            3      up, so I would suggest that we start the deposition at				false

		647						LN		26		4		false		            4      eleven o'clock.  You would be available at noon, and then				false

		648						LN		26		5		false		            5      we schedule for possibly three or four hours.  I don't				false

		649						LN		26		6		false		            6      know at this point, but I think Mr. Kobus should be				false

		650						LN		26		7		false		            7      available at least until five.				false

		651						LN		26		8		false		            8                        JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  Ms.				false

		652						LN		26		9		false		            9      Perlmutter, is that available and acceptable to the				false

		653						LN		26		10		false		           10      Applicant?				false

		654						LN		26		11		false		           11                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  Yes, it is, Your				false

		655						LN		26		12		false		           12      Honor.				false

		656						LN		26		13		false		           13                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  Great.  And, Mr.				false

		657						LN		26		14		false		           14      Kobus, if you will carve out that afternoon from eleven				false

		658						LN		26		15		false		           15      a.m. until five p.m. and hopefully it won't take quite				false

		659						LN		26		16		false		           16      that long for your deposition, is that something you are				false

		660						LN		26		17		false		           17      going to be able to do?				false

		661						LN		26		18		false		           18                        MR. KOBUS:  I will do that.  Thank				false

		662						LN		26		19		false		           19      you, Judge Torem.				false

		663						LN		26		20		false		           20                        JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  So I am				false

		664						LN		26		21		false		           21      going to ask Mr. Aramburu to set up a notice of				false

		665						LN		26		22		false		           22      deposition, and for this particular one file a copy with				false

		666						LN		26		23		false		           23      EFSEC so I get a copy and have it on my calendar.  I will				false

		667						LN		26		24		false		           24      make myself available for telephone standby.  Off the				false

		668						LN		26		25		false		           25      record I will make Mr. Aramburu -- I will send you a				false

		669						PG		27		0		false		page 27				false

		670						LN		27		1		false		            1      separate email and copy Ms. Perlmutter and perhaps the				false

		671						LN		27		2		false		            2      other attorneys with my cell phone number and make myself				false

		672						LN		27		3		false		            3      available during that time frame.  While I'm hoping the				false

		673						LN		27		4		false		            4      phone doesn't ring on that Friday, we will see what				false

		674						LN		27		5		false		            5      happens.				false

		675						LN		27		6		false		            6          As for the scope of the deposition, Mr. Aramburu,				false

		676						LN		27		7		false		            7      let's talk a little bit about that.  I can put it in the				false

		677						LN		27		8		false		            8      written order but I think today would be helpful to give				false

		678						LN		27		9		false		            9      some guidance verbally.				false

		679						LN		27		10		false		           10                        MR. ARAMBURU:  If you are going to be				false

		680						LN		27		11		false		           11      involved in the course of the deposition this will				false

		681						LN		27		12		false		           12      probably be vie Zoom or some other format, so it would				false

		682						LN		27		13		false		           13      probably be appropriate to figure out a way that you				false

		683						LN		27		14		false		           14      could be involved in the Zoom hearing or otherwise be as				false

		684						LN		27		15		false		           15      a part of the recorded testimony.				false

		685						LN		27		16		false		           16                        JUDGE TOREM:  And I can certainly be				false

		686						LN		27		17		false		           17      called by telephone, or I can use my cell phone				false

		687						LN		27		18		false		           18      application of Zoom if need be, so whatever arrangement				false

		688						LN		27		19		false		           19      you think is acceptable.  If you want to do an off the				false

		689						LN		27		20		false		           20      record, you know, check of that technology at some				false

		690						LN		27		21		false		           21      agreeable time beforehand I'm willing to do that as well				false

		691						LN		27		22		false		           22      to make sure things work.  You let me know, Mr. Aramburu,				false

		692						LN		27		23		false		           23      if -- obviously, I am not going to show up wherever it is				false

		693						LN		27		24		false		           24      in person, but I can be available by Zoom or phone.				false

		694						LN		27		25		false		           25                        MR. ARAMBURU:  My intention originally				false

		695						PG		28		0		false		page 28				false

		696						LN		28		1		false		            1      and my intention now is to do this via Zoom.				false

		697						LN		28		2		false		            2                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  Then I will make				false

		698						LN		28		3		false		            3      sure the cell phone is charged and the Zoom app will be				false

		699						LN		28		4		false		            4      available if a link is sent to me after a phone call to				false

		700						LN		28		5		false		            5      find me, and we will make sure that happens.				false

		701						LN		28		6		false		            6                        MR. ARAMBURU:  Let me ask the parties,				false

		702						LN		28		7		false		            7      as I understand, Mr. Kobus is a resident of the				false

		703						LN		28		8		false		            8      Tri-Cities area, so there's a possibility we might do the				false

		704						LN		28		9		false		            9      deposition live at an appropriate location in Tri-Cities.				false

		705						LN		28		10		false		           10      Does anyone have an objection to that as an alternative?				false

		706						LN		28		11		false		           11                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  Yes, I do actually.				false

		707						LN		28		12		false		           12      I know this is very rare to object and demand a Zoom				false

		708						LN		28		13		false		           13      deposition, I but I will actually be in Salt Lake City				false

		709						LN		28		14		false		           14      that day.				false

		710						LN		28		15		false		           15                        MR. ARAMBURU:  Well, I noticed that				false

		711						LN		28		16		false		           16      the Applicant has four lawyers that are continuously				false

		712						LN		28		17		false		           17      involved, so I would like the option of taking the				false

		713						LN		28		18		false		           18      deposition in person, which is the standard course.				false

		714						LN		28		19		false		           19                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  Understood, and we				false

		715						LN		28		20		false		           20      would appreciate your consideration on this.  I will be				false

		716						LN		28		21		false		           21      the one handling Mr. Kobus' deposition.				false

		717						LN		28		22		false		           22                        MR. ARAMBURU:  Okay.  I would be happy				false

		718						LN		28		23		false		           23      to talk to you about that offline.				false

		719						LN		28		24		false		           24                        JUDGE TOREM:  Ms. Perlmutter, this is				false

		720						LN		28		25		false		           25      Judge Torem.  I would hope if Mr. Kobus is available that				false

		721						PG		29		0		false		page 29				false

		722						LN		29		1		false		            1      day in the Tri-Cities and if there was a way to get an				false

		723						LN		29		2		false		            2      associate to be present that that could be made to work.				false

		724						LN		29		3		false		            3      It might facilitate the handling of documents better than				false

		725						LN		29		4		false		            4      Zoom might be, at least on his end, and we could sort out				false

		726						LN		29		5		false		            5      if you can find a way to do that, fantastic.  If it is				false

		727						LN		29		6		false		            6      going to be all by Zoom I think it might take longer,				false

		728						LN		29		7		false		            7      frankly, for these things to happen.				false

		729						LN		29		8		false		            8          I think, as the parties know, my personal preference				false

		730						LN		29		9		false		            9      is to do these things in person and we have some other				false

		731						LN		29		10		false		           10      limitations on the adjudication in that regard already,				false

		732						LN		29		11		false		           11      if the deposition could be done face to face that might				false

		733						LN		29		12		false		           12      make it easier on Mr. Kobus and less stressful,				false

		734						LN		29		13		false		           13      particularly if an associate can be there with him.				false

		735						LN		29		14		false		           14          I'm not directing that.  I'm suggesting it might				false

		736						LN		29		15		false		           15      just smooth things along here.				false

		737						LN		29		16		false		           16                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  We can make it work,				false

		738						LN		29		17		false		           17      Your Honor.  I will note that I think we all, I don't				false

		739						LN		29		18		false		           18      want to just say me, we have all gotten accustomed to				false

		740						LN		29		19		false		           19      Zoom depositions, but certainly we can make somebody				false

		741						LN		29		20		false		           20      available there, most likely me.  I will make other				false

		742						LN		29		21		false		           21      arrangements for travel.				false

		743						LN		29		22		false		           22                        JUDGE TOREM:  Again, I don't know what				false

		744						LN		29		23		false		           23      your trip to Salt Lake City is about and I don't need to.				false

		745						LN		29		24		false		           24      If it's important, do it.  If it's something that can be				false

		746						LN		29		25		false		           25      compromised and you prefer to be the one, Ms. Perlmutter,				false

		747						PG		30		0		false		page 30				false

		748						LN		30		1		false		            1      then so be it.  Again, I'm making a suggestion and not an				false

		749						LN		30		2		false		            2      order in that regard.				false

		750						LN		30		3		false		            3                        MS. PERLMUTTER:   We will figure it				false

		751						LN		30		4		false		            4      out, Your Honor.  It's  a business conference, but I will				false

		752						LN		30		5		false		            5      figure it out.				false

		753						LN		30		6		false		            6                        JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  I hope you				false

		754						LN		30		7		false		            7      will.  I appreciate the tenor today because the tenor in				false

		755						LN		30		8		false		            8      writing has not been something that I think bodes well				false

		756						LN		30		9		false		            9      for how litigation could go in this.  I appreciate the				false
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		758						LN		30		11		false		           11      at least diffusing some of the tension that comes right				false

		759						LN		30		12		false		           12      out of the pages that were filed and electronically				false

		760						LN		30		13		false		           13      leaking out on my screen.  I hope that every party would				false

		761						LN		30		14		false		           14      take some of that shrillness out and just focus on what				false

		762						LN		30		15		false		           15      the mission is here, to get the relevant information in				false

		763						LN		30		16		false		           16      front of the requesting party and make it happen.				false

		764						LN		30		17		false		           17          Let's turn to the scope of that relevant information				false

		765						LN		30		18		false		           18      now.  It sounds as though, Mr. Aramburu, that you are				false

		766						LN		30		19		false		           19      seeking background on how the application was prepared.				false

		767						LN		30		20		false		           20      It sounds as though you are seeking information on how				false

		768						LN		30		21		false		           21      the application came to be amended.  That seems like a				false

		769						LN		30		22		false		           22      pretty general ballpark of what you are asking for; am I				false

		770						LN		30		23		false		           23      correct?				false

		771						LN		30		24		false		           24                        MR. ARAMBURU:  Yes.  We haven't				false

		772						LN		30		25		false		           25      formulated our individual questions.  We have been busy				false

		773						PG		31		0		false		page 31				false

		774						LN		31		1		false		            1      with testimony and other things but, yes, we will have				false
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		872						LN		34		21		false		           21      this adjudication.  I have no other expectation than				false

		873						LN		34		22		false		           22      that's how it will go when this deposition goes forward				false

		874						LN		34		23		false		           23      on Friday the 21st of July at eleven a.m.  I'm counting				false

		875						LN		34		24		false		           24      on that my phone is not going to start ringing off the				false

		876						LN		34		25		false		           25      hook at twelve noon.				false

		877						PG		35		0		false		page 35				false

		878						LN		35		1		false		            1          I want to take the record -- the motion and response				false

		879						LN		35		2		false		            2      under consideration and issue something in writing over				false

		880						LN		35		3		false		            3      the next couple of days.  If you don't see it on				false

		881						LN		35		4		false		            4      Wednesday it just means I'm still thinking about it and				false

		882						LN		35		5		false		            5      that my outdoor hiking tomorrow on July 4th has meant				false

		883						LN		35		6		false		            6      that I didn't do any work on the holiday.  So I'm going				false

		884						LN		35		7		false		            7      to try to get to this in the next few days.  Certainly,				false
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            1                         BE IT REMEMBERED that on



            2      Monday, July 3, 2023, via Zoom, at 3:20 p.m., before



            3      Christy Sheppard, Certified Court Reporter, CCR, RPR;



            4                         WHEREUPON, the following proceedings



            5      were had, to wit:



            6



            7                            <<<<<< >>>>>>



            8



            9                        JUDGE TOREM:  Good afternoon everyone.



           10      This is Judge Torem in the matter of the Horse Heaven



           11      Wind application.  Today's date is July 3rd, 2023.  It's



           12      now 3:20 in the afternoon, on a nice Monday afternoon.



           13          We have one issue in front of us today.  There's a



           14      motion to compel the testimony of Scout Clean Energy's



           15      Dave Kobus that was filed on June 23rd by intervenor Tri



           16      Cities Cares and Mr. Aramburu is on the line to represent



           17      for that purpose.



           18          Also on the line for the Applicant, who are opposing



           19      the motion to compel and the accompanying letter -- or



           20      the request for sanctions from TCC.  We have Willa



           21      Perlmutter.  We have established she's accompanied today



           22      by Ariel Stavitsky and Dave Kobus of Scout Clean Energy.



           23          We have other parties on the line that are not



           24      necessarily participating in the motion itself but are



           25      listening in.  From Benton County we have attorney Aziza
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            1      Foster on the line.  Counsel for the Environment Sarah



            2      Reyneveld is on the line.  And on behalf of the Yakama



            3      Nation we have Jessica Houston, another attorney from



            4      their Office of Counsel.  That's all the parties that we



            5      need.



            6          For the public listening in today, as was indicated



            7      in the notice, there's not going to be an opportunity for



            8      public comment.  This is strictly a procedural matter and



            9      a discovery issue that's come to my attention that needs



           10      to be resolved hopefully today, and whatever ruling I



           11      might come to I'm hoping to reduce to a short, written



           12      order that's likely to be published -- well tomorrow is a



           13      holiday, July 4th, so likely on the 5th.



           14          Mr. Aramburu, again, you filed your motion on June



           15      23rd.  I have the applicant's opposition that was filed



           16      on June 28th, I believe it was, and then you filed a



           17      reply shortly before this conference this afternoon.



           18          Can you summarize quickly for us so we are all on



           19      the same page in a few words what it is you are seeking.



           20                        MR. ARAMBURU:  Our motion -- just a



           21      second.  We are having some computer difficulties here.



           22      Pardon me.  We are having some trouble hearing the other



           23      parties.



           24          So the summary of the motion, it's in front of all



           25      the parties, and it does not need a lot of additional
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            1      work.  We believe that Mr. Kobus' testimony is relevant



            2      to the proceedings here; that his deposition is



            3      appropriate to be taken; that due to the lengthy refusal



            4      to make Mr. Kobus available for the deposition sanctions



            5      should be ordered, and because of the late filed motion



            6      for protective order, which should be denied, costs and



            7      expenses related to that should be awarded as well.



            8          And then, in addition, we have the procedural



            9      aspects of the motion itself -- of the proceeding itself.



           10      We have asked that Mr. Kobus be made available at a time



           11      convenient to TCC counsel, which is getting to be a



           12      problem because of the testimony requirements, and we



           13      have some reasonable period of time to use his deposition



           14      for purposes of preparing testimony during the course of



           15      the hearings.



           16          So everybody has read this.  I don't know if you



           17      want anything more.



           18                        JUDGE TOREM:  You know what, that will



           19      be fine, Mr. Aramburu.  I just wanted to get us on the



           20      same page as to the relief you are seeking, and then I



           21      will ask the Applicant to, again, state where they are



           22      willing to grant that relief without me standing in.



           23          I understand there was a question of scope of the



           24      deposition and then opposition to the sanctions.  So, Ms.



           25      Perlmutter, in the same level of detail as Mr. Aramburu
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            1      just provided, if you can summarize the Applicant's



            2      position and where I'm not needed and perhaps where I am



            3      on this.



            4                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  Thanks so much, Your



            5      Honor.  At the outset I would like to note that I was not



            6      served with the reply brief that Mr. Aramburu apparently



            7      filed this morning.  Ms. Stavitsky sent it on to me just



            8      about an hour ago, so I had no ideas that there was



            9      anything that I needed to respond to other than what was



           10      in the motion.



           11          That said, I do want to just flag very briefly a



           12      couple of things.  First of all we have not and have



           13      never refused to make Mr. Kobus available.  We would like



           14      to put some limits on the scope of his deposition



           15      consistent with what the Court has always said, which is



           16      that the role of TCC is limited to some issues, to some



           17      specific issues.  I understand that those issues are to



           18      be broadly construed, but at this point the only thing we



           19      have gotten from TCC has been we are going to ask him



           20      about everything, everywhere all at once.



           21          We would also note a couple of other things.  One is



           22      that the Court had said that -- this is with regard to



           23      the request for TCC to have an additional three weeks



           24      after the signing of Mr. Kobus' deposition for them to



           25      then submit additional testimony.  We suggest that that's
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            1      not necessary.



            2          First of all, the Court has already made it very



            3      clear that pretrial testimony is really to be the chief



            4      source of discovery for the parties' principal positions.



            5      And obviously, maybe not obviously, but Scout Clean



            6      Energy is, of course, filing prefiled testimony like



            7      everybody else.  To the extent that TCC asked for an



            8      additional three weeks after Mr. Kobus signs, I just



            9      wanted to point out that in Exhibit B to my opposition,



           10      to our opposition to the opening motion, Mr. Aramburu



           11      specifically said that he did intend to file the motion



           12      to compel.  That was on June 2nd.  And I think the Court



           13      might be mistaken or maybe there is a discrepancy, but we



           14      received the motion to compel on June 25th.  In other



           15      words, more than three weeks after the first time that



           16      Mr. Aramburu said that he intended to file a motion to



           17      compel.  And, also, that was the very same day that the



           18      Court admonished the parties to file any motions for



           19      discovery promptly.



           20          We suggest that the delay here is really TCC's, to



           21      the extent that they are looking for additional time in



           22      which to submit testimony.



           23          I would also point out that in the Court's letter



           24      from June 30th, which I guess was the end of last week,



           25      the Court specifically indicated that -- or reminded the
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            1      parties that the second prehearing conference order



            2      doesn't set a deadline or cutoff, that the parties



            3      continue to take discovery from each other after the



            4      deadline for the prefiled testimony.  And, indeed, the



            5      Court opened the door, left open the door for the



            6      possibility that, quote, if significant new information



            7      is discovered the parties can supplement their prefiled



            8      testimony.



            9          So to the extent that TCC is looking for three weeks



           10      sort of reopening of a window that just doesn't -- not



           11      only is it inappropriate, but it also doesn't make sense.



           12          I would also point out that with regard to the



           13      motion for sanctions, Your Honor, I hope it's clear from



           14      the materials that we provided to you that we really have



           15      been trying to hard to get the parties to a place of



           16      agreement, or sort of mutual respect to move forward with



           17      this deposition, and we have been shut down at every



           18      opportunity.



           19          In fact, I feel, frankly, a little foolish about



           20      having suggested alternate ways that we could get at just



           21      what it is that TCC is looking for.  In other areas of my



           22      practice, certainly informal discovery is routine.  This



           23      offer to have -- to answer questions submitted in



           24      writing, candidly, I mean, I thought was possibly a way



           25      to break the log jam.
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            1          To the extent that there's any request for



            2      sanctions, those are so -- I don't want to say draconian,



            3      but those are so harsh and should be limited to special



            4      cases, just not every case where if somebody disagrees



            5      with the position being taken by a different party.



            6          And then I guess the last thing that I would say,



            7      this is -- I think it's a little bit problematic is with



            8      regard to our request for a protective order.  I do think



            9      TCC is incorrect in saying we should have filed it



           10      sooner.  I think we could have filed it sooner, but it's



           11      not as -- inasmuch as there was -- after the initial



           12      request for deposition while the parties I felt were



           13      still talking, there was no point to the deposition



           14      notice, therefore there was no reason to file a motion



           15      for a protective order.



           16          As I noted in our opposition, certainly the rules



           17      contemplate an either or approach, but in what I have



           18      seen in the reply that we got just a few minutes ago, TCC



           19      is citing to CR 30(h), but 30(h)(3) specifically carves



           20      out an extension for the kind of protective order that we



           21      are seeking, where there are limits put upon the extent



           22      of questioning and at deposition.  And I think, frankly,



           23      TCC may not have been entirely forthcoming or perhaps



           24      they were mistaken, but there is an opportunity within



           25      CR 30(h)(3) that specifically carves out an exception for
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            1      30(d), 30(d) then gives a judge an opportunity to set



            2      guardrails, the kind of guardrails that were limiting.



            3          Candidly, I have to be upfront with you which is



            4      that 30(d) does seem to imply that those motions have to



            5      be made during the course of the deposition.  I would



            6      suggest that for judicial economy that that's something



            7      certainly the Court could look at here.



            8          I guess the last thing is that certainly we do not



            9      concede the amounts that are being asked for by TCC.  I



           10      know that's one of the things that they represented in



           11      the motion, they replied to our opposition, and we are



           12      not by any stretch of the imagination agreeing that those



           13      would be appropriate numbers for sanctions.  Thanks so



           14      much.



           15                        JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  Thank you,



           16      Ms. Perlmutter, a little bit more detail than I



           17      anticipated, but I appreciate you laying out thoroughly



           18      the Applicant's position.



           19          Mr. Aramburu, I'm sure that you are wanting to



           20      respond to many of the details there, but, again, your



           21      motion and the declaration and exhibits do speak for



           22      themselves, but I do want to give you a chance, briefer



           23      than Ms. Perlmutter was, if you have anything you want to



           24      say in reply.



           25                        MR. ARAMBURU:  I want to first of all
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            1      say that I did not understand this to be oral argument on



            2      the motion.  We didn't ask for oral argument and none was



            3      appropriate.



            4          Your Honor, I have been doing this for a long time.



            5      People take depositions.  They understand the scope of



            6      the case, which you have set forth issues for us to be



            7      broadly construed.  The idea that a party -- that counsel



            8      representing a deponent is entitled to some sort of list



            9      of questions, or to dictate to the party seeking the



           10      deposition how that deposition should be taken, whether



           11      there should be written questions or not, is entirely



           12      contrary to the entire scope of our discovery rules,



           13      which were adopted more than 50 years ago.



           14          So we have seen nothing but delays from the



           15      Applicant here.  The deposition of Mr. Kobus, who is Mr.



           16      Know It All by his own reference and characterizations is



           17      entirely appropriate to address questions that are tied



           18      to the issues that we have here.  There's no reason for



           19      any more detail than that.  And as your Your Honor knows,



           20      during the course of depositions there are objections



           21      made.  I don't think there's going to be that many



           22      objections here, but objections are made and sometimes



           23      they have to be ruled on by the Court, or in this case



           24      the presiding administrative law judge.  That's the



           25      ordinary course of depositions.
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            1          And there is no procedure that I have ever heard of



            2      that allows a party, during the course of the deposition,



            3      and this is what was requested in the protective order,



            4      to tell a witness not to answer a question because that



            5      lawyer thinks that somehow it's not within the scope of



            6      questions to be asked.  That is -- there's no authority



            7      cited in the response to that, what is largely an



            8      outrageous proposition.  And that part of the protective



            9      order shouldn't -- certainly should not be considered or



           10      granted.



           11          We intend to be respectful Mr. Kobus.  We intend to



           12      keep within the parameters of Prehearing Order No. 2.  We



           13      have seen no grounds by which any protective order should



           14      be granted.



           15          It talks about oppression, expense, embarrassment.



           16      There's none of that that's involved here, nor do we



           17      intend to have any questions in that regard.  So we think



           18      the order should be granted.  There should be a



           19      reasonable time to use the fruits of the deposition to



           20      prepare testimony, and we think that sanctions and



           21      expenses, given this long, drawn out process, should be



           22      granted.



           23          And I hope I didn't go on too long, Your Honor.



           24      That concludes what I have to say.



           25                        JUDGE TOREM:  Stay with me for a
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            1      moment, Mr. Aramburu, before you hit the mute button.



            2      The one piece that I don't think I saw in anybody's



            3      motion was a reference to CR 26(i) as a required counsel



            4      conference before a court would entertain sanctions.  Did



            5      you characterize any of the discussions you have had with



            6      Stoel Reeves and the Applicant's counsel to have been a



            7      26(i) conference, Mr. Aramburu?



            8                        MR. ARAMBURU:  Oh, yes.  And we had --



            9      all of our backs and forths about this issue have been



           10      recorded by both sides.  We had extensive back and forth



           11      regarding this.  We are fully beyond what is required



           12      under Civil Rul 37 to consult.  We have done that.  That



           13      is expressed by the record that we have here, so that has



           14      been fully met.  And we have been, in my view, cautious,



           15      and in terms of going about this and making sure that we



           16      made -- we expressed our concerns, so we fully met that



           17      requirement, Your Honor.



           18                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  I just hadn't



           19      seen an explicit reference to 26(i) in the reading I had



           20      done to this point.  And, in my practice, typically



           21      that's one of the first things that I see, at least in



           22      the civil practice that I see as an administrative law



           23      judge when someone is seeking sanctions, but I will



           24      strongly imply that I wanted to make sure that we are on



           25      the same page for that and getting out there.
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            1          Ms. Perlmutter, I want to give you a chance to



            2      respond and tell me if you don't think the requirements



            3      for CR(26)(i) have not been met by the back and forth



            4      that both sides have documented.



            5                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  Your Honor, I want to



            6      keep this short, of course.  Yeah, we absolutely -- this



            7      is not a knee jerk reaction.  This is a substantive



            8      reaction.  We absolutely do disagree with any allegation



            9      that there's been meet and confer under 26(i).  That is



           10      what I was trying to accomplish with my communications



           11      with Mr. Aramburu.  And, as I said, all we -- in fact, we



           12      sent in the reply in the opposition and all we received



           13      was no, no, no.  We would say that there was no good



           14      faith attempt whatsoever to try to get this hashed out,



           15      at least on the part of TCC.



           16                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  Well, that's what



           17      we are going to do today.  At the very least we are going



           18      to get a deposition scheduled, and I am going to hear



           19      from TCC a little bit more and give some guidance as to



           20      what's going to happen at that conference.  I am going to



           21      make sure I'm available, Mr. Kobus is available, and both



           22      sides are available to do something sooner rather than



           23      later so it's meaningful for the remaining rounds --



           24      remaining round of testimony that TCC might be filing,



           25      and consider any extensions needed to allow the record to
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            1      be created.



            2          Ms. Perlmutter, would you also clarify for me, Mr.



            3      Kobus a not a witness with prefiled testimony in the



            4      first round filed by the Applicant; is that correct?



            5                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  That's correct.



            6                        JUDGE TOREM:  And do you anticipate



            7      having him file testimony as due on -- I think your last



            8      round would be July 12th; is that correct?  Is he going



            9      to be filing any testimony?



           10                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  Your Honor, I don't



           11      believe he is, but I defer to Ms. Stavitsky on that, but



           12      I do not believe we intend to prefile testimony for him.



           13          Can I ask Ms. Stavitsky to weigh in, please?



           14                        JUDGE TOREM:  Yes, please.



           15                        MS. STAVITSKY:  Yes, certainly, Your



           16      Honor.  At this time we don't expect to, in part for the



           17      reasons we will explain.  We don't believe there are



           18      additional -- we believe that all the relevant issues



           19      should be covered under our other witnesses.



           20                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  And, Mr.



           21      Aramburu, I know that prefiled testimony doesn't give you



           22      an opportunity necessarily to call someone as an adverse



           23      witness, was there anything that TCC planned on doing as



           24      far as calling Mr. Kobus as a witness?  I would imagine



           25      it would be difficult to get prefiled testimony from him,
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            1      especially if you haven't yet been able to meet with him



            2      for the deposition.  What's the intent here?



            3                        MR. ARAMBURU:  Judge, this situation



            4      is very unusual because the Applicant has filed a



            5      lengthy, lengthy application for site certification, and



            6      has amended that site certification, but there are no



            7      witnesses that have been identified to speak to the



            8      contents of that site certification application.



            9          And in ordinary course the Applicant brings forth



           10      witnesses to describe the materials that they have



           11      submitted and stand to -- stand for cross-examination



           12      with respect to that application.  That hasn't been done



           13      here.  And I think it's a major defect in the proceedings



           14      here because they are essentially holding -- they are



           15      trying to keep anyone from asking questions about the --



           16      the site certification application.



           17          So, no, there hasn't been any effort.  I think that



           18      the proceedings to this point have been defective.  I was



           19      expecting to see some witness that said I participated in



           20      this and here are the witnesses and experts whoever they



           21      are that were responsible for these sections in the



           22      application.  That has not happened.  I think that's a



           23      major defect.



           24          But in answer -- in more of a short answer to your



           25      question, yes, I intend to ask this witness who
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            1      identifies himself as Mr. Know It All to -- with regard



            2      to questions -- with regard to contents of elements of



            3      the application for site certification.



            4                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  That helps



            5      clarify.



            6                        MS. STAVITSKY:  Your Honor, if I may?



            7                        JUDGE TOREM:  Is this Ms. Stavitsky?



            8                        MS. STAVITSKY:  Yes, Your Honor.



            9                        JUDGE TOREM:  Go ahead.



           10                        MS. STAVITSKY:  Just to clarify one



           11      point, I'm not sure exactly what is unusual about the



           12      process, and I'm speaking with respect to Applicant's



           13      approach to the prefiled testimony.  That's actually



           14      exactly what we aim to do in our prefiled testimony is



           15      provide various witnesses that each cover their



           16      respective sections of the application and, you know,



           17      which witness goes with which section and it's actually



           18      explicitly outlined in the testimony that we have



           19      submitted, so just to provide that context.  That's



           20      exactly the approach that we have gone through with our



           21      submissions thus far.



           22                        JUDGE TOREM:  I understand that, Ms.



           23      Stavitsky.  I think what I'm hearing from Mr. Aramburu is



           24      that Scout Clean Energy came to the Council with Mr.



           25      Kobus as the main proponent and spokesperson for this
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            1      application back in February of 2021.  He presented all



            2      of the material at the informational meeting, as well as



            3      at the council meeting in which this application was



            4      filed, and did come off as the spokesperson for Scout



            5      until we got into further stages of things, and now the



            6      litigation and adjudication he may or may not be part of



            7      the Applicant's case in chief, as I understand Mr.



            8      Aramburu's position, the chief spokesperson and the



            9      person with the most knowledge of the application when



           10      this whole thing started two plus years ago.



           11          I understand the desire to speak with Mr. Kobus and



           12      learn whatever Mr. Aramburu thinks is going to be the



           13      differences between what's already been prefiled



           14      testimony and what might be in the application that's not



           15      yet addressed in TCC's mind.



           16          I do think it's appropriate to make him available



           17      for the deposition particularly because he's not filing



           18      any testimony in this matter, and that's a choice for the



           19      Applicant.  I think in past practice sometimes the



           20      proponent of the project that signed the application and



           21      presented it to the Council has testified.  I don't know



           22      that that's a rule or a requirement, certainly not a



           23      requirement, but it may not have happened in every



           24      application, but it has in the past, at least, on



           25      occasion.





                                                                           18

�







            1          So Mr. Aramburu will, as you are willing to product



            2      Mr. Kobus, get access to him and be able to ask him a



            3      reasonable range of questions as described today.



            4      Discovery is intended to lead to relevant information.



            5      It may not be admitted or brought forth at hearing, but



            6      it can be used to help round out TCC's case in opposition



            7      to this application.



            8          I think today the best thing to do is figure out



            9      when this can be made to happen.  My understanding is the



           10      original deposition notice was sent out for early this --



           11      early last month and Mr. Kobus was not available, and did



           12      not answer the notice of deposition, and here we are a



           13      month later still trying to get that scheduled.



           14          Given the amount of other things that have happened



           15      between now and the original deposition notice, I'm



           16      surprised this hasn't happened but I guess it's



           17      understandable at some level given the other business,



           18      and I hate to do this on the record but let's get our



           19      calendars out and find a time that works sooner rather



           20      than later.



           21          I will ask Ms. Perlmutter and if you will have Mr.



           22      Kobus speak for himself, what are the limitations on



           23      availability coming up and whether -- we have a national



           24      holiday tomorrow to observe.  There's testimony due from



           25      the other parties on Wednesday, and then we have a few
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            1      days -- another ten days perhaps for the responding



            2      parties, TCC, and everybody else that's on the line to



            3      file their reply, but the Applicant is going to be



            4      getting ready to produce testimony on Wednesday of next



            5      week.  I get it.  It's busy.  When would Mr. Kobus be



            6      available?



            7          First, actually, let me ask Mr. Aramburu, are you



            8      wanting him available in the days ahead or are you



            9      wanting to focus on testimony first and then try to take



           10      care of this before we get to hearing August 9th and 10th



           11      or 10th and 11th?  Mr. Aramburu, what's the desired



           12      timeline other than June 5th was it and now every day



           13      that goes by is another difficulty for you?



           14                        MR. ARAMBURU:  Thank you, Your Honor.



           15      Every day that goes by, yes, indeed it's a further



           16      difficulty for us in terms of preparing.  And one of the



           17      difficulties we have at this stage of things is that, as



           18      I indicated in my previous communications, we want to use



           19      Mr. Kobus' deposition testimony to assist other witnesses



           20      in testimony that they may have.  And given the schedule



           21      that we have at this point that's going to be very



           22      difficult.  It is simply impossible for us to try to



           23      schedule because of the needs of pulling together



           24      testimony due on July 14 to do it before then, and we



           25      need a reasonable amount of preparation time.
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            1          So I would suggest that the first date for testimony



            2      for Mr. Kobus' deposition should be July 20.  I don't



            3      want to wait too long, but we just can't do it next week,



            4      Your Honor.  It's just impossible with the schedule that



            5      you have set.  We think July 20 would be a reasonable



            6      date.  That will give us time to get our testimony in and



            7      then focus on the deposition.



            8                        JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  Mr.



            9      Aramburu, I appreciate that.  Can I give you some polite



           10      pushback as to maybe we could carve out a few hours



           11      earlier so that you get this information in a more



           12      meaningful time frame?  My only polite question here



           13      really is, you filed a notice of deposition for June 5th



           14      which would have implied to me you were ready to go with



           15      whatever questions on that date.  I'm willing to push it



           16      out to that -- after testimony is done, if that's what



           17      the relief you are seeking, but I just was assuming that



           18      you were ready to go when you noted the deposition for a



           19      month ago.



           20                        MR. ARAMBURU:  Yes, we were ready to



           21      go with some general questions.  We didn't finish those



           22      because we have been put off ever since then by the



           23      delays from the Applicant.  I am out of the office a



           24      couple of days next week.  I think we can possibly look



           25      to the 18th of July, but no sooner than then, Your Honor.
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            1      I mean, we tried to set up a reasonable schedule for use



            2      of the testimony and doing all of these things and now we



            3      are backed up against a very severe limitation for



            4      testimony to be in by the 14th, and that's a major job.



            5      I have to be out of the office for a couple days, and so



            6      I think any -- I think July 20 is a reasonable date.  We



            7      could do it July 18.  I believe July 19 is the EFSEC



            8      Council meeting, so I would say I really think the 20th



            9      is a good date that allows us to recover from the process



           10      of presenting all of this testimony and get ready for Mr.



           11      Kobus' deposition, so we would request that as the date.



           12                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  I understand the



           13      evolution of how things have gone and people's schedules



           14      being what they are, including yours, so I wanted to hear



           15      the answer to that, Mr. Aramburu, and then give it the



           16      full consideration and respect.



           17          I'm available a lot of the time on the 18th if I was



           18      needed.  The 19th could be made to work for my



           19      availability if needed to respond to anything during the



           20      deposition.  The 20th is a little bit more limited, but



           21      still a possibility given certain time windows.



           22          Let me hear from Ms. Perlmutter as to the scheduling



           23      if Mr. Kobus is available on any of those three days from



           24      the 18th through the 20th of July or if not, why not.



           25                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  I will need to
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            1      check -- we can ask Mr. Kobus directly.  I would note two



            2      things, Your Honor.  One is that I'm actually going to be



            3      on a flight on the 19th and it's -- it's going to pretty



            4      much mess up my whole day.  And then on the 20th, I'm



            5      available but it looks like we already have a deposition



            6      scheduled for that date in this matter, the deposition of



            7      Jason Fedora is scheduled for the 20th.



            8                        JUDGE TOREM:  And what's the timing



            9      for that one?



           10                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  Let me just take a



           11      look.  The notice says that it's going to be at nine a.m.



           12      on the 20th.



           13                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  And, Mr.



           14      Aramburu, I take it that's your deposition notice or is



           15      that from another party?



           16                        MR. ARAMBURU:  That's a deposition



           17      notice from the Yakama Tribe.



           18                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  Let me then



           19      ask --



           20                        MR. ARAMBURU:  We may be attending



           21      that as well, but that's a notice from them.  I'm sorry I



           22      didn't consult the deposition schedule from the Tribe.



           23                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  Well, I obviously



           24      don't get copies of the notices of deposition, nor should



           25      I, but let me ask Ms. Houston if you anticipated how long
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            1      the deposition of this person would be on July 20th at



            2      nine a.m.?



            3                        MS. HOUSTON:  Good afternoon, Your



            4      Honor, I think we actually noted it for all day, but



            5      based on our deposition of another WDFW employee which



            6      only went about half a day, I anticipate it might be



            7      along those lines in terms of timing, but I can't say for



            8      sure.



            9                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  I'm wondering if



           10      we try to get in Mr. Kobus that afternoon if that would



           11      work, but I am going to come back to the July 18th date



           12      as well given the deposition timing for that witness.



           13          Mr. Kobus you are on the line and hearing all of



           14      this.  We are talking about your schedule.  Can you



           15      enlighten us to your availability July 18th, 19th, and



           16      20th?



           17                        MR. KOBUS:  Yes, Judge Torem, are you



           18      able to hear me?



           19                        JUDGE TOREM:  I can.



           20                        MR. KOBUS:  Okay.  I will make myself



           21      available on either of those days.



           22                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  So all three of



           23      those days could be made to work for you?



           24                        MR. KOBUS:  That's correct.



           25                        JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  Thank you.
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            1      Mr. Aramburu, given the discussion we have had and Ms.



            2      Perlmutter's travel arrangements on the 19th, would you



            3      prefer to schedule this for the afternoon of the 20th



            4      since it's not your deposition in the morning with the



            5      Fish and Wildlife employee, or would you rather it be on



            6      the 18th where as far as I know there are no other



            7      competing depositions?



            8                        MR. ARAMBURU:  Well, Your Honor, I do



            9      want a little opportunity to recover from our filings of



           10      the prior week, so can we do it on the 21st?  How is that



           11      for everyone?  That's open on my schedule.



           12                        JUDGE TOREM:  I can accommodate being



           13      available probably from noon onward on the 21st on



           14      Friday.



           15          Mr. Kobus, would that afternoon work for you?



           16                        MR. KOBUS:  That would be acceptable



           17      to me as well, Judge Torem.



           18                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  It sounds like we



           19      have got a date on July 21st, and if you set that for --



           20      actually, I could do from 12 p.m. onward.  Mr. Aramburu,



           21      what would be your preference to begin your deposition



           22      and how long of timing are you asking Mr. Kobus to be



           23      available on that Friday afternoon?



           24                        MR. ARAMBURU:  When one speaks of the



           25      length of depositions we don't know the length of the
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            1      answers.  Here's what I would like to do.  I know you



            2      want to be available to resolve any issues that may come



            3      up, so I would suggest that we start the deposition at



            4      eleven o'clock.  You would be available at noon, and then



            5      we schedule for possibly three or four hours.  I don't



            6      know at this point, but I think Mr. Kobus should be



            7      available at least until five.



            8                        JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  Ms.



            9      Perlmutter, is that available and acceptable to the



           10      Applicant?



           11                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  Yes, it is, Your



           12      Honor.



           13                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  Great.  And, Mr.



           14      Kobus, if you will carve out that afternoon from eleven



           15      a.m. until five p.m. and hopefully it won't take quite



           16      that long for your deposition, is that something you are



           17      going to be able to do?



           18                        MR. KOBUS:  I will do that.  Thank



           19      you, Judge Torem.



           20                        JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  So I am



           21      going to ask Mr. Aramburu to set up a notice of



           22      deposition, and for this particular one file a copy with



           23      EFSEC so I get a copy and have it on my calendar.  I will



           24      make myself available for telephone standby.  Off the



           25      record I will make Mr. Aramburu -- I will send you a
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            1      separate email and copy Ms. Perlmutter and perhaps the



            2      other attorneys with my cell phone number and make myself



            3      available during that time frame.  While I'm hoping the



            4      phone doesn't ring on that Friday, we will see what



            5      happens.



            6          As for the scope of the deposition, Mr. Aramburu,



            7      let's talk a little bit about that.  I can put it in the



            8      written order but I think today would be helpful to give



            9      some guidance verbally.



           10                        MR. ARAMBURU:  If you are going to be



           11      involved in the course of the deposition this will



           12      probably be vie Zoom or some other format, so it would



           13      probably be appropriate to figure out a way that you



           14      could be involved in the Zoom hearing or otherwise be as



           15      a part of the recorded testimony.



           16                        JUDGE TOREM:  And I can certainly be



           17      called by telephone, or I can use my cell phone



           18      application of Zoom if need be, so whatever arrangement



           19      you think is acceptable.  If you want to do an off the



           20      record, you know, check of that technology at some



           21      agreeable time beforehand I'm willing to do that as well



           22      to make sure things work.  You let me know, Mr. Aramburu,



           23      if -- obviously, I am not going to show up wherever it is



           24      in person, but I can be available by Zoom or phone.



           25                        MR. ARAMBURU:  My intention originally
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            1      and my intention now is to do this via Zoom.



            2                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  Then I will make



            3      sure the cell phone is charged and the Zoom app will be



            4      available if a link is sent to me after a phone call to



            5      find me, and we will make sure that happens.



            6                        MR. ARAMBURU:  Let me ask the parties,



            7      as I understand, Mr. Kobus is a resident of the



            8      Tri-Cities area, so there's a possibility we might do the



            9      deposition live at an appropriate location in Tri-Cities.



           10      Does anyone have an objection to that as an alternative?



           11                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  Yes, I do actually.



           12      I know this is very rare to object and demand a Zoom



           13      deposition, I but I will actually be in Salt Lake City



           14      that day.



           15                        MR. ARAMBURU:  Well, I noticed that



           16      the Applicant has four lawyers that are continuously



           17      involved, so I would like the option of taking the



           18      deposition in person, which is the standard course.



           19                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  Understood, and we



           20      would appreciate your consideration on this.  I will be



           21      the one handling Mr. Kobus' deposition.



           22                        MR. ARAMBURU:  Okay.  I would be happy



           23      to talk to you about that offline.



           24                        JUDGE TOREM:  Ms. Perlmutter, this is



           25      Judge Torem.  I would hope if Mr. Kobus is available that
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            1      day in the Tri-Cities and if there was a way to get an



            2      associate to be present that that could be made to work.



            3      It might facilitate the handling of documents better than



            4      Zoom might be, at least on his end, and we could sort out



            5      if you can find a way to do that, fantastic.  If it is



            6      going to be all by Zoom I think it might take longer,



            7      frankly, for these things to happen.



            8          I think, as the parties know, my personal preference



            9      is to do these things in person and we have some other



           10      limitations on the adjudication in that regard already,



           11      if the deposition could be done face to face that might



           12      make it easier on Mr. Kobus and less stressful,



           13      particularly if an associate can be there with him.



           14          I'm not directing that.  I'm suggesting it might



           15      just smooth things along here.



           16                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  We can make it work,



           17      Your Honor.  I will note that I think we all, I don't



           18      want to just say me, we have all gotten accustomed to



           19      Zoom depositions, but certainly we can make somebody



           20      available there, most likely me.  I will make other



           21      arrangements for travel.



           22                        JUDGE TOREM:  Again, I don't know what



           23      your trip to Salt Lake City is about and I don't need to.



           24      If it's important, do it.  If it's something that can be



           25      compromised and you prefer to be the one, Ms. Perlmutter,
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            1      then so be it.  Again, I'm making a suggestion and not an



            2      order in that regard.



            3                        MS. PERLMUTTER:   We will figure it



            4      out, Your Honor.  It's  a business conference, but I will



            5      figure it out.



            6                        JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  I hope you



            7      will.  I appreciate the tenor today because the tenor in



            8      writing has not been something that I think bodes well



            9      for how litigation could go in this.  I appreciate the



           10      friendly, candid responses today, and I hope that we are



           11      at least diffusing some of the tension that comes right



           12      out of the pages that were filed and electronically



           13      leaking out on my screen.  I hope that every party would



           14      take some of that shrillness out and just focus on what



           15      the mission is here, to get the relevant information in



           16      front of the requesting party and make it happen.



           17          Let's turn to the scope of that relevant information



           18      now.  It sounds as though, Mr. Aramburu, that you are



           19      seeking background on how the application was prepared.



           20      It sounds as though you are seeking information on how



           21      the application came to be amended.  That seems like a



           22      pretty general ballpark of what you are asking for; am I



           23      correct?



           24                        MR. ARAMBURU:  Yes.  We haven't



           25      formulated our individual questions.  We have been busy
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            1      with testimony and other things but, yes, we will have



            2      questions about the original and amended application.



            3      And, yes, we will ask those questions.



            4                        JUDGE TOREM:  And given the



            5      application preparation role that Mr. Kobus had, at least



            6      as to my understanding, Ms. Perlmutter, is there some



            7      particular area that you are seeking to not have inquired



            8      into by TCC?



            9                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  Your Honor, first of



           10      all, this is the most we have ever had articulated as the



           11      basis for the questions that TCC intends to ask.  In my



           12      limited experience in EFSEC proceedings, it sounds to me



           13      as though the issues around the preparation and amendment



           14      of the application go outside the scope of what the Court



           15      has already identified as TCC's role, and so it was our



           16      hope and our request that the scope of the deposition be



           17      limited to the things that were specifically identified



           18      for this intervenor, so that would be the extent of the



           19      impact on wildlife on the landscape and together with



           20      Benton County the land use issues.



           21                        JUDGE TOREM:  I'm not sure I'm willing



           22      to limit it to only those issues because TCC clearly is



           23      working in alignment with some other parties and they



           24      have witnesses as to how the application was developed.



           25      There's a number of issues that everybody knows I have
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            1      limited from the adjudication, and I hope that not a lot



            2      of time would be spent on those, but it may be that Mr.



            3      Kobus' role in preparing the whole scope of the



            4      application provides the needed background and foundation



            5      for him to be able to answer the further questions that



            6      Mr. Aramburu will craft, specifically regarding those



            7      areas that Mr. Aramburu's client has stated and has a



            8      significant interest in this application that will come



            9      out during the adjudication.



           10          I appreciate that the Applicant is looking to the



           11      orders on the scope of intervention of this particular



           12      party, and I'm not saying that's wrong.  I'm saying I'm



           13      not going to prelimit the questions to those areas



           14      because there will be some background and other things



           15      that Mr. Kobus brings that are not directly potentially



           16      related to only TCC's interest that I have narrowed in



           17      the adjudication orders.



           18          I want to give Mr. Aramburu the appropriate latitude



           19      to find of what Mr. Kobus knows about the areas that TCC



           20      is interested in.  Some of those may not be admissible



           21      evidence in the adjudication based on the scoping and the



           22      orders that I have issued, but they may be relevant



           23      information that allow his witnesses to comment on the



           24      areas that are relevant to them.



           25          I hope that makes sense a little bit.  As I say it





                                                                           32

�







            1      out loud and listen to myself it's a bit of roundabout



            2      and almost circular logic, but I do want this deposition



            3      to not have a whole bunch of phone calls to me saying the



            4      Applicant thinks this is the outside of what TCC's going



            5      to be presenting in August of this year, but if they are



            6      looking for information that might influence that, I want



            7      Mr. Kobus to answer it under oath even though that he's



            8      not going to be a witness and it won't be held against



            9      him, it might be something that TCC cites to his



           10      knowledge and somebody else's opinion during the



           11      adjudication.  It very well may happen that way, Ms.



           12      Perlmutter, and we could spend a lot more time arguing



           13      about that than actually just having the deposition, and



           14      that's my goal with today, to get it scheduled, get the



           15      information out there for all parties, and then we can



           16      sort it out later, a lot more later as to what's



           17      admissible at hearing.



           18          That, to me, is where we should spend our time



           19      what's going to come before the Council at the



           20      adjudication, not the sort of recipe of how all that



           21      information was created.  That's where I'm coming from,



           22      and I think the deposition would be a lot shorter if we



           23      are not arguing about specific questions.  I mean, I'm



           24      not sure the harm that could come from Mr. Kobus



           25      answering a few questions in background about areas that
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            1      are not specifically designated for TCC to litigate.



            2          Ms. Perlmutter, any questions kind of the ALJ's view



            3      on that?



            4                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  We understand your



            5      position, Your Honor, and certainly we will do our very



            6      best to honor it as we move forward.



            7                        JUDGE TOREM:  And, Mr. Aramburu, am I



            8      speaking out of turn here on how I'm directing your scope



            9      of the deposition, at least verbally here?



           10                        MR. ARAMBURU:  No.  No.  We intend to



           11      be courteous.  We intend to stick to the issues that we



           12      have here.  We are not interested in some extensive long



           13      deposition ourselves, so I think this is going to go just



           14      fine, Your Honor.  And if it doesn't for whatever reason,



           15      I'm pleased that you will be available to help the



           16      parties sort through any disagreements about questions.



           17                        JUDGE TOREM:  And, Mr. Aramburu, just



           18      for the record, you have never been anything less than



           19      courteous in all the interactions we have had in



           20      prehearing conferences or otherwise during the course of



           21      this adjudication.  I have no other expectation than



           22      that's how it will go when this deposition goes forward



           23      on Friday the 21st of July at eleven a.m.  I'm counting



           24      on that my phone is not going to start ringing off the



           25      hook at twelve noon.
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            1          I want to take the record -- the motion and response



            2      under consideration and issue something in writing over



            3      the next couple of days.  If you don't see it on



            4      Wednesday it just means I'm still thinking about it and



            5      that my outdoor hiking tomorrow on July 4th has meant



            6      that I didn't do any work on the holiday.  So I'm going



            7      to try to get to this in the next few days.  Certainly,



            8      by the end of the week you will have my ruling on any



            9      other specifics regarding sanctions or other things that



           10      are raised in the motions.



           11          So we have got a date.  We have got a time.  We have



           12      had a general discussion of the scope and expectations



           13      from the ALJ.



           14          Mr. Aramburu, anything else that TCC needs today?



           15                        MR. ARAMBURU:  No.  And given our



           16      schedule here, Your Honor, a few extra days to work



           17      through the ruling on the motion certainly is just fine



           18      with us.  So, no, we will be prepared for our deposition



           19      of Mr. Kobus at eleven a.m. on July 21st.



           20                        JUDGE TOREM:  What I would invite is



           21      if you have anything you think you can get out of the way



           22      with interrogatories or requests for admission, and maybe



           23      that's asking already too much because of what's going on



           24      between now and then, but that might help set up on an



           25      expedited reply from Mr. Kobus to shorten up the
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            1      deposition, but, again, you may not have time to do that



            2      and the Applicant may not have time to respond.  Again,



            3      not the litigant but the judge on the other side of the



            4      bench is going oh, wouldn't that be easy, so it's a



            5      different thing where I'm sitting than where you are.



            6          Mr. Aramburu, with that, anything else today?



            7                        MR. ARAMBURU:  No.  Thank you for



            8      setting up the conference today, Your Honor.



            9                        JUDGE TOREM:  Okay.  Let me ask Ms.



           10      Perlmutter if she has any questions or anything else,



           11      guidance, that she needs before I issue the written order



           12      on everything else later this week.



           13                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  No, Your Honor.



           14                        JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  I hope it



           15      was an hour well spent and we've moved the ball forward



           16      on this.



           17          Did any of the other parties, Benton County, have



           18      anything, they have a question, Ms. Foster?



           19                        MS. FOSTER:  No, we don't have any



           20      questions, Your Honor.  I guess would let Ms. Perlmutter



           21      that Benton County would likely have questions for Mr.



           22      Kobus as well during the deposition.



           23                        JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  And you have



           24      heard what the scope recommendations are from me, so I



           25      hope if you are going to participate that it's all
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            1      within, and that you will coordinate with Mr. Aramburu as



            2      the lead counsel that's been asking for this.



            3                        MS. FOSTER:  Yes, Your Honor.



            4                        JUDGE TOREM:  Thank you, Ms. Foster.



            5      Anything else, Ms. Reyneveld?  Any questions?



            6                        MS. REYNEVELD:  Nothing from me,



            7      Judge.  Thank you.



            8                        JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  Thank you.



            9      And, Ms. Houston, any questions, concerns from the Tribe?



           10                        MS. HOUSTON:  No questions or concerns



           11      from Yakama Nation, but I would also like to note that



           12      it's possible that we might have questions for Mr. Kobus



           13      as well.



           14                        JUDGE TOREM:  Understood.  So, again,



           15      if you are participating in the deposition please



           16      coordinate with Mr. Aramburu so there's not any



           17      duplication.



           18          And I don't know if it's practice for all of you to



           19      serve a joint notice of deposition or separate notices



           20      but formalize that to the Applicant that those questions



           21      might be coming.



           22          And, Ms. Perlmutter, given those indications from



           23      the County and from the Yakama Nation, any other



           24      questions the Applicant may have?



           25                        MS. PERLMUTTER:  No, we don't, Your
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            1      Honor.  Thank you.



            2                        JUDGE TOREM:  All right.  I hope it



            3      doesn't add too much complexity to have multiple parties,



            4      but if they coordinate hopefully things are done in a



            5      reasonable time on Friday the 21st.



            6          Thank you all.  Mr. Kobus, thank you for arranging



            7      your schedule and being forthcoming today.  With that,



            8      it's 4:10 p.m. and this conference is adjourned.



            9



           10                              (Conference concluded



           11                               at 4:10 p.m.)
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