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Appear ances of Board Menbers Present:

Robert Adl ey

MIllie Atkins

Robert Bar ham

Mayor d enn Br asseaux
Represent ati ve Thonmas Car nody
Maj or Col eman

Ri cky Fabra

Manual " Manny" Faj ardo
Heat her Mal one

Charl es R "Robby" MIler
Jan K. Mol | er

Don Pi erson

Ronni e Sl one

Bobby WIlianms, Jr.

Dr. Wbodrow W I son, Juni or
St eve W ndham

Staff nenbers present:

Susan Bi gner

Eri c Burton

Kri sten Cheng
Dani el | e d api nski
Frank Faval oro

Br enda CGuess

Ri chard House
Becky Lanbert
Joyce Metoyer
Anne Vill a
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MR

W NDHAM
All right. | call this neeting to

order, the Board of Commrerce and Industry neeting for
April the 26th, 2017. It's about 9:35.

the roll.

Gover nor .

MR

IVS.

Melissa -- | lost her.
FAVALCRO:

Frank here for her.

W NDHAM

|'msorry. Frank/Melissa, please call

FAVALORQO.

Robert Adley, sitting in for --
ADLEY:

Her e.

FAVALORO

Robert Barham sitting in for Lieutenant

BARHAM

Her e.

FAVALCRO:

Representative Neil Abranson.
response. )

FAVALORO;

MIlie Atkins.

ATKI NS:
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Her e.
MR, FAVALCORO
Mayor G enn Brasseaux.
MAYOR BRASSEAUX:
Her e.
MR, FAVALORO
Represent ati ve Thomas Car nody.
(No response.)
MR FAVALORO
Yvette Col a.
(No response.)
MR. FAVALORO
Maj or Col eman.
MR, COLENMAN:
Her e.
MR FAVALORO
Ri cky Fabra.
MR, FABRA:
Her e.
MR. FAVALORO
Manny Faj ar do.
MR, FAJARDO
Her e.
MR. FAVALORO

Jeral d Jones.
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(No
VR.

VB.

(No
MR

(No

response.)

FAVALORO

Heat her Mal one.

MAL ONE:

Her e.

FAVALORQO.

Senat or Danny Martiny.
response.)

FAVALORO;

Charl es "Robby" Ml er.

M LLER:

Her e.

FAVALORQO.

Jan Mol ler.
MOLLER:

Her e.

FAVALORQO.

Senator Morrell.
response.)
FAVALORQO.
Secretary Don Pierson.
response.)
FAVALORO;

M. Scott Richard.

response.)
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VR.

(No
VR.

FAVALORO
Darryl Sai zan.
response.)
FAVALORQO.

Dani el Schexnaydr e.

response.)
FAVALORQO.
Ronni e Sl one.
SLONE:

Her e.

FAVALORO

Bobby WIIi ans.
W LLI AMES:

Her e.

FAVALORO

St even W ndham
W NDHAM

Her e.

FAVALORQO.

Dr. WIson.

W LSON:

Her e.

FAVALORO

We have a quorum
W NDHAM
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Before we go forward, |1'd like to thank
everybody for attending today's neeting, and | wll
entertain a notion for the approval of |ast neeting's
m nut es.

Motion nmade by M. Mol ler; seconded by
Dr. WI son.

Any di scussions? Any changes?

(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al'l opposed with a "nay."
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM

Motion carries.

M. Burton, if you could do the Quality
Jobs Program pl ease.

VR, BURTON:

Good norning. | have two new
applications for Quality Jobs: 20151086, LACC, LLC US
In Cal casieu Parish; 20161392, Republic Nati onal
Di stributing Conpany in Ol eans Parish.

That concl udes the applications.

MR, W NDHAM
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Al right. Thank you, M. Burton.
Are there any questions concerning the

two new applications for Quality Jobs?

MR. ADLEY:
Yeah, just let ne --
MR, W NDHAM
M. Barham (sic).
MR. ADLEY:
Just a general question that | was asked
to ask while | was here. 1t's ny understanding that
under Quality Jobs, LED has no -- it's strictly

statutory and you're guided by what the statutes say; is
that correct?
VR, BURTON:
That is correct.
MR, ADLEY:
The question that is raised, the Quality
Jobs Program has grown from70-mllion to 300-mllion.
Do you know the tinmefrane that occurred fromthe 70 to
3007?
VR, BURTON:
The 70 to the 149, approximtely -- |
don't have the nunbers with nme, but | know we've gone
from70 to 149 last fiscal year. The projection of the

TEB, the Departnent of Revenue projected about
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291-m | lion.
MR, W NDHAM
And that would be fromfiscal year --
VR. BURTON:

Fiscal '17, ending this June. However,
just as a little add along for the board, | did check
wth the Departnent of Revenue, and so far, what's been
i ssued as of March 31st of 2017 was about $75-million
for Quality Jobs, so that's going to be significantly
| ower than the $291-mllion projected by TEB Depart nent
of Revenue.

MR. ADLEY:

What nunber would be a fair nunmber to
use?

MR, BURTON:

That's kind of hard to guess, but if |
had to go an a ball park, because it depends on when they
decide to actually submt their filings wth Departnent
of Revenue, but a good estimate on tinme |lag and how
revenue would have to submt it, |I'd say between 90 and
100.

MR. ADLEY:

Thank you very nuch.

But that's in addition to the 70 that we
had?
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MR, BURTON:
That would just be a total of 90 to
100-m I lion.
MR. ADLEY:
Thank you very nuch.
VR, BURTON:
No probl em
MR, W NDHAM
Any ot her questions?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Any comments fromthe public concerning
t hese new applications for Quality Jobs?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Any questions fromthe board nenbers?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
|s there a notion for approval ?
MR. ADLEY:
So noved.
MR, W NDHAM
M. Adley made the notion; seconded by
Dr. WIson.

Al in favor, indicate wwth an "aye.
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(Several menbers respond "aye.")
MR W NDHAM
Al opposed with a

nay.
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
Next | believe we have the renewals.
MR, BURTON:
W have five renewals for Quality Jobs:
20120993, Gremllion & Pou and Associates, Inc. in Caddo
Parish; 20121010, John H. Carter, Inc. AND Control Wrx,
LLC in East Baton Rouge Parish; 20120962, Mechanica
Equi pment Conpany, Inc. in St. Tammany Parish; 20129999,
Sasol USA Corporation in Cal casieu Parish; 20121170, UPS
M dstream Services, Inc. in La Salle Parish.
This concl udes the renewal sunmari es.
MR, W NDHAM
Thank you, M. Burton.
Are there any coments fromthe public
concerning these five renewal s?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Any comments fromthe board nenbers?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
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|s there a notion to approve?
Made by M. Slone; seconded by Ms.

Mal one.
Al'l in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al opposed wth a "nay."
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
Next | believe we have one | ate renewal.
VR, BURTON:
That is correct. W have one late
renewal . It's going to be 20080750, Bl ake International

USA Rigs, LLC in Terrebonne Parish. The contract
effective date for this contract was May 15th, 2008.
Board approval date was 6/22/2010. The signed contract
was returned to Louisiana Econom ¢ Devel opnent on
10/ 14/ 2015. The contract was executed by the Governor
on 10/19 of 2015. The initial contract expiration date
for this contract is 5/ 14 of 2013, and the |ate renewal
request date made by the conpany is going to be
4/ 18/ 2016.

MR, W NDHAM

|s there a representative fromthe
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conpany?

Pl ease step forward and identify
yourself. |'msure there are sonme questions related to
these tine | ags.

MR. ADLEY:

Before they get up, can we ask the
staff, is there no set guidelines in the rules howto
deal with the late renewals as there are with | TEP?

MR, BURTON:

We do have sone | anguage on the top, if
you' || see on your renewal, renewal docunents, it says
in the rules that, "An application to renew a contract
shall be filed within 60 days of the initial contract
expiring. The Board nay approve a request for renewal
filed nore than 60 days, but less than five years after
expiration of the initial contract, and nmay inpose a
penalty for the late filing of the renewal request,
including a reduction of the five-year renewal period."
That's verbatimfromthe Quality Jobs rules.

MR. ADLEY:

What we have done on the renewal s of the
| TEP, as | renenber, we reduced the five years to four.
| s that how we've been doing it?

VR. BURTON:

| think y'all went per rules on the
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| TEP, which | think is it's per one year for every one
nonth late, which that's going to be set --
MR. ADLEY:
| think the board's action when they --
| see you noddi ng your head, because there's going to be
some nore |late renewals, so |I'mjust trying to get us to
be consistent if we can. It applied to I TEP, we had
t hese sane guidelines. W, the Board, decided to nake a
reduction by one year. That's what we have done in the
past; that's correct, is it not?
MR, BURTON:
Yes.
VMR, ADLEY:
Okay. That's all | wanted to know.
Thank you.
MR, W NDHAM
Yes, M. Mller.
MR M LLER
Eric, for the new nenbers here, the

effective date was '08. The Governor didn't sign it

until "15; is that normal ?
MR, BURTON:
No, this is not a normal occurrence.
MR, M LLER

Do you have an expl anati on on why
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this -- | mean, '08 and the Board approved it two years
| ater and then the contract was signed by LED in '15 and
t he Governor in '15.

VR. BURTON:

The only lag that we nostly have, as you
can tell, in Q contracts, there's going to be possibly
about a two-year lag fromthe advance date and the
application being due by rules, so you may see sone
about two years later than the advance fee has.

However, this one does have sone special occurrences
t hat happened that maybe the conpany would |ike to speak
on that |agged this further back to where we woul d have
a signed contract not received until alnost after five
years from what the Board approval date is.
MR, M LLER:
Wuld you like to explain that?
MR, W NDHAM
Yes. Please identify yourself.
VR, HENSON:

Thomas Henson, attorney for Bl ake
| nternational --

MR. ADLEY:

Can you get a little closer to that
t hi ng?

MR, W NDHAM
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s it working?
MR,  HENSON:

Good norning, Board. Thomas Henson on
behal f of Blake International. Wth ne today is Jules
Haydel , Human Resour ces Manager.

In this case, Blake International filed
advanced notification in 2008, m d-2008. It was a new
conpany. There was sone disputes with LED as to
coverage of sone forner Pride enployees. This was an
asset sale strictly in 2008, and there was sone issues
rai sed by LED as to whether certain of the jobs created
qualified for Quality Jobs benefits. There was a formnal
application and an anended application, and there was
al so some litigation over not only the Pride issue, but
over the wording of the contract.

Because of the Pride issue, there was
some provisions in the contract that Bl ake was concerned
m ght preclude it fromQality Jobs benefits, and so
that was all hashed out. And it was not until that
litigation was concluded that we actually had a contract
formacceptabl e that was signed up, and that's the
reason for the del ay.

MR, ADLEY:
| see the staff shook their head behind

you.
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Do y'all disagree with that statenent?
M5. CLAPI NSKI
Good norning. Danielle O apinski, staff
attorney at LED
| don't disagree that that was the point
in time that the contract was executed, that the
contract we offered back in 2010 and the one that was
signed were not substantially different. | nean, there
was |litigation in between, but --
MR. ADLEY:
Did they get credit for Quality Jobs
from 2010 forward?
M5. CLAPI NSKI
Yes. They have to date.
MR. ADLEY:
So they got credit for then?
M5. CLAPI NSKI
2008. So 2008, 2009, 2010, '11 and
what ever portion of '12, through 5/14 of '12, so the
renewal contract would pick back up on 5/15 of '12, if
it were approved, and whatever period of tine.
MR, W NDHAM
Secretary Pierson.
SECRETARY Pl ERSON:

Don Pi erson has now arrived for the
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official mnutes. Please reflect ny appearance. Thank
you.

Woul d you please illumnate that this
was essentially a discussion relative to the Pride jobs
were already in the state and the contract for Quality
Jobs should award to Bl ake for net new jobs and that

that was sort of the crux of that matter.

MS. CLAPI NSKI
That's correct. So there was a dispute
over whether the jobs. | think about 243 of the 245

enpl oyees hired were fornmer Pride enpl oyees, and so
there were di scussions of whether they were, in fact,
net new jobs. The litigation concluded because the
Court found that they hadn't signed the contract, that
the litigation was premature. They had not yet signed
their contract, and, therefore, they were not an
enpl oyer under the Quality Jobs Program and were not
eligible at that tine to file suit.

MR. ADLEY:

| just want to nmake sure that we,

regardl ess of all of the litigation, the litigation was
finalized, the courts or whoever decided that they were
to get the Quality Jobs or not?

V5. CLAPI NSKI

That was not -- no, sir. That was not
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what they decided. They decided that at that point in
tinme, the litigation was premature. So that may still
be an outstanding issue that LED and the conpany w ||
have to deal with.
MR. ADLEY:
| got it. So the effective date for the
Qual ity Jobs was not changed by the litigation?

MS. CLAPI NSKI
That is correct.
MR. ADLEY:
Ckay. So | heard your statenent, and |
think I got it. For 2008 to 2015 or sonething. | think

the fact of the matter is the effective date was the '08
dat e.
MR, HENSON:
That's correct, and, in fact, the
conpany has been approved for substantial Quality Jobs

benefits '08, '09 forward for those first five years.

It was sonething over a mllion dollars. W still have
the issue -- that's for the non-counted Pride hires. W
still have the issue. Basically what the court said,

until you sign a contract, we can't resolve the Pride
I ssue, so go back and sign the contract, and then that's
what we did. And that's the reason for the delay in

execution of the contract.
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MR, W NDHAM

So et nme ask this related to that. Wy

didn't you sign the contract?
VR,  HENSON:

There was some provisions in the
contract, there was a dispute as to which version of the
Quality Jobs rules would apply to this contract. The
rules were substantially revised effective 2011, as |
recall, I think Cctober, November of 2011, and the
revision to the rules we believe was actually inpacted
by Bl ake's situation and so we had a dispute.

Oiginally the contract was going to
attach the rules that were in effect when Bl ake filed
its application in the '08/'09 tinme period. The rules
were changed in '11, and then LED wanted to attach the
new rules. Well, the new rul es substantively woul d have
affected the coverage of the Pride enployees, and that
was the crux of the dispute on signing the contract.

There still is a dispute as to whether
the old rules or the new Quality Jobs rules should apply
to this contract.

MR, W NDHAM

| guess ny confusion here is the

contract is the contract and that's what dictates how

the programor how benefits are received. So regardless
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of what the rules would say, the contract's the
contract, and if you wanted to get the benefits, the
contract should have been signed. Then | look at this
other piece in here that you didn't submt the renewal
until just now. So the renewal was due. The contract
wasn't in place; you hadn't signed it, you couldn't have
renewed it, but you still should have done the
paperwork. You should have signed the contract in order
to get it renewed. So |I'mhaving difficulty maki ng that
grasp of why the renew would be for the full five years
t oday.

VR,  HENSON:

We had -- it was an issue in the
litigation as to which version of the contract should we
sign, whether we should attach the old rules or the new
rules, and that is an extrenely inportant issue. And so
to sign -- and Blake was wlling to sign and actually
signed at one point and sent to LED the contract with
the old rules attached and LED said, "No. W're not" --
first of all, they prepared the contract and sent it to
us with the old rules attached. And then |ater, after
t hey anmended the rules, they pushed for anendnents of
the Quality Jobs and rules, and then cane back | ater and
said, "No, we're not going to attach those rul es because

we want to take the position because the new rules apply
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even though your application was in '08/"'09."

So it wasn't a situation where, "Just
sign here." It was a serious dispute. LED did not want
to execute the contract with the original rules that
were in place when Bl ake International filed the

application, they didn't want to execute --

MR, W NDHAM
| believe through --
MS. CLAPI NSKI

Vell, what | would say is that the rules
are not ever attached as an addendumto contracts. W
may have agreed to send thema copy of the rules that
were in place at the time, and the reason for that is
there are sonme changes that are procedural and there are
sone changes that are substantive to the program Sone
of those changes, if they change, they are our
procedural ones about when things are due. |f we change
It, those are still applicable to those contracts in
effect. So we don't ever say, "This is the set of
rules. This is the only set of rules that are going to
apply to that contract."”

| think the why of the net new jobs is
really probably not an issue right now for this Board to
determne. That's going to have to go through the

litigation process. | think for now the issue before
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you i s just based upon the fact that there was
litigation and that litigation was the holdup in the
conpany signing the contract, whether that has an affect
on the termof their renewal that you'd like to --
MR, W NDHAM
M. Sl one.
MR, SLONE:
So | guess |I'm asking, they got
benefits, but the contract wasn't signed?
M5. CLAPI NSKI
No. So what happened was, once we were
finished wth that portion of the litigation, they
executed a contract. At the point that they executed
the contract, they then filed five years worth of annua
payrol | rebates. They did not receive anything prior to
having a contract, but those have -- those five years
have been processed by LED and they have received sone
payrol | rebates based upon those filings.
MR, W NDHAM
So that contract, the original contract,

woul d have expired in '13?

M5. CLAPI NSKI
Correct.
MR, W NDHAM
Now, we're in the "16 -- or "17. |I'm
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sorry. Thank you. | was |ooking at this nunber here.

We're in '17. Now, we're in "17. |
mean, ny tendency would be to say, okay, you can have
this |last year, but you haven't been doi ng your
paperwork. These other four years, there was no
contract in effect. How can the state or how can we owe
you anyt hi ng?

MR, HENSON:

As soon as the litigation was concl uded
and resol ved, the contract formwas issued wth the
corrected statenent. The conpany was actually sent a
draft of the contract with the original rules attached
as an exhibit fromM. Favaloro at LED at the Quality
Jobs Program As soon as the litigation was concl uded,
whi ch was actually over the wording of the contract, it
woul d have been a situation to request renewal of a
contract that was never even placed. The contract was
not in place until the court resolved the issues with
respect to the | anguage of the contract. Those were not
resolved until after the litigation, and then
imredi ately late filed those applications for those
years and requested renewal .

MR, W NDHAM
Yes, M. Mller.
MR M LLER
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Since I'mthe one who opened this can of
worns to go back and do this, I'lIl see if |I can get us
back on track.

You're here for renewal that goes back

to '13. You didn't file for the renewal until '16,
three years after it expired. |Is there a reason that
t hat happened? Because, if |['mnot mstaken -- let ne

make sure |'munderstanding. Once you signed the
contract, you got credit or you got your rebate from"'08
till 13 and you filed for it and received it; correct?
MR,  HENSON:
W got partial approval. W didn't get
approval for the Pride enpl oyees.
MR M LLER
That's a legal matter that | don't think
we need to address here. But you took -- you went back
to '08 and asked for job credits through '13; is that

correct?
VR, HENSON:
Yes, we did.
MR. M LLER

Ckay. So you knew the contract was from
'08 to '13 and it needed to be renewed in '13; correct?
MR HENSON:

We didn't have a contract in place.
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MR, M LLER
You had to have a contract to get the
r ebat es.
V5. CLAPI NSKI
The contract was not filed until October
of 2015.
MR M LLER
But you went back --
MS. CLAPI NSKI
Yes.
MR,  HENSON:
| medi ately after.
MR. M LLER
Way didn't you imediately do the
renewal in '15 instead of a year later? | guess what

| ' masking, the questions is, if it expired in '13,
signed the contract for the renewal, it was al nost over
whenever you started, whenever you signed it final.

VR, HENSON:

W believe that the Court proceedings,
nunber one, would have interrupted any deadlines, and,
nunber two, once we were in a position where the Court
resol ved the contract issue, inmediately signed the
contract, sent the applications for benefits. And as

soon as Eric raised the renewal issue, we said we want
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to be -- we want to seek renewal.
MR M LLER
Ckay.
MR. ADLEY:

| think the normal practice would have
been if you were in litigation, surely your attorney
woul d have told you you have a contract, you renew the
contract. If you win the litigation, you will be due
sonething in addition to whatever is in this contract

that they interpret one way and you interpret another.

MR,  HENSON:

No.

VMR, ADLEY:

What's going through ny mind nowis if
they waited till 2015, two years after the fact, and you
fileit as a renewal -- isn't that what you did?

VR, HENSON:

W signed the original contract,
subm tted the actual applications for benefits for those
five years and then raised with Ms. -- with Eric the

renewal i ssue.

MS. CLAPI NSKI :
| think what happened --
MR, ADLEY:

So it's your belief that the effective
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date of this renewal is what, what year?

MR,  HENSON:
|f the effective dates, | don't know
whether it would be -- I'"massunmng it would be --
MR. ADLEY:

| f you believe that you had a renewal
com ng, you had to believe you had a contract of sone
kind or you wouldn't have a renewal.
MS. CLAPI NSKI
| think, just to clarify what happened,
was the application came to the Board for approval in
2010. It was approved by the Board. At that point in
tinme, the contract went out to the conpany.
MR. ADLEY:
Wth what effective date?
MS. CLAPI NSKI
Wth the 5/15/2008 effective date. And
that's typical that there be a | ag between the contract
effective date and when it's approved because they have
24 nonths after filing their advanced notification after
filing their application, so that is not abnormal for

t he process. \Wat happened --

MR. ADLEY:
The effective date is inportant.
MS. CLAPI NSKI :
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to --

IVS.

Yes, sir.

ADLEY:

It's a five-year program right?
CLAPI NSKI

Yes, sir, five years with an opportunity

ADLEY:

The effective date is 5/15?

CLAPI NsKI

The effective date is 5/15/2008 with an

expiration of 5/14/2013.

MR

IVS.

ADLEY:

So it expired in '13?

CLAPI NSKI :

That's correct.

ADLEY:

And they didn't renew it then?
CLAPI NSKI

Vell, they didn't enter into the

original contract, the first five-year contract that
started in 5/15/2008, until 2015, after that original

five-year term had expired.

MR

IVS.

M LLER
08 is when it got started.
CLAPI NSKI :
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'08 is, yeah. And so at that point in
time, when they filed formally, | believe what happened
Is they filed even for a sixth year and we're having to
say, "Look, we can only process five because there is no
renewal contract in place,"” and at that point in tinme,
they filed for renewal.

MR M LLER

| make a notion that we do the renewal
wth the one-year penalty that we' ve done simlar to the
| TEP.

MR, W NDHAM
There's a notion on the floor to renew
wth a one-year penalty.
VR, SLONE:
"Il second.
MR, W NDHAM

Seconded by M. Sl one.

|s there any other discussion related to
this?

VR. BURTON:

| do have one question on that.
MR, W NDHAM

Yes.
VR. BURTON:

If we can, let me knowif you or the



http://www.torresreporting.com/

© 00 N O O A W N P

N N NN NN P P P PR PP R,
g A W N P O © 0 N O O A W N P O

April 26, 2017

MEETING MINUTES Page 31

Board wants for that renewal considered for an
additional five years, do we want it at the begi nning or
do we want it at the end of the contract?
MR, W NDHAM
My thought --
VR, BURTON:
|f we have it.
MR, W NDHAM
-- is the one year is taken off the back
end, so it would be from'13 until '17, so it would be
effectively --
VR, BURTON:

Just reducing the |ast year of the

contract.
MR, W NDHAM
| would say take it off of the |ast.
MR. ADLEY:
| mean, | think that's what ends up

happeni ng when we do the ITEP. It ends up being a
reduction over the period of time they're going to get.
What ever the Court says, y'all end up doing. At the end
of the day, we want it be reduced by at |east one year.
That's what we've done with everybody el se. The benefit
of Quality Jobs and everything else we do is for the

conpany. The conpany's got an obligation to get that
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information in. Period.

MR M LLER
How many jobs are we tal ki ng about ?
MR HENSON:

Bl ake spent nore than $70-m|1lion and
created nore than 175 new jobs. | nean, it's been a

substantial --

MR. M LLER
That's what the consensus i S now?
MR. BURTON:

The last filing that came into our
departnment was for 2012, and we have 108 new direct
jobs. Cbviously we have a different opinion of forner
Pride enpl oyees, but we reduced those out, so if we
excl ude those, we have 108 new direct jobs. The | ast
year, the actual gross payroll was about 10.3-mllion,
and they received a $601,411 credit in 2012.

MR M LLER
How many people are working right now?
MR, HAYDEL:
Currently 64.
MR. M LLER
Si xty-four.
MR,  HENSON:

Si xty-four with the downturn.
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MR, M LLER
Total. Thank you.
MR, W NDHAM
W do appreciate those jobs, don't get
us wong. W just want to make sure that the programis
admnistered fairly for all of the applicants as well as
the state.
Are there any other questions, Board
menbers, related to this application?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
All right. There's a notion and a
second.
Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al opposed with a

nay.
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
|'msorry. Any other comments fromthe
public?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
Thank you, M. Henson and M. Haydel.
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Thank you, M. Burton.
MR, BURTON:
Next for Quality Jobs is going to be the
Quality Jobs specials. W have a request for change in
nanme only for the followi ng contract: 20141102,
Spar khound, Inc. to Sparkhound, LLC. That's in East
Bat on Rouge Pari sh.
And then | have a request to cancel the
followng contract: Contract Nunmber 20141066,
Met al pl ate Gal vani zing, LP. The conpany requested to
cancel the contract because they will not neet all
programrequirenents. No benefits have been received.
That is in Jefferson Pari sh.
Thi s concludes the specials for Quality
Jobs.
MR, W NDHAM
Any comments fromthe public concerning
t hese special considerations for the Quality Jobs
Pr ogr anf?
(No response.)
VR, W NDHAM
Any questions fromthe Board?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM

['l] entertain a notion.
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Made by the Mayor; seconded by Mj or
Col eman.
All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al'l opposed with a "nay."
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
Thank you M. Burton.
Ms. Lanbert, Restoration Tax Abatenent
Program pl ease.
M5. LAMBERT:
Good norning. Restoration Tax Abatenent
Program has six new applications. The first one is
20140791, 4141 Bienville, LLCin Oleans Parish;
20150238, 225 Chartres Omer, LLC in Oleans; 20161820,
Austin and Andrea Guntz, East Baton Rouge Pari sh;
20141431, John B. Snul | page and Rebecca G Snall page in
Ol eans; 20151378, Lydia Cutrer in Oleans; and
20150416, Steven B. Jones in Ol eans.
Thi s concl udes the six applications for
RTA.
MR, W NDHAM

Any comments fromthe public concerning
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the Restoration Tax Abatenent Program applications?
MR. ADLEY:
Yes.
MR, W NDHAM
M. Adl ey.
MR. ADLEY:

Just a statenent. As | understand it,
because they fall in this category, regardless of the
age, they get benefit of it. |1'msure everybody el se
saw what | saw when you read through it, the dates on
t hose range from 1890 to 1908, 1914, 1930 and then 1954.

M5. LAMBERT:

That's absolutely correct. The ages
are, on sone of them there are two qualifiers for being
in a historic district. One is that you are |isted on
the National Register of Historic Properties, and the
other is that you are -- so you can be anywhere. You
can be out on farm and in one house --

MR. ADLEY:

2015 could be a historic structure if
you are were in a historic district; is that what you're
telling me?

MS. LAMBERT:
Yes, correct. You can be any age and

you can be in any qualified historic district --
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So you're saying M. Barhamand | are

hi storic structures?

M5. LAMBERT:
Yes, sir, that's right.
MR. ADLEY:
It's just terrible. | don't know how we
mssed that in the legislature. I'msorry. | got it.

Because it's in a historic district, even though it's

1954, we have no choi ce.

MS. LAMBERT:
Correct.
MR. W NDHAM

Motion by M. WIIlianms; seconded by Ms.
At ki ns.
Any comments fromthe Board?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Al'l in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al'l opposed with a "nay."
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
Thank you, Ms. Lanbert.
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Ms. Metoyer, Enterprise Zone Program
pl ease.
M5. METOYER
| have 14 new applications: 20141613,
Appl e Core Foods, LLC, doing business as L&A Quality
Foods, LLC, EBR Parish; 20160266, Beaed of Loui siana,
St. Charles Parish; 20150002, C&C Marine and Repair,
LLC, Pl aguem nes Parish; 20130117, Cajun Industrial
Design & Construction, LLC, East Baton Rouge Pari sh;
20150270, Community Care Center of Ville Platte, LLC,
Evangel i ne Parish; 20151593, Delta Medical G oup,
Terrebonne Parish; 20140456, Enlink M dstream Operati ng,
LP, Acadia Parish; 20120868, Exxon Mbil Corp Pl astics,
East Baton Rouge Parish; 20151082, Five Star I|ndustrial,
LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish; 20141154, Lake Area Hot el
| nvestnents, LLC, Calcasieu Parish; 20150174, N&S
Hospitality, LLC, Rapides Parish; 20141291, Perfornmance
Contractors, |ncorporated, Wst Baton Rouge Pari sh;
20140994, Shiv Shakti Lodgi ng, LLC, Cal casieu Parish;
and 20131070, Uni First Hol ding, Incorporated, East Baton
Rouge Pari sh.
MR, W NDHAM
Thank you, M. Metoyer.
M. Adl ey, questions?
MR. ADLEY:
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Just two quick questions. The first
one -- | went through this list and I saw, | think it
was, three hotels that received Enterprise Zone. Am |l
readi ng that correct?

M5. METOYER:

Yes, sir. These advances were filed
prior to them being excluded. The hotels were excl uded
either in July of "15 or the first session in '16.

MR, ADLEY:

Under today's rules, they wouldn't
qual i fy?

M5. METOYER:

They cannot apply. They can apply, but
they don't qualify.

MR, ADLEY:

Ckay. | know there was a problem
just couldn't remenber what it was. They got in before
the deadline; is that what you're telling ne?

M5. METOYER

|'d have to | ook at the paper to nake
sure.

MR. ADLEY:

By any chance, do you know, of the four
manufacturing facilities that are identified there, if

they also get |ITEP and/or inventory tax credits? Do you
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y'all keep track of that at all? You would be able to

go back and see if they got |ITEP, would you not?

MS. METOYER:
Yes, sSir.
MR ADLEY:

"1l just ask you at sone point after
this neeting is over with y'all go back and see whet her
the four manufacturing facilities, in addition to the
Enterprise, are they also getting | TEP and/or inventory
credit?

M5. METOYER
Whi ch four are you referring to?
VMR, ADLEY:
' m | ooking at C&C Mari ne.
MS. METOYER:
Ch, okay.
MR. ADLEY:

Enl i nk, Exxon and Performance
Contractors. Cearly they |ook |ike manufacturers based
on their description of what you said, so |I'mjust
trying to find out if, in fact, they get the Enterprise
in addition to ITEP or inventory credit. I'd just |ike
to know that of these conpani es.

MR, W NDHAM

Maki ng a note that there's no preclusion
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of that.
MR. ADLEY:
Yeah. | don't think you can prohibit
it. | just want to know if they are getting it.
M5. METOYER
Yes, sir.
MR, W NDHAM

Any comments fromthe public concerning
the Enterprise Zone application in front of this Board?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Any questions or coments fromthe Board
menbers addi tional ?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
|s there a notion?
Made by M. Fabra; seconded by
M. Faj ardo.
Al'l in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
VR, W NDHAM
Al opposed with a

nay.
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM

Mbtion carries.
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VB.

It's Contract 20110248,

RJQ Managenent,
1314, LLC
consul t ant
restaurant that

MR,

This is Jefferson Pari sh.

I's that Janjomar,

Ms. Metoyer.

METOYER:

| have one request to change ownership.
current contract only. It is

LLC. The new nane request is Janj onar
And based on the
LLC purchased the

was owned by RJIQ Managenent.

W NDHAM

Any comments fromthe public concerning

t hi s name change?

(No response.)
VR, W NDHAM
There's a notion by M. Fajardo;
seconded by Dr. W] son.
All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond with "aye.)
MR, W NDHAM
Al'l opposed with a "nay."
(No response.)
VR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
Ms. Metoyer.
M5. METOYER
The term nations are: 201208 -- |'m
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sorry. 20120867, Exxon Mobil Corp, East Baton Rouge
Parish. The requested termdate is 2/28/2015. The
program requi renents have been net, no additional jobs
are anticipated. 20121158, Enlink M dstream Operating,
LP, East Baton Rouge Parish. The requested termdate is
April 16th, 2015. Programrequirenents have been net,
no additional jobs are anticipated. 20120115, Axiall,
LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish. The requested termdate
I's 12/2/2013. The programrequirenments have been net,
no additional jobs are anticipated. 20140177, Lisa D
Trai na CPA, LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish. Requested
termdate 12/ 1/2016. The programrequirenents have been
met, no additional jobs are anticipated. 20140184, B&G
Food Enterprises, LLC, Lafayette Parish. Requested term
date August 9th, 2016. Programrequirenments have been
met, no additional jobs are anticipated. 20111025,
Enlink M dstream Qperating, LP, Acadia Parish.

Requested term date 3/25/2014. Programrequirenments
have been net, no additional jobs are anticipated.
20120222, Tubreaux Avi ation Mi ntenance, LLC, Caddo
Parish. Requested termdate 2/26/2015. The program
requi rements have been met, no additional jobs are
anticipated. 20120281, Tubreaux Aviation Services, LLC,
Caddo Parish. Requested termdate 3/7/2015. The

program requi renents have been net, no additional jobs
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are anticipated. Enlink M dstream Operating, 20120853,
Ascension Parish. Requested term date Novenber 14,
2014. Programrequirements have been net, no additional
jobs are anticipated. 20111255, Central Loui siana
Surgical Hospital, LLC, Rapides Parish. Requested term
date 12/31/2015. Programrequirenents have been net, no
additional jobs are anticipated. 20121197, Cheniere LNG
&M Servi ces, LLC, Beauregard Parish. Requested term
date 12/31/2015. Programrequirenments have been net, no
addi tional jobs are anticipated.
MR, W NDHAM
Thank you, Ms. Metoyer.
Are there any comments fromthe public
concerning Enterprise Zone contract term nations?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM

Any questions fromthe Board nenbers on

t hose?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
|s there a notion?
Made by Robert Adley (sic); seconded by
M. Slone.

Al'l in favor, indicate with an "aye."

(Several nenbers respond "aye.")



http://www.torresreporting.com/

© 00 N O O A W N P

N N NN NN P P P PR PP R,
g A W N P O © 0 N O O A W N P O

April 26, 2017

MEETING MINUTES Page 45

MR, W NDHAM
|*msorry. That was not Robert Adley.
That is Robert Barham
Al'l in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al opposed wth a "nay."
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
Sorry about that, M. Barham
MR. ADLEY:
|''msure he's never going to forgive you

for that one.

MR, W NDHAM
Ms. Metoyer, contract cancel ations.
MS. METOYER

| have three cancelations: 20100884,
Pre, Incorporated, doing business as Chateau De Bayou,
Laf ourche Parish. The conpany did not neet the EZ
program hiring requirenments and has been notified of
this cancelation. 20110870, Entergy, LA, LLC - Ninemle
Point. The conpany did not neet the EZ program
requi renents and they had requested cancel ation. And
20121301, Stuller, Incorporated, Lafayette Parish. The
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conpany did not neet the hiring requirenments and they
request ed cancel ati on.
MR, W NDHAM
Are there any representatives from Pre,
| nc., Chateau De Bayou?
(No response.)
MR W NDHAM
Any comment fromthe public concerning
t hese cancel ati ons?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Questions or cooments fromthe Board
concerning the cancel ati ons?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Is there a notion?
Motion nmade by M. MIler; seconded by
M. Faj ardo.

Al in favor, indicate wwth an "aye.
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM

Al l opposed with a

nay.
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM

Thank you, Ms. Metoyer.
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All right. Industrial Tax Exenption
Program M. Cheng. | believe we're going to do these
individually for the new ones. There are a few
questions for them a nunber of questions.
MS. CHENG
Good norning. These are the Industrial
Tax Exenptions new applications, and there are 25 of
t hem
MR. ADLEY:
Can you get a little closer to the
m crophone, which will help me and M. Barhanf?
MS. CHENG
These have advanced notifications that
were filed prior to the Executive Oder on 6/24 of 2016.
20151311, Boi se Packagi ng & Newsprint,
LLC, Beauregard Parish; 20130018, Bollinger Fourchon,
Laf ourche Parish --
MR, W NDHAM
Ms. Cheng, | think we may have questions
on them so we just want to do themone at a tine.
Are there any questions on Boise
Packagi ng & Newsprint in Beauregard?
MR. ADLEY:
Di scovery is the first one | have.
MR, W NDHAM
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At ki ns.

public?

|s there a notion to approve Boise --
ADLEY:

So noved.

W NDHAM

Moved by M. Adley; seconded by M.

Al'l in favor -- any comments fromthe

response.)
W NDHAM

All in favor, indicate with an

aye.

(Several nenbers respond "aye.")

VR.

IVB.

W NDHAM

Motion carries.

Pl ease proceed.

CHENG:

20130018, Bollinger Fourchon in

Laf ourche Pari sh.

VR.

W NDHAM

Any questions concerning the Bollinger

Four chon application?

(No
MR.

Four chon?

response.)
W NDHAM

|s there a notion to approve Bol linger
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M. Mller.

Laf ourche Pari sh.

her e?

who you represent.

Made by Robert Barham seconded by

All in favor indicate with an "aye.
(Several nenber respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM

Al'l opposed with a "nay."

(No response.)

MR W NDHAM
Pr oceed.
MS. CHENG

20160038, Discovery Producer Services in

VMR, ADLEY:

This is discovery.
MR, W NDHAM

|s there a question?
MR. ADLEY:

|s there soneone here from --
MR W NDHAM

|s there a representative from Di scovery

Pl ease step forward, state your nanme and

MR PERI LLOUX:

Yes, sir. M name is Brian Perilloux
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wth WIIianms Conpanies, the parent conpany of Discovery
Producer Services, LLC. Thank you.
MR, W NDHAM
M. Adl ey.
MR. ADLEY:

My question is, albeit it was done prior
to the executive order, | amtrying to determ ne that
this is actually part of a manufacturing process, what
you' ve done here. |I'mnot follow ng you. You said,
"This project consists of two primary objectives. The
first objective is to install pipe segnent to bypass
of fshore gas around the Larose Gas Processing Pl ant.
This project allows offshore gas to bypass LGPP
downstream" |'mconfused. Are you noving natural gas
around the manufacturing facility or into the facility?
That's what | couldn't figure out.

MR. PERI LLOUX

Yes, sir. It's to bypass the plant. So
they install the bypass at the LNG processing plant to
bypass the plant because they don't want to process that
particul ar gas.

MR. ADLEY:
And where does that gas go?
MR. PERI LLOUX:

It goes up into another line, and |
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apologize. I'mnot famliar with the |ot.
MR. ADLEY:

lI"'mtrying to find out, to get to the
point, you're not noving any natural gas that ends up
getting re-marketed sonewhere by WIllians or anybody
else, are you? | nean, it all pertains to the
manufacturing in some way? That's what | need to know.
If you built a line to go renmarket gas, that's not
manufacturing. That's sonething outside of what your
facility does. | just need to nake sure we're not
creating an exenption here for something that's outside
the manufacturing that the facility does.

MR, PERI LLOUX:

Sure, and | understand. | apologize. |
am not the project nmanager of the project, but the way
it was explained to ne, it's to bypass the facility --

MR. ADLEY:
Bypass the facility. \Were does that

gas go?
MR. PERI LLOUX:
| think it goes into a third-party |ine,
Sir
MR, ADLEY:
And fromthe third-party |ine, sonebody
sells it?
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MR, PERI LLOUX:
Yes, sir. W nerely transport it.
MR. ADLEY:

My problemis you can't be getting
property tax exenption to build a pipeline to go market
natural gas, and | just need to know -- | nean, | ook,
l'm-- if it's used in the plant, I don't have a
problem but if we're granting an exenption or property
tax to someone for building a pipeline to market natural
gas, not part of the manufacturing, but go around the
plant and into a third-party to be marketed, that is not
manuf act uri ng.

MR, PERI LLOUX:

We stand wth whatever the decision is,
sir, but that is the process, to bypass the plant. It
originally went into the plant --

MR. ADLEY:
Can you hel p hinf®
MR. PERI LLOUX:

-- but the goal was to bypass the plant,

but it was built into the plant in order to bypass it.
MR, W NDHAM

M. Adley, | think we are going to need

to defer this one to get a better explanation of what

happens. | nean, | don't see an alternative on this.
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Rat her than --
M5. CHENG
We can go do an inspection if you would
l'i ke.
MR. ADLEY:
Do what ?
MS. CHENG
We can go do an inspection if y'all
woul d |ike.
MR. ADLEY:
It would be helpful. | just need to

make sure you're not sitting out there getting an
exenption for a pipeline that's actually -- albeit, some
of the gas may go into facility, but if you're getting

an exenption for the entire cost and sonme of it's
getting marketed off, | think that's a problem And,
yes, | would nove that we direct LED to do get an
I nspection before we nake a final decision on this.

MR, W NDHAM

Before they go and spend tine to go do

an inspection, can we get a letter fromthe conpany
telling us what it's for? Because | hate to spend
manpower, tine and effort to go do sonething --

MR. ADLEY:

| think it's really inportant to have
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LED to go do that. | think it would be very hel pful for
that to get done.
MR, W NDHAM
|'s this pipeline above the ground or
bel ow t he ground?
MR, PERI LLOUX:
Sir, | believe it's above ground.
MR, W NDHAM
Above ground.
MR. PERI LLOUX:

| woul d need to double check with the
proj ect manager, but | think it is above ground. |
apol ogi ze.

MR, W NDHAM

That's all right. The only reason |I'm
saying that, M. Adley, is sone of the inspections |'ve
done, you go out there and the pipe is underground. You
can see it go down, and you don't know where it goes.

MR. ADLEY:

Vel |, an inspection could clearly be a
visit by themto the hone office or front office and
they can lay out for themthe pipeline map and this is
how it works and you cone away w th an under st andi ng.
You don't have to go out there with a shovel and dig up

pipe to go figure out where it goes, M. Chairman. This
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Is not howit works. They are going to have pipeline
plans for themto ook at and you will be able to
determne if this pipe is for marketing gas or it's used
in the manufacturing facility. That's what | nean by
I nspecti on.
MR, W NDHAM
Ckay. So you nean nore of an
I nvestigation?
MR, ADLEY:
| don't mean a tractor and dig up pipe.
| don't nean that.
MR, W NDHAM
They do performinspections, physical on
site inspections to verify --
MR, ADLEY:
| think if you go to heir office,
they're clearly going to have everything connection to
that facility and they're going to have plats and maps
for you to | ook at.
MR, W NDHAM
All right. So we'll take that as a
notion to defer this one until LED investigates the
manufacturing -- the actual manufacturing at this
facility of that equi pnent.

|s there a second to that deferral ?
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Seconded by Dr. W/ son.

Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond with "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM

Al opposed with a "nay.
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
MR, COLEMAN:
| have a questi on.
MR, W NDHAM
Ch, I'msorry. Major Col eman.
VR, COLEMAN:
I'ma little bit confused. So each one
of these applications, so we have not determned if it's

a manufacturing job or not before it gets to us?

MS. CHENG
They have a manufacturing NAICS Code.
MR, ADLEY:

| will tell you where I'mcom ng from
These cane in prior to the executive order, so under the
old rules. The old rules required that be
manuf acturing, but under a different definition than we
had. |In any case, it's required to be manufacturing.

Any nmenber of this board who determ nes that sonething
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that they see before themis not manufacturing, you
clearly have a right to distinguish between the two, and
that's what |'mtrying to do here. | need to know that
this is part of whatever LED said the manufacturing
process is.
MR, W NDHAM
And | w il point out, in sonme cases,
there may be things where an entity wll extract
resources fromthe ground, so the extraction equi pnent
Is not part of the manufacturing process; but then once
It gets above the ground on their site, then they start
manufacturing it into another product or doing sonething
toit to change its form et cetera, et cetera, and that
becones what's eligible for manufacturing. So the
overall entity may have an SIC or a NAICS Code that is
manuf acturing, but certain activity that go on nmay not
be manufacturing, and that's how they know, because it
has NAI CS Code that indicates that they're manufacturing
sonet hing. Does that hel p?
M. Sl one.
MR, SLONE:
|'msorry. So if it bypasses the
process that you use, but is used to power the plant,
t hen woul d be manufacturing?
MR, W NDHAM
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In ny eyes, that woul d be considered
part of the manufacturing process.
MR, SLONE:
| didn't know if that would help.
MR, COLENMAN:

| was just trying to figure out whose
job it is to determne the eligibility of if they even
get to the application stage.
MR, W NDHAM
| believe that's the staff's
responsibility to determne it's manufacturing when they
receive the application.
Any ot her questions before the deferral
vote is taken?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Al l

( Sever al

in favor of deferring?
menbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al |
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM

Motion carries.

opposed say, "nay.

This one is deferred
for investigation.
MS. CHENG
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20111182A, DOW Chem cal Conpany in
| berville Parish.
MR, W NDHAM
Any comments from the Board concerning
t he DOW Chem cal application?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Any questions fromthe Board nenbers?
|s there a notion for approval ?
Made by M. Slone; seconded by
M. Faj ardo.
Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM

Al opposed with a "nay.
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
MS. CHENG
20150280, Eagle US 2, LLC in Cal casieu
Pari sh.
MR, W NDHAM
M. Adley, | believe you have a question
for this one.

MR ADLEY:
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Question for the staff. Understanding
it's under the initial rules, when | |ook at these two
applications, they have this one and | guess there is
another. This one, they just said 2015 upgrades. The
second one, they clearly nmentioned an expansi on. How do
you know or do you know as a staff person that these
were mai nt enance or not naintenance itens? |s there any

way for you to know that?

M5. CHENG
No.
MR ADLEY:

Under the old rules, they're clearly

al | oned regardl ess of what they put.

MS. CHENG
Yes, sir.
MR ADLEY:

Under the new rul es, when they see
sonet hing, they just sinply --
M5. CHENG

VW will have ask for an expl anation of

what the --
MR. ADLEY:
Then this may no | onger be allowed --
MS. CHENG
Correct.
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pur poses.

MR ADLEY:

-- if you find out it's for naintenance

MS. CHENG
Yes, sir.
MR, ADLEY:
All right. That's what | needed to

know. Thank you.

MR W NDHAM

Any ot her questions for the first Eagle

US 2 application?

seconded by

(No response.)
VR, W NDHAM
Any comments fromthe public?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Motion to approve made by M or Col eman;
Ms. AtKkins.
Al'l in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
VR, W NDHAM
Al opposed with a

nay.
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM

Mbtion carries.
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MS. CHENG
20150880A, Eagle US 2 in Cal casieu
Pari sh.
MR, W NDHAM
Any comments fromthe public concerning
this second application by Eagle US 2?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
There is a notion on floor to approve
made by Ri cky.
Is there a second?
By M. WIIians.
Al'l in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al l opposed with a

nay.

(No response.)

MR. W NDHAM
Motion carries.
MS. CHENG

Exxon Mobi | Corporation has requested
that we defer 20152017.
MR, W NDHAM
You said defer?
MS. CHENG
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Yes.
MR. ADLEY:

Whi ch one.
MS. CHENG

Exxon Mobi | .
MR, W NDHAM

Exxon Mobi | .
MS. CHENG

Conpany has requested that the

application be deferred.
MR, W NDHAM
Al right.
MS. CHENG

20150997 FMI Shipyard & Repair, LLCin

Jefferson Parish
MR, ADLEY:

And the question on this one is they
state that they constructed new office buildings, am!|
to understand that under the old rules, that was
al | owed?

MS. CHENG
Correct.
MR. ADLEY:
And that is not allowed under the new

rules; is that correct? I'mtrying to get sone of these
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things aired out before we start wal king into these
nmeeti ngs and people believe that the way they used to do
It's going to work.

Under the new rule, that would not be

al l omed, the office building.

MS. CHENG
Correct.
MR ADLEY:

But under the old rule, y'all did allow
them and you all owed them for other conpanies; is that a
fair statenent?
MS. CHENG
Yes.
MR. ADLEY:
Ckay. Thank you.
MR, W NDHAM
Any comments fromthe public concerning
FMI Shi pyard & Repair?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Motion nmade by M. Slone; seconded by
Secretary Pierson.
All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
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Al'l opposed with a "nay.
(No response.)
M5. CHENG
20141329, G E. O Heat Exchangers, LLC in
| berville Parish.
MR, W NDHAM
Any comments fromthe public concerning
G E. O Heat Exchangers?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
s there a notion on the floor to
approve this one?
Made by Dr. W I son; seconded by Ms.
At ki ns.
All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM

Al opposed with a "nay.
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
M5. CHENG
20160175, Hood Cont ai ner of Loui si ana,
LLC in West Feliciana Parish.

MR, W NDHAM
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Any comments fromthe public concerning

Hood Cont ai ner of Loui si ana?

(No
MR.

M. WIIians.
MR.
(No
MR.
V.
Pari sh.
MR.

for Intral ox.
MR.

MR

response. )

W NDHAM

|s there a notion to approve?
Made by M. Ml er; seconded by

All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")

W NDHAM

Al opposed with a

nay.
response.)

W NDHAM

Motion carries.

CHENG

20141572, Intralox, LLC in Jefferson

W NDHAM

M. Adley, | believe you have a question

ADLEY:

W do.

W NDHAM

|s there a representative fromlntral ox?

Pl ease step forward.
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MR. ADLEY:
Under the old rules, they also allow --
go ahead and identify yourself. I1'msorry.
M5. RAYMOND:
Deanne Raynmond. |'mthe Director of Tax

for Laitram and Intralox is one of our group of

conpani es.
MR. ADLEY:
Deanne, | don't think the application is
at risk. | just want you to understand that, but under

the old rules, they allow for software and hardware if
it was in an office as part of a process to be included.
Under the new rules, this has to be part of the process,
sonmething that's used into the manufacturing itself. M
question to you is, the software and hardware that you
have purchased here, what is that for?

M5. RAYMOND:

It's probably going to be difficult for
me to look at this and say exactly what that's for. |
woul d probably have to go back to our IT people. |
nmean, sonme of that is certainly used in the
manuf acturi ng because we have -- everything's robotic
and conputeri zed.

MR. ADLEY:

If you go to a Tinmber mll, for instance
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they're going to sit there on the conputer out on a line
and they're going to push a button to cut those logs a
certain way and they have a conputer that's using

W ndows 10 inside of the office, that would not be
allowed. It wll be allowed in the old rules, but wll

not be all owed under the new rul es.

M5. RAYMOND:

Ckay. | understand what you're saying.
MR, ADLEY:

You don't really know what --
M5. RAYMOND:

Specifically what this oneis, | would

have to go back and see, but certainly we use conputers
i n the whol e manufacturing process, which all of the
I njection and nol di ng machi nes and the robotic equi pnent
t hat goes along with that.
MR. ADLEY:
And all of that certainly is approved

wth the new rules and the old rul es.

V5. RAYMOND:
Uh- huh. What specifically --
V5. ADLEY:

| only raise this, ma'am so the
conmttee can be, again, prepared when we get to this

poi nt under the newrules, if you walk in here with



http://www.torresreporting.com/

© 00 N O O A W N P

N N NN NN P P P PR PP R,
g A W N P O © 0 N O O A W N P O

April 26, 2017
MEETING MINUTES Page 69

sof tware and hardware, you're going to have to know the
difference because if it's sitting over there at an
office sonewhere, it clearly does not neet the new

definition of manufacturing.

M5. RAYMOND:
Ckay.
MR. ADLEY:
That's it. Thank you, ma'am
MS. RAYMOND:
Thank you.
MR, W NDHAM

All right. Any comments fromthe public
concerning the Intral ox application?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
|s there a notion on the floor?
Made by M. Slone; seconded by
M. Mller.
Al'l in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
VR, W NDHAM
Al opposed with a

nay.
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM

Mbtion carries.
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MS. CHENG
20140198A, Lubrication Technol ogi es,
| nc. in Caddo Pari sh.
MR, W NDHAM
All right. Any comments fromthe public
concerning Lubrication Technol ogi es?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
|s there a notion on the floor?
Motion nmade by Dr. WIson; seconded by
Mayor Brasseaux.
Al'l in favor -- oh, any coments from
t he Board, questions?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al opposed with a

nay.

(No response.)

MR W NDHAM
Motion carri es.
MS. CHENG

20140198B, Lubrication Technol ogi es,
Inc. in Caddo Pari sh.
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MR

W NDHAM
| will assume the same?

Motion made by Dr. WIson and seconded

by Mayor Brasseaux.

IVB.

Questions fromthe public, conments?
response.)

W NDHAM

Any questions fromthe Board nenbers?
response. )

W NDHAM

All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")

W NDHAM

Al'l opposed with a "nay."

response. )

W NDHAM

Motion carries.

CHENG

Mar at hon Petrol eum Conpany has request ed

they we defer 20131404.

MR

ADLEY:

The only question, just if you -- |

think you can answer it w thout getting themup here.

When you see the word "revanmp” in an application and

there's no further description in what they do, what
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does that nean?
M5. CHENG
Wi ch application would this be?
MR. ADLEY:
On the Marathon. Says that FCC revanp.
Does that nmean they're maintaining it? Does that nean

they're rebuilding it? Wat does that nmean?

MS. CHENG
" mnot sure, but | can ask them
MR ADLEY:

That's all right. Look, it's going to
be approved because it's under the old rules. |'mgoing
to suggest to you that when we start noving the others
t hr ough under the new rules, words |like that, they're
not going to nmean anything unless you have a
description. A lot of these just don't have the
descri pti on.

That's it, M. Chairman. Thank you.

MR, W NDHAM
Thank you, M. Adley.
MS. CHENG

20141452, Sasol Chem cals USA in
Cal casi eu Pari sh.
MR, W NDHAM

| believe M. Adley has a question for
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Sasol .

Is a there a representative for Sasol ?

MR. ADLEY:

I's this the second Marathon?
MS. CHENG

Mar at hon only has one.
MR W NDHAM

Sasol, please step forward and identify
your sel f.
MR. HAYES:
M chael Hayes, Manager of Gover nnent
Rel ati ons for Sasol.
VR, ADLEY:
Thank you. Let ne just ask the staff,
in the past, under the old rules, you all owed R&D,
research and devel opnent, to be part of the
manuf acturing process; is that right or wong?
MS. CHENG
| believe everything was included and

al l owed at the manufacturing site.

VMR, ADLEY:

| didn't hear you, ma'am
MS. CHENG

Everything at the manufacturing site.
MR. ADLEY:
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What ever it was?

MS. CHENG
Yes.
MR. ADLEY:

So when they say "the expansi on of R&D
bui l ding for research and devel opnent that may be
outside of the manufacturing plant itself," you al ways

allowed that in the past?

MS. CHENG
Yes.
MR. ADLEY:

Ckay. And we're allowing it now, but I
have to tell you, under the new rules, | don't think
it's going to fit, so that you know goi ng forward.

MR. HAYES:

If I may, this particular R& expansion
IS not pie-in-the-sky R&D. This is very
cust oner - process-driven R& because we have sone
processes that can take alum na, for exanple, and change
the properties of that alumna to suit what the custoner
needs. So these are in the chemstry, working with a
manuf acturing process and the custoners, to nodify the
properties of those nol ecul es they're maki ng so that
they' Il suit the process. And so, to ne, this type of

R&D was one that we'd give serious consideration.
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An exanpl e, one of the products that we
make, you know, if you renenber, when photo paper for
conputers, |aser paper, was so expensive because it had
silver init. W were able to work with those
manuf acturers of photo paper to nodify the properties of
our alumna to be able to replace the silver in photo
paper. So you went from sonething that you nake jewelry
out of to sonething that's the functional equival ent of
dirt. You know, that's how the process --

MR. ADLEY:

| got that and it will certainly be

approved today, but the truth of the matter is, you can

be doing your R&D in London.

MR HAYES:
Not this R&D. This R&D --
MR ADLEY:

| think the way the | aw works now,
anyt hi ng associated with R&D can be there. Here's the
best exanple | can give you: Wen you nove natural gas
into your plant, and you do that over there, |'msure,

before it's noved in there, they nove water out of the

gas.
MR. HAYES:

Ri ght.

MR. ADLEY:
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Under what your theory is, all of that,
too, would be subject to manufacturing.
MR. HAYES:
No, sir. That would be quality
assurance and woul d be separate fromthe new rul es.
MR. ADLEY:
| got you. Just fromthe Governor's
office, sir, whatever it's worth, certainly we're not
going to object to this one because it's under the old
rules and R&D was clearly left out when we did the new
rules. Just so you know, it won't be there, at |east
fromour office.
MR, HAYES:
Ckay. | would like to be able to nake
t he argunent, though, in the future, if it's possible.
MR. ADLEY:
We are right over there on the fourth
floor. Go over there and knock on his door. He's
| ooking for friends today.
MR. HAYES:
You have a great staff here and they
asked for those sanme details.
MR, W NDHAM
So when you do this R&D, it is related

to --
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MR. HAYES:
Manuf act uri ng.
MR, W NDHAM
-- manufacturing. | nean, getting the
product to the custonmer specs, do you bill themfor this

or is this part billed to the cost of the production of
the new material ?
MR. HAYES:

That's part of the service that we
provi de because if we're able to create new products by
changi ng the properties of our existing products that
suit the custoner's manufacturing need, then we've
satisfied our manufacturing need and then we've
satisfied their need as a custoner, and that's what this
is all about. So these R&D guys that are doing this
work really are trying to nodify the process to come up
with a new brainstorm They're trying to nmake what we
have work in various and different circunstances.

Anot her exanple is we nake surfactants
and we're using those surfactants in the hydraulic
fracturing process, but not every surfactant works, but
we're able to treat the properties of surfactants so
that they will run the hydraulic fracturing process
better to keep those cracks open, deliver the materi al

t hat keeps the cracks open because the surfactants are
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able to work better.
MR, W NDHAM
So, in ny eyes, this mght be nore of a

custom zi ng manufacturing --

MR HAYES:
Exactly. Exactly.
MR W NDHAM

-- as opposed to R&D, because | think of
R&D, as you said, where the scientists are in there and
they're trying to cone up with a new w dget, not taking
an existing w dget and nmaking sure it works for the

customer's needs.

MR, HAYES:
Ri ght .
MR, W NDHAM

So, M. Adley, it may be different than
R&D in the sense that a | ot of people think of R&D.
This is fine tuning a product, just |ike nmaking sure
that they're mxing it right, and, to ne, it's part of
manuf act uri ng because once you get the chem stry right,
then it flows into making that custoner's product.

MR. ADLEY:

| got it. M advice to youis, if you

want to tell that to sonebody, go tell it to him

because |'mrelaying to you what he has told ne. W do
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not believe that R&D, that a conpany goes and does on
the side to go make their profit, make their noney, is
part of the manufacturing process. |It's not part of the
process of when you did your R& and you said this is a
product | want to nake, there's a manufacturing process
associated with that project, you go back and do sone
nore R&D and you say you want to nake sonething el se,
t hen you create another manufacturing facility, then
there's a manufacturing process for that one.
MR, HAYES:
Thank you, sir.
MR. ADLEY:
| think that's going to be his position.
Until he tells me otherwise, that's -- | just wanted you
to know that's where we are, and the rules, clearly the
I ssue of R&D issue cane up and we very clearly kept them

out of the rules for that reason.

MR, HAYES:
Understood. Thank you, sir.
MR. ADLEY:
Thank you for what you're doing in Lake
Charles. It's pretty phenonenal what y'all are doing.
MR. HAYES:

We're pretty excited for Lake Charles

and Loui si ana.
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MR W NDHAM
Any ot her questions by the Board?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Thank you, sir.
s there a notion on to the floor to
approve this application?
SECRETARY Pl ERSON:
So noved.
MR, W NDHAM
Made by Secretary Pierson; seconded by
M. Faj ardo.
Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR W NDHAM
Al'l opposed with a

nay.

(No response.)

MR. W NDHAM
Mbtion carries.
MS. CHENG

20121255, SE Tyl ose Louisiana, LLC in
| berville Parish.
MR W NDHAM
Any questions on this one?

(No response.)
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MR, W NDHAM
Any comments fromthe public concerning
SE Tyl ose Loui si ana?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
|s there a notion on the floor to
approve?
Made by M. W/ son; seconded by
M. Fabra.
Al'l in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al'l opposed with a "nay."

(No response.)

MR W NDHAM
Motion carries.
MS. CHENG

20141393, Shell Chem cal
Conpany- Ascensi on in Ascensi on Pari sh.
MR, W NDHAM
All right. I'mgoing to |l et you go
ahead and read all of the Shells all at once. M. Adley
does have sone questions for Shell.
MS. CHENG
20141217, Shell Chem cal Conpany in
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Ascension Parish; 20131234, Shell Chem cal Conpany in
Ascensi on Parish; 20130770, Shell Chem cal Conpany, LP;
and 20141576, Shell Chem cal Conpany, LP in St. Charles

Pari sh.

MR, W NDHAM

|s there a representative from Shel
her e?

Pl ease step forward and identify
yoursel f.

MR. BAKER:

Good norning, M. Chairman. Joe Baker
with Shell O Conpany. | nmanage the property taxes for
Downstream assets in Loui si ana.

MR. ADLEY:
Only two quick questions. In the first

request you' ve got facilities who export IDto a nobile
site and then to third properties, and then in another
one, you've got railcar maintenance activities. Are
these on the site of the manufacturing facility or are
t hey el sewhere?
MR. BAKER:

They're on the site of the manufacturing
facility, except your question regarding the nobile
site, I'mgoing to have to find out for sure on that

one. | can't answer that. But as far as the rail
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facilities, yes, sir, they're on site.
MR. ADLEY:
W don't object to the approval of the
current ones that you have. | would like to ask,
M. Chairman, that the staff to | ook at, insofar as
under the newrules, | want to sure -- as | renmenber it,
we nmade sure that anything dealing with further
mar keting of a product was not part of the ITEP, and so
|'mtrying to make sure that -- | think we used | anguage
to say that it had to be physically on the facility on
that site. Just find out for me and let ne know | ater
on this application and if you can get with themso |
can find out exactly how this one works so |I'Il know for
the future.
MS. CHENG
If it actually is nobile and does | eave
the facility, they'll have to take it off. It's not
eligible under current rules and it will be anended in
the affidavit of current |oss.
MR. ADLEY:
|f they're not nobile under the current
law, it's not --
MS. CHENG
| | ooked at the assets and | didn't

see -- they didn't seem|ike assets that could | eave the



http://www.torresreporting.com/

© 00 N O O A W N P

N N NN NN P P P PR PP R,
g A W N P O © 0 N O O A W N P O

April 26, 2017

MEETING MINUTES Page 84

facility, but we can check what this nobile site is.
MR. ADLEY:

Let nme just nmake sure. You just said
something that | need to know. Under current rules, the
old rules, nobile facilities are or are not allowed?

MS. CHENG

Are not.

MR. ADLEY:

Well, on this application, you list a

nobile site, a nobile site that's being shipped to be

part of the investnent dollars used in this application.

MS. CHENG
| believe so.
MR BAKER:

M. Adley, | can't answer that, but I
apol ogi ze for not know ng that answer, but your question
is valid. "Il get back with Kristin and | et her know
I f the application needs to be anmended or what have you.

MR. ADLEY:

Let me do this if I can. Let nme nove
for approval, M. Chairman, subject to themclarifying
wth staff that the nobile site is not included in the
nunbers being applied for for the | TEP.

MS. CHENG

If that is ineligible, it can be taken
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off at the point of themfiling their affidavit of final
cost .
MR, W NDHAM
Al'l of these are subject to
qualifications in the end. Even when you go out and do
an inspection, if you find out that sonething' s nobile,
It gets renmoved fromthe contract and the assessors get
notified imediately that the assets did not qualify for
t he program and everything needs to be adjusted. So
It's just part of the process.
MR. ADLEY:
| need you to get back to ne and try to

clear it up if they're getting noney for it.

Thank you.
MR. BAKER:
Thank you, M. Adley.
MR, W NDHAM
Seconded by -- notion was nmade by

M. Adley to approve all of the Shell applications.
Are there any coments fromthe public?
Seconded was nmade by Dr. W/ son.
Any questions or further comments from
t he Board nenbers?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
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All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM

Al opposed with a

nay.
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
MR, ADLEY:

| would ask the staff, before you | eave
Shell, the Shell application -- I'mlooking for the
nunber. 1've got this sheet in front of nme. Let's see.
The 20130770-1TE.

MS. CHENG

Ckay.

MR. ADLEY:

They nmake the statenent that replacenent
costs have not been retired as part of Phase 1, and the
Chairman's done a really good job of training ne over
time to know that whatever the initial |TEP was, when
you're going to replace sonething, that's renoved from
what they're eligible for in the future, so what does it
mean when they say that replacenent costs have not been
retired? What does that nean?

MS. CHENG

So that asset is probably still on site,
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so it has not been retired yet, but when they file their
second phase of this application, they will reflect it
on that --

MR. ADLEY:

But you took in benefit the cost of that
when you're granting this particular ITEP that they're
wor ki ng on? You're noddi ng your head. You've done
that. Okay. Thank you.

MS. CHENG

20151157, Surface Performance G oup, LLC
in Jefferson Parish.

MR, W NDHAM

Are there any comments fromthe public
concerni ng Surface Performance G oup?

MR, ADLEY:
Which one is it?
MR, W NDHAM
Surface Performance G oup, LLC
MR. ADLEY:
I's this the one that does the surface

coating and repair?

M5. CHENG
Yes, sir.

MR. ADLEY:
Yes.
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MR, W NDHAM

|s there a representative --
MR. ADLEY:

| need to know fromthe manufacturer.
MR, W NDHAM

|s there a representative from--
MR. ADLEY:

| knew I'd get you here sooner or |ater.
MR, W NDHAM

Pl ease step forward and identify

yoursel f .

MR, ZATARAI N:

Chuck Zatarain. | represent Surface

Performance G oup. N ce to see everybody again.
MR, ADLEY:

And you're the gentl eman who poi nted out
to me that every neeting, you get called up here by ne
at the start the neeting; is that right?

MR, ZATARAI N:

Yes, sir. You're very consistent with
t hat .

MR. ADLEY:

And | explained to you, wthout me, you
woul dn't have a job; is that --

MR, ZATARAI N:
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You sure did.
MR. ADLEY:

So the surface coating and repair, |I'm
trying to understand how that's part of the
manuf acturing process or is that in the building of the
facility itself? Wat is it?

MR, ZATARAI N:

It is a repair service, coating, and
they al so put together small tools. It's a fam|ly-owned
busi ness, a husband and wife, at this operation in
Jefferson Parish. They service the chem cal plants up
and down the river. They operate seven days a week.
Wien sonebody cones in with a piece of equi pnent that
needs to be repaired quickly, they repair it. |If they
have to grind it down or change it up, make it surface
to performsonething else, they can do it on the spot.
They al so take broken down pi eces of equi pnment and are
asked to make thema new one. |It's what they do. And
it's there terrific operation.

They have about ei ght enpl oyees at the
initial site. They are |andl ocked in Jefferson Parish,
so they built a new manufacturing facility and building
and al so new equi pnent and doubl ed their payroll. So
they're very essential to the chem cal industry up and

down the plant (sic).
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So they manufacture by grinding,
coating, resurfacing and al so putting together new
pi eces of equipnment fromthe broken pieces of equipnent.
MR. ADLEY:
Thank you.
MR, ZATARAI N:
Yes, sir.
MR, W NDHAM
Any ot her questions for M. Zatarain?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
The notion is made by M. Slone to
approve the application; seconded by Ms. Ml one.
Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al'l opposed with a "nay."
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
Thank you, M. Zatarain.
M5. CHENG
20140991, Union Carbide Corporation in
St. Charles Parish.
MR, W NDHAM



http://www.torresreporting.com/

© 00 N O O A W N P

N N NN NN P P P PR PP R,
g A W N P O © 0 N O O A W N P O

MEETING MINUTES

April 26, 2017
Page 91

| believe we have a question for Union

Carbide. |Is there a representative from Union Carbide?

Pl ease step forward.
MR, ADLEY:
And you'll be glad to know it's the |ast

question |I've got in this group of stuff. It makes be

happy and you happy, too.

subst ati on,
sonet hi ng,

t his about ?

treatnent p

MR, W NDHAM
Pl ease identify yourself.
MR.  FAUCHEUX:

Tonmmy Faucheux, Governnent Affairs.
V5. DAl GLE:

Rona Daigle, Lead Tax Manager, DOW
MR, W NDHAM

M. Adl ey.
MR. ADLEY:

The installation of electrical
have you created sone kind of cogent or

Is that what's going on out there? Wat is

V5. DAl GLE:
This is a substation, power-to-water
| ant .
MR. ADLEY:
Prior to doing this, where did you get
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your power fronf?
IVS.
W have other substations. This one's
for inprovenent and upgrade for future water treatnent.
MR. ADLEY:
| got you. So it wasn't comng froma
private investor-owned facility fromday one; you've
al ways created your own substations; is that what you're
telling ne?
M5, DAl GLE:

This is our own substation, yes, and our

own - -
VMR, ADLEY:
And so the only question | have for
staff, | need to better understand this. | noted since

we' ve been here, Entergy will always have many vari ous
applications as they cone in and they build power
facilities for the plants and they apply for I TEP. What
happens if you have one of those facilities where you
have the investor-owner cones in, provides the power and
t hen decides to build a substation and Entergy G oup no
| onger is providing the power and you're eight into the
| TEP or, say, six years, what happens?

MS. CHENG

If it's not --



http://www.torresreporting.com/

© 00 N O O A W N P

N N NN NN P P P PR PP R,
g A W N P O © 0 N O O A W N P O

MEETING MINUTES

April 26, 2017
Page 93

MR

IVB.

not bei ng used,

cone to us and say to cancel it.

At ki ns.

MR

IVB.

MR

(Several nenbers respond "aye.")

MR

(No
MR.

ADLEY:
Do they no |onger continue the | TEP?
CHENG

|f they're no longer -- if Entergy is
it would be --

ADLEY:

It would be disqualified?

CHENG:

It would be canceled. The conpany woul d

ADLEY:

That's what | want to know. Thank you.
W NDHAM

Any ot her questions for Union Carbide?
response. )

W NDHAM

Motion by M. Slone; seconded by Ms.

Al'l in favor, indicate with an "aye."

W NDHAM
Al opposed with a

nay.
response. )
W NDHAM

Mbtion carries.
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| believe you can read the last three
t oget her.
M5. CHENG
Okay. 20130801, Westl ake Petrochem cal,
LLC in Cal casi eu Parish; 20131140, Westl ake Pol yners, LP
in Cal casieu Parish; and 20160037, WIllianms Oefins, LLC
in Ascension Parish.
MR, W NDHAM
Any comments fromthe public concerning
t hese three applications?

(No response.)

MR, W NDHAM
|s there a notion to approve these
three?
Made by M. WIlians; seconded by M.
Faj ar do.

Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR. W NDHAM

Al'l opposed with a "nay.

(No response.)

MR W NDHAM
Motion carries.
MS. CHENG

Now we have the new applications that
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were received prior to the executive order being issued

on 6/24/16, but
notification.

MR.

executive order
VB.

MR

MR

t hey do not have an advanced

W NDHAM

So these are MCAs received prior to the
I ssuance?

CHENG

Yes.

W NDHAM

Al right.

ADLEY:

So the work and receipt was all prior to

t he executive order on these?

IVS.

pari sh.
MR

CHENG
Yes.
20161240, Bayou Conpanies, LLC in lberia

W NDHAM
All right. Any comments fromthe public

concer ni ng Bayou Conpani es, LLC?

(No response.)

MR

W NDHAM

Comments fromthe Board?

(No response.)

MR

W NDHAM
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|s there a notion to approve these MCAs
that were filed prior to issuance of the executive
order?

Oh, I"'msorry, couple of comments from
the public. Well, kind of public. One fromthe public
and one fromLED staff. W'I|l start wth LED staff.

Pl ease identify yourself.
MR, HOUSE:

Ri chard House, Counsel for Economc
Devel opnent .

These are MCAs prior to June 24th. The
i ssue i s whether or not they have jobs. [|f they have
jobs, then they should be approved. |If they don't have

j obs, then under the executive order, they should not be

approved.
MR, ADLEY:
Richard, clarify this for us. Wen I
cane over today, | was told clearly by the fourth fl oor
that that is their position. | wanted to make sure

about that. There were a group of these that cane in
prior to, but they weren't received till after 6/24.
M5. CHENG
No. These --
MR. ADLEY:

You're telling me it nmakes no different,
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makes no difference when they' re received?
MR, HOUSE:

No. These are prior to June 24th. They
were received prior to -- the ones you're considering
now were received prior to June 24th.

MR, W NDHAM

o '167?

MR, HOUSE:

O 2016.

Under the executive order, regarding
MCAs, M scel |l aneous Capital Additions, if they have
jobs, then they're subject to our approval.

VMR, ADLEY:
Regar dl ess of whether they were before

or after 6/24 or not?

MR, HOUSE:

No, sir. They were before June 24th.
MR. ADLEY:

|"msorry. You --
MR, HOUSE:

These were all applications before June
24t h, 2016.
MR, ADLEY:
So your position would be if they had

zero jobs, we would approve thenf
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MR, HOUSE:

No. M position would be if they have
zero jobs, you would not approve them under the
executive order. |If they have jobs, you woul d approve
t hem under the executive order.

MR. ADLEY:

So it is your position that all of these
before us that have no jobs, whether they were received
before or after 6/24, would not be approved by the
executive order?

MR, HOUSE:
Correct. |If they're M scell aneous
Capital Additions, that's correct.
MR, W NDHAM
Secretary Pierson.
SECRETARY Pl ERSON:

Just as a point of clarification, the
two gateways are approval by the Board and the
Governor's signature.

MR, HOUSE:

Correct.

SECRETARY Pl ERSON

And so the executive order stating that

he would classify MCAs with zero jobs as ineligible is

going to be subject to his signature. Wether or not
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the Board passes it, really it has to pass his desk, and
his executive order says it will not pass his desk.
MR, HOUSE:

That's correct. So if you believe that
he will not sign it and you want to follow that
indication, as | think that's been done in the past on a
nunber of different issues, then you should do that. W
are having new rules that |I hope will be pronul gated
today that will align these things.

SECRETARY Pl ERSON:

But it was prior to that point in ting,
so that's part of the difficulty we face that those
applicants that had no know edge of a pending EQO

VR, HOUSE:

Well, before June 24th, the applications
you're considering in this part of the agenda were filed
before June 24th. Sonme have jobs, and under the
executive order, if you approve these, the Governor wll
sign those contracts.

O hers do not have jobs, and the
Governor has indicated in his executive order that he
w Il not sign those contracts. W're not discussing
after June 24th yet. W're just discussing before June
24t h.

SECRETARY Pl ERSON:
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Under st ood.
MR W NDHAM

But this is all "16. Not this year's
MCAs.
MR, HOUSE:
Vell, it's not June 24th, 2017 yet.
MR, W NDHAM
Right. These are --
MR, HOUSE:

Under the executive order as of June

24t h, 2016 is the issue.

These were filed before June

24t h, 2016.

t he Gover nor

They have j obs.

| f these MCAs have | obs,

has indicated in his executive order that

he will sign those contracts. |f they do not have | obs,
even if they're before June 24th, 2016, he's indicated
In his executive order that we w ||

MR, W NDHAM

not sign them

Thank you.
M. Bagert.
VR. BAGERT:
|'min the rare and exciting position to
agree conpletely with M. House and underline the fact
of what he said. |

Board has set the precedent of acting in accordance wth

woul d al so just point out that this

t he executive order on precisely this point in the past
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when MCAs are submtted prior to June 24th did not have
jobs that are rejected. Wen they did have jobs, they
were considered eligible, and that has been established
as the precedence of the Board in previous neetings in
Oct ober, Decenber and January as well.

MR. ADLEY:

It's your view, based on our executive
order, that between -- there are only two conpani es on
this list; is that right? R ght or wong? How nmany?

M5. CHENG
There are a fewnore. Flip to the next

page. There are nine.

MR BAGERT:
N ne total.
MR ADLEY:

There are three, if I"'mlooking at this
correctly, there are two on one page and -- excuse ne.
No, it's not. One on one page and then three on the
next page for a total of four that actually created jobs
out of the group. So a total of four out of the group
t hat have j obs.

It's your view, under the executive
order, that we would only approve -- at |east expect the
Governor's signature, we woul d approve those four and

none ot her?



http://www.torresreporting.com/

© 00 N O O A W N P

N N NN NN P P P PR PP R,
g A W N P O © 0 N O O A W N P O

April 26, 2017

MEETING MINUTES Page 102
MR, HOUSE:
Correct.
MR. ADLEY:
Ckay. | got it.
Sonebody back there raised their hand,
M. Chai r man.
MR, W NDHAM
Pl ease step forward.
MR.
Good norning. |'m Rhonda Boatner with

Didier Properties representing Geat Raft Brew ng.

At the tine of the application, they had
six full-tinme enployee. There was -- |'ve gotten an
e-mail fromtheir CPA, which states that they're now up
to 13 full-time enployees, so they either -- if | need
to get something fromthe conpany or this e-mail from
the CPA that says they now have an additional seven new,
full-tinme enpl oyees --

MR. ADLEY:

| woul d assune, M. Chairman, that
al beit they may not be approved today, if they have
additional information for their MCA, that LED can
certainly take that up and bring it back to the next
nmeeting. |Is that --

MS. CHENG
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We can week defer this one and update
the information on the application and bring it back.
MR. ADLEY:

| ' m goi ng nove, then, because of sone of

t hat confusion, I'mgoing to nove to -- it's not a
difference between rejecting and y'all deferring. |If
y'all reject it, they can still bring it to you and you

can bring it back; is that right or wong?
MS. CHENG
If it's rejected, if it's denied, we

have to cone back. They would have to conme appeal your

deci si on.
VR, W NDHAM
Yeah. We don't want to do that.
MS. CHENG

You want to defer it so they can anend

their application.
MR. ADLEY:

| don't want to defer themall, and |
tell you why | say that, Robby, is that if sonmeone has
risen and said | have a certain exanple, we're certainly
deferring. That one nakes sense, but the others that
say nothing, | would rather reject themif they are
comng in here with zero, and those that say that

sonet hing has transpired that you don't know, then
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that's a different issue.

MR, W NDHAM
M. Mller.
MR. M LLER:

M. House, wasn't there sonmething in the
| anguage that says or a conpelling reason for job
retention?

MR, HOUSE:

That's in the | anguage that pertains to
advanced notifications going forward in the future.
Wth respect to advanced notifications going forward in
the future, you have new, direct jobs at a facility
caused by either new construction or an addition, or you
can have a conpelling reason that capital inprovenents
Wil retain jobs at that facility. So that's a totally
di fferent area.

MR. ADLEY:

Well, to make it sinple, I'd like to
first nove that we defer -- was it Geat Raft Brew ng
that had an issue?

MS. CHENG

Yes, sir.
MR. ADLEY:

|'d like to nove to defer.
MR, W NDHAM
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Motion nmade by M. Adley to defer Geat
Raft; second by M. WIIians.
Any further discussion on the deferral?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."

(Several nenbers respond "aye.")

MR, W NDHAM

Al'l opposed with a "nay."
MR, W NDHAM

Motion carries. Geat Raft is deferred.
MR. ADLEY:

|'d like to nove for approval of the
four that have created the jobs, Bayou Conpani es,
Firestone Polyners, Laitram LLC and Wal | e Corporati on.
Move for approval of those.

MR, W NDHAM

|s there a second?

Seconded by M. Sl one.

Any di scussion fromthe public
concerning the approval of those MCAs filed prior to the
24th that we just read off?

(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM

Al'l in favor, indicate with an "aye."
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(Several nenbers respond "aye.")

MR

W NDHAM
Al opposed with a

nay.

(No response.)

MR

comrents to be

t hose comment s

W NDHAM

Motion carries.

ADLEY:

And then, unless there are other
made, | hold that notion till we hear

and see if there's a reason for deferral

or rejection of the others that created no jobs.

MR

W NDHAM
All right. M. Cheng, do you need to

read all of those nanes and nunbers?

IVB.

IVS.

CHENG,

The ones that were approved?

W NDHAM

Yes.

CHENG

20161240, Bayou Conpanies, LLC in lberia

Parish; 20161081, Firestone Polyners, LLC in Cal casieu
Parish; 20160770, Laitram LLC in Jefferson Parish; and
20161111, Walle Corporation in Jefferson Pari sh.

MR

W NDHAM

Those were all approved by the Board for
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contract.
M. Allison, please identify yourself.
MR, ALLI SON:

Thank you, M. Chairman and nenbers of
the Board. |'mhere to speak on behalf of one of other
ones that are in this section.

MR, W NDHAM

All right. M. Cheng, if you'l
proceed.

M5. CHENG

We have 20160946, Certai nTeed
Corporation in Cal casieu Parish.

VR, W NDHAM

| s there soneone here representing

Certai nTeed Corporation?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM

All right. Any comments fromthe public
pertaining to Certai nTeed?

M. Adley, do you have a question?

VMR, ADLEY:

No. | would nove for denying the
application as it creates no jobs and there's no one
here to explain otherw se.

MR, W NDHAM
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Any comments fromthe Board?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
|s there a second?
Seconded by Maj or Col eman.
Any questions or conmments fromthe
Boar d?
M. Alison.
MR, ALLI SON:.
|''mnot here to specifically speak on
that one, but the one that | amhere to speak about is
in the very sane situation, so maybe -- | don't want to
speak up too late. |If | should speak up now, I want to
do that, and so |I'm | ooking for sone guidance on whet her

| should or not.

MR, W NDHAM
Al right. Please.
MR, ALLI SON:
Ckay. |I'mhere to specifically speak on

behal f of the application from Southern Recycling, LLC
on this list, third fromthe bottom Ol eans Parish, a
little over a mllion-dollar investnent.

|*'monly going talk about the facts of
that one, and | think the facts of that one apply to

others. | guess there are five in total that show zero
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for the nunber of new jobs created.
MR, W NDHAM
Correct.
MR, ALLI SON:
So let me -- I"'mgoing to speak about
Sout hern Recycling, but | think it applies to the rest.
This is an MCA application where no
advance notification was filed. It was filed in 2016,
before June 24th. As you can tell, that nmeans this is
an investnment that was nade by this conpany in 2014,
*15. That's how the MCA process worked when we had an
MCA process. You did your m scell aneous capital
addi tions during the cal endar year, then, on one
application, after the end of the year, early in the
next year, you filed your application for those
m scel | aneous things you did in the previous year. So
sonmeti ne between January 1st of '16 and June 24t h of
'16, this conpany filed their application for exenption

for noney they spent during the cal endar year 2015.

Now, | ook, |'ve got the executive order
menorized. |'ve got your new rul es al nost nmenorized. |
under stand what those things say. | just want to make

sure everybody understands the facts of these situations
and how harsh the treatnment is that I'mafraid you're

about to inpose on conpanies in this situation.
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These are people that made decisions in
2015 to do sonmething, to spend sone noney to upgrade
their plant to keep their plant nodernized and
sufficient to probably retain sone jobs at their plant.
This was -- okay. Pick a date in 2015, but it was a
very good chance it was a year, give or take a couple
nmonths, prior to the executive order being issued, and
so there was no intent or no indication whatsoever that
there was sonme sort of requirement that all of the
requi rements of the executive order created on June
24t h, 2016. Certainly no indication that the creation
of jobs was a requirenent, and now it appears that they
m ght be, maybe in the next few m nutes, you m ght
penal i ze them for not creating jobs and for not neeting
sone requirements that didn't exist when they made the
decision to spend this mllion dollars.

|''mjust pointing that out to you, and I
think I1'"'mbeing real candid wth you, but | think that's
a very harsh treatnment to tell somebody here in 2017
that sonmething they did in 2015 under the rul es that
exi sted in 2015 now doesn't qualify themfor what they
really thought they qualified for and by all neans
shoul d have qualified for based on what they did when
they did it.

MR, W NDHAM
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Thank you.
Secretary Pierson.
SECRETARY Pl ERSON

M. Alison, | greatly appreciate you
pointing that out, and we certainly do want certainty
for our business conmunity.

Where the Board coul d possibly take
I ssue with you about saying following a rule that was
not published or did not exist. Qur constitution
clearly sates that in order to allow a benefit to be
recei ved by a conpany, there nust be a corresponding
benefit afforded back to the public bodies, and when
there's no job, it very is it makes it very, very
difficult to forecast a pathway that would allocate a
benefit back to a conpany having seen very little in
terms of exchange for the public body.

Now, that was not the practice at the
tine. We all get that. But the executive order changed
to provide accountability, and in this instance, it's
that elenent that's lacking in the exchange -- of fair
exchange between industry and the abatenent that is
bei ng provided on behalf of |ocal comunities. So |
think that's where our pathways diverge relative to this
issue. It is conplex. W do regret that there was an

I npression at the tine that everything was right, but it
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I's now the viewpoint fromthis adm nistration that we
seek the public benefit, and it's oftentines represented
in terms of jobs. And if there's another way to
represent that, then that's where | woul d encourage you
to |l ook at what you m ght be able to nmake as a case, but
just to say that the rules then were the only rules and
that was the only interpretation doesn't provide us the
chance to right the situation.
MR, ALLI SON:

| understand. Look, you-all as a Board
have done a really good job of nmaking sure that you
honored the decisions that were nade by conpanies prior
to the executive order, and | conmend you for that. And
in keeping the State's word in nmaking sure the conpanies
make deci sions based on the rules at the time they nake
t he deci sions were not damaged, again, | comend you for
doing that. | think this is an exanple, this is a case
where that just didn't happen. | know that's inportant
to you. | want to bring to your attention the facts of
this situation because | think that's what's about to
happen to these people if they get denied. They nmade a
decision in '15 based on the facts at the tinme, and now
they' re being told sonething different and not being
given what they really, you know, thought they were

earning at the tine.
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MR, W NDHAM

M. Adl ey.

MR. ADLEY:

Don, you've made an excel | ent argunent,
and, as always, |'ve listened to it carefully and we're
certainly going to deliver it back to the Governor's
office, but to support what Secretary Pierson just said,
it was a benefit that was supposed to come to the State.
The existing rules at the tinme didn't have just one
process. You nmake it alnost sound like we only this one
process to go through. If your client chose to go
t hrough an advanced notice wherein advance of doing all
of this, they actually went to LED and said this is the
benefit, this is what you're going to get, they would be
on that list today for approval. Wat created a problem
fromthe Governor's perspective is that we had a process
where people can sinply sit at their conputer or go up
on the internet, push a button and there it was. You
had it, you want and did whatever work you wanted to do
and that's how the MCAs started. You didn't have to
gi ve any advance notice is what I'mtelling you. You
had to give sone nunber when you got the nunber and you
went and did the work. That's what drove himto this
poi nt of saying what M. Pierson said. There has to be

some benefit you're required to give sone benefit and
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the creation oaf jobs was the issue and that's how we
got to this point,

| want the nenbers of the conmunity to
at |l east know that that's what his thought processes
wer e.

MR, ALLI SON:
| under st and.
MR. ADLEY:

And t he Board has been very careful of
all of those that had the advanced notices that turned
themin that, regardl ess of what the rules were at that
tinme.

MR, ALLI SON:

The process they followed that you
described was a perfectly legitimte process at the
time. They followed the process that was in place, but
now it |ooks Iike they mght be penalized for follow ng
t hat process.

MR, W NDHAM

M. Sl one.

MR. SLONE:

So just for ny clarification, | guess,
the process if they're denied is they have to file an
appeal ?

MS. CHENG
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| f they want to appeal.
MR,  SLONE:
| f they want to appeal .

Al so, so we're saying that Geat Raft
Brewi ng has an opportunity to cone back to the table
since they were listed here as zero jobs to show where
us where their jobs are?

MR. ADLEY:
That's correct.
MR,  SLONE:

So what's the harm nmaybe in the other
ones given the opportunity, they may or ny not even be
here, to, you know, to state their case? Because a
proj ect can, you know, be started and finished prior to
6/ 24, and, now, simlar to what M. Allison is saying,
started and finished, and with the expectation that this
was happeni ng, shouldn't we allow them an opportunity,
t hose other five, maybe, to -- five total, | guess, to
cone back to the table instead of just denying and
starting the whol e process over again?

VR, W NDHAM

| couldn't agree with you nore because
|'ma little concerned in the process. |If these
applications, which were MCAs, were received March 31st

of last year and they were brought to the first Board
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neeting of last year in 2016, this question wouldn't be
com ng up because they were filed in 2016, which is the
reason | was pointing out the 2016 versus the 2017
point, that these were ones that were submtted tinely
for March 31st of 2016, if -- and |I'm not bashing staff.
You know that. But if staff had everything in order,

t hey woul d have cone before a year |ater.

MS. CHENG
These woul d have -- these applications
may have had sone issues with them | may have asked

the conpany a few questions, they hadn't gotten back to

us at that point, so they were not.

MR W NDHAM
So that's the reason, in ny eyes, |I'm
t hi nki ng, well, maybe these should be approved under the

previ ous MCA concept as if the executive order hadn't
even exi sted.
VR, HOUSE:

Let me address that because in
formul ati ng the executive order, we had to consider what
the dates of effectiveness would be, and it wasn't
pul l ed out of the sky, it wasn't not taking into account
many of the things that are said. |t was discussed back
and forth, and you have to have a date, M. Wndham

You know, you can neke that date -- we could have nade
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t he date August 24th instead of June 24th. In ny
experience, as a |lawer in public practice and in
private practice, there woul d be people who would cone
in here in perfect good faith and tell you that August
24th is an unfair date. In fract, you heard this
nmorning on the Blake Drilling question that there was
l'itigation about when rules were effective and what they
bel i eved and everything el se. And these are al ways
legitimate issues. |'mnot putting that aside.

The ot her issue that you have, if you
put a date down as what | qualify as placehol ders,
people will cone in and say, "Well, | mght be doing
sonething, I"'mgoing to file sonething,” that's not in
bad faith, but that also opens up a whole bunch of
I ssues that all of you have to decide as to whether or
not, "Well, what were they thinking then? Wat was
going on? How do we do this?"

In fact, right now, we have a case in
the 19th Judicial District Court pertaining to the novie
| egi slation that took effect Decenber 31st, 2005 and
certain people applied to be placehol ders or whatever.
They say they weren't really placeholders. And we're
still litigating that issue. So it wasn't -- June 24th
wasn't picked out of the air. There was consideration

given toit, and I think -- and, again, this is --
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you're the Board, but the new rules are going to pretty
much follow the executive order in dealing with the old
issues. Al | would advise -- and | know everybody here
is in good faith and everybody wants to do the right

t hi ng, but when you open that door, just make sure that
when it cl oses behind you, you're in the roomthat you
want to be in because, otherwise, this can go on and on
and on.

And it's sort of the sanme principle we
used with respect to renewals. W believe that there
were contracts in place. W believe that they had
renewal provisions in there that were enforceabl e going
forward. It was believed that nmaybe there are 100 bad
contracts or 10 bad contracts or whatever that maybe if
you woul dn't have done in the first place if you were
this Board and maybe we shouldn't renew them but the
provi sions of the contract said one thing, and so to
continue the litigation and relitigate the
appropri ateness of that as opposed to having business
certainty, the Governor and the Board deci ded that we
are going to go forward in what we've done. And that
has a long-terminpact in and of itself.

So everybody has a conpeting position
here in terms of how you | ook at these, but the June

24t h 2016 date was chosen. It was chosen in order to
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try and be fair and to try and avoid many of these
I ssues that go forward. It wasn't arbitrarily picked.
It wasn't done with a |ack of consideration for any of
these factors that are going forward, and whatever date
or however you may want to | ook at that, they're going
to be further exceptions and other reasons and ot her
parties -- and |I'mnot saying people are nmaking things
up. They're going to have their reasons for why they're
telling you what they're telling you just as M. Allison
does, so just keep that in m nd.

MR, W NDHAM

Let nme see ask one question in relation
to that.

So these MCA applications were in prior
to June 24th of 2016, they are subject to the executive
order?

MR, HOUSE:

The Governor -- they're subject to the
executive order because the Governor has said as to what
he's going to do, and he said if it's an MCA and it has
jobs, I"'mgoing to sign them And, again, you can go
back. There are a |ot of reasons why the MCA process
may not have been the nobst perfect process that we've
had. Again, using it doesn't nean you're in bad faith

or not using it or whatever. That's just a way of



http://www.torresreporting.com/

© 00 N O O A W N P

N N NN NN P P P PR PP R,
g A W N P O © 0 N O O A W N P O

April 26, 2017

MEETING MINUTES Page 120

| ooki ng at what has been around in econom c devel opnent
| ong before we got in these positions.
MR, W NDHAM
Thank you. M. Barham you have a
guestion?
VMR, BARHAM
In listening to the discussion, |
under stand your conments about the date and the order,
but what |'mgetting uneasy about is | think these cases
are a case where the rul es have changed and they cane
here under one set of rules or the applications were and
t he rul es have changed. | don't think we can ever avoid
situations where there will be exceptions or usual
situations to consider. That's our job. They wll
continue to conme in a host of situations.
| honestly would feel nore confortable
if we reconsider the vote on CertainTeed Corporation.
Let themcone in and explain to us what their decision
was. And the other four. And |et them cone back.
We're here. That's what we do. | would feel a lot nore
confortable to let themdo that.
MR. ADLEY:
And, M. Barham | certainly don't
object to a new notion to renove that and go through the

deferral. The only reason | didn't nove for deferral is
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we get back to where we've been in the past. Every tine
we get down to it, you've got to nake a decision on the
executive order and we defer themand they all keep
com ng back, but that's okay. W're here.

| do want to make one very inportant
point. Everyone who filed an MCA or an I TEP did so
under the rule and under the understanding that you
don't get anything else until it's approved by this
Board. Many people were doing the things that they did
just believing that whatever they did is always going to
be approved, but that's not what the rules said when you
filed it. The rules were very clear and the | aw was
very clear, whatever you did was al ways subject to what
this Board wanted to do. So when you spent the noney,
you knew that. |It's just that for so many years it's
just how the way it works. [It's just how it worked.
Everybody wal ked in and everythi ng got approved.

|*ve got one Board nenber here, |'l
never forget, first neeting we had, | had wal ked in,
Mayor, and you said to ne, you said, "Ww. W' ve never
been in one of these neetings over an hour." Because
nobody ever said anything. It was just what the staff
said and they filled it out. Then that's just the way
it was done.

| just want to nmake it clear, no one
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violated a rule here, M. Barham because the rules were
clear. \When you submtted, you were subjecting yourself
to approval or disapproval by this board.

But wth that said, | personally won't
clearly object to if you want to defer them and go back
t hrough them Ckay? And |'Il spend tinme back with the
Governor and ask himwhat he thinks. |If he thinks it's

a good idea, we can do that, but | don't think he does.

MR. W NDHAM
M . House.
MR. HOUSE:

In prior neetings, simlar applications
have been rejected, so you are taking an action now that
IS inconsistent wwth what you did in a prior neeting or
prior neetings. So, again, that's -- and we di scussed
this in connection with renewal s of contracts. At sone
point in tine, when you start acting inconsistently, you
get into an area called arbitrary and capricious. |'m
not saying you're there or whatever, but what | am
saying is you need to -- again, like | say, about
openi ng that door, that these things were given sone
t hought. They may not neet particul ar popul ar and
certain situations, and so, you know, and that's
probably why | can tell you | wote it because if it

wer e popul ar, other people would say they wote it. But
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at the end of the day, you' ve got to nake these
decisions and try to do these things, but |I'mnot trying
tolimt what the Board does, but you have prior acts
you have taken to reject simlar applications.
MR, W NDHAM

Thank you. And | do want to make sure
that we stay consistent. That's part of the reason |'d
like to defer them that we're treating everyone the

sane across the board, all of the rules are applied the

sane.
M. Sl one.
MR, SLONE:
That's what | was going to say,
consi stency, | think we all want that, but we should

al so maybe take a | ook and see if those that were
rejected were done prior to 6/24. | mean, there's ways
to | ook at this.

VR, HOUSE:

They were. And you even had an issue
with respect to Mdtiva in a prior neeting where they had
new j obs, but they did not have new direct jobs within
t he meaning of the executive order. So then the
representative said, "No, | can't say that these are
direct jobs resulting fromwhat was done with the MCA. "

So, you know, | just -- we just wanted you to be aware
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of that.
MR, W NDHAM
Thank you.
MR. ADLEY:
| would ask M. Barham when you nake
your notion, at least to protect ne, if you will, if you

woul d neke a notion, the |ady that cane up that said
clearly we added sone jobs, but it was not on the
application and we gave them an opportunity to bring
that back, if you want to defer to give people an
opportunity to cone show that they've created jobs,
that's one thing, but just to have a deferral is
another. At least I'mgoing to try to follow his
executive order.

MR, HOUSE:

The executive order also says new direct
jobs. That is the issue you had with Mtive where you
rejected the application.

MR, W NDHAM

Yeah. W' ve already had a notion nade
and approved to defer and |l et her cone back. And I
think M. Barham was tal ki ng about the other four.

So is that a substitute notion, |
bel i eve?

MR, BARHAM
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W have one we took action to reject

CertainTeed. | would like to reconsider that to include
t hem
MS. CHENG
W didn't actually take a vote on that.
MR, W NDHAM

That's when M. Allison started talking
in general.

So that's a substitute notion.

MR, BARHAM

The remaining four --
MR, W NDHAM

Remai ni ng four.
MR. BARHAM

-- that have the job creation at issue
and their circunstance and the application tinme, we
allow themto cone talk to us.

MR, W NDHAM

Seconded by M. Sl one.

All in favor of that notion, indicate
wth an "aye."

(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM

Al opposed with a
MR, W NDHAM

nay.
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Nay.
MR. COLEMAN:
Nay .
MR, W NDHAM
Make sure that the record is clear that
Maj or Col eman and M. Adl ey are nays.
MR. ADLEY:
|"mgoing to try ny best to follow that
executive order, and y'all have to do whatever you deem
IS appropriate. | get that. | don't have a probl em
wth that at all, but | do want to be recorded as no
because at sonme point -- | think you're right,
M. House. | nmean, sooner or later, you can't just --
we can't comng in here and just keep com ng and keep
doing it, so I'mjust going to vote not.
MR, W NDHAM
And, also, M. Col eman, Mjor Col eman,
vot ed no.
MR, COLENAN:
Yes, | did.
VR, W NDHAM
Al right.
MR. FABRA:
Let thee record reflect that | voted no

as wel |.
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should do a roll cal

def er nent .

W NDHAM
|"msorry. M.
Anyt hi ng el se?
vote, please,
MR, FAVALORQO:

M. Barham
BARHAM

Yes.

FAVALORO
MIllie Atkins.
MS. ATKI NS:

Yes.

For clarification,

W NDHAM
Def er nent .
M. ATKI NS:

| vote yes.
FAVALORGO

" msorry?
MB. ATKI NS:
Yes.
FAVALORO
Mayor
MAYOR BRASSEAUX:

VR.

Br asseaux.

|"msorry. |

Fabra voted no al so.

guess we

M . Faval oro.

are we voting on
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Yes.
MR, FAVALORO
Represent ati ve Car nody.
MR CARMODY:
Yes.
MR, FAVALORO
Maj or Col eman.
MR COLEMAN:
No.
MR, FAVALORO
Ri cky Fabra.
MR, FABRA:
No.
MR, FAVALORO
M. Faj ardo.
MR FAJARDO
No.
MR, FAVALORO
Heat her Mal one.
MS. MALONE:
Yes.
MR, FAVALORO
Robby M I | er.
MR M LLER

Yes.
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VR.

VR.

FAVALORO
Jan Mol |l er.
MOLLER:

No.
FAVALORQO.

Secretary Pierson.

SECRETARY Pl ERSON:

VR.

No.

FAVALORO
Ronni e Sl one.
SLONE:

Yes.

FAVALORO

Bobby WIIi ans.
W LLI AVS:

No.

FAVALORO

St even W ndham
W NDHAM

Yes.

FAVALORO

Dr. WIson.

W LSON:

Yes.

FAVALORO
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Ni ne yes, six no.
MR, W NDHAM
So the notion carries. So the ones with
zero jobs are deferred other than the CertainTeed

Corporation, which will come back with additiona

I nformati on.
MS. CHENG
That was the Great Raft Brew ng Conpany.
MR, W NDHAM

Ch, I'msorry. Geat Raft Brew ng.
All right. Please proceed with the ones
t hat have j obs.
MS. CHENG
W approved those al ready.
MR, W NDHAM
W approved those.
MR. ADLEY:
W approved those.
MS. CHENG
We have 40 MCAs that were received after
t he executive order issued on 6/24/2016.
ASH | ndustries does want to defer,
20170187.
MR, W NDHAM
Okay. We are on the 40, and | know
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there are a nunber of comments to come fromthe public.
There's sonme questions and confusi ons about the timng
of some of the these.

And these are MCAs filed after June
24t h, so they were filed between January and March 31st

of this year, the applications, the MCA applications?

MS. CHENG
Yes, sir.
MR W NDHAM

Okay. So the ones that have zero jobs,
because this was after the June 24th, | would entertain

a notion to deny those.

MR. MOLLER:
Mot i on.
MR, W NDHAM

Made by M. Ml ler; seconded by
M. Faj ardo.

|s there any discussion -- |'Il be very
clear on that these were MCAs, M scell aneous Capital
Addi tions, that were received after June 24th, which
basically nmeans that they were recei ved between January
1st of this year and March 31st of this year, 2017, and
the notion is to deny themif they had zero jobs.

We have a notion and a second.

Any comments fromthe public on the ones



http://www.torresreporting.com/

© 00 N O O A W N P

N N NN NN P P P PR PP R,
g A W N P O © 0 N O O A W N P O

April 26, 2017

MEETING MINUTES Page 132

W th zero jobs?
MR, BAGERT:

It would seemto us, M. Chairnman, that
for these, the distinction between having or not having
jobs is not relevant because they were submtted after
t he signing of the executive order, and in that
scenario, all MCAs are disallowed under the Governor's
executive order and the pending rules, so there wouldn't
be -- at least in terns of followng the Governor's
executive order, the distinction between those that did
and did not create jobs, these are categorically not in
step wth what's going to be approved.

VR, W NDHAM

Al'l right. Thank you.

Any ot her questions or coments on the
ones that have zero jobs?

MR. ADLEY:

Only one. | really got to ask this. |
just got to know.

Qut of these that created zero jobs,
there's a conpany here, Dolese Bros., St. Hel ena,
whatever it is. It's a ready-m x concrete manufacturer.

MR, W NDHAM
|s there a representative from Dol ese

her e?
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(No response).
MR. ADLEY:
| just want to make -- I'mtrying to

understand fromthe staff, we received this after 6/247?

MS. CHENG
Yes, sir.
MR ADLEY:

And this is creating a property tax

exenption if you run concrete trucks; is that right or

wr ong?
M5. CHENG
They' ve, | believe --
VMR, ADLEY:
Are they manufacturing --
MS. CHENG
| believe they're --
MR. ADLEY:
-- the package that you buy in the
store? | need to know what's going on here.

MS. CHENG
They do have a manufacturing NAICS Code.
It's not the trucks that are being exenpted because they
| eave the site.
MR. ADLEY:

That nmeans that sonmebody who nade a cup
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of coffee in the cafe gets the sane exenption as the guy
maki ng concrete.
be manufacturing. |If they' re manufacturing these little
bags that go to Hone Depot or whatever, ready-m x
concrete, that's a different issue, but if you're
running a concrete truck, | need to know if this is
about m xing concrete and trucks that's just being
delivered to various different places.

IVS.

al l owed - -

MR

but these are after 6/24, aren't they? D d | hear that

right?
VB.
ei t her.
VR.
VB.

| just don't believe we neant that to

CHENG:

In the past, they've always been

ADLEY:

| understand they have been in the past,

CHENG:

Yeah, but they don't have advances

ADLEY:

They don't what?

CHENG

They don't have advanced notifications.
ADLEY:

They don't have what?

CHENG
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Advanced notification.
MR. ADLEY:

| got that, but this happened since the
executive order. If this is mxing concrete and sendi ng
it out to a job sonewhere that's being poured, |'m going
to vote no agai nst that one because | don't think that's
manufacturing. |f they're nmaking those bags or
ready-m x concrete that goes off sonewhere to be sol d,
that's manufacturing. | get it. | just need to know
which one it is.

M5. CLAPI NSKI

| don't know that we're for sure whet her
it is the mxing to send out in trucks or it's the bags,
but the definition under the current rules even for
manufacturing is, "Wrking raw materials by neans of
mass or custom production, including fabrication,
appl yi ng manual |abor or machinery into wares suitable
for use or which gives shape, quality or a conbination
to matter which already has gone through sone artificia
process. The resulting product nust be," quote,
"suitable for use as manufactured products that are
pl aced into commerce for sale or sold for the use of a
conponent of another product to be placed into commerce
for sale.”

And | believe that definition is based
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upon established cases under the I TEP Program as well as
the constitutional definition of manufacturing.
MR. ADLEY:
| got that. That's why we went through
the rule change to try to inplenent at |east what the

Gover nor thought, but, |ook --

M5. CLAPI NSKI
Sure. | understand, but what I'm--
MR, ADLEY:
Let ne say this to you: | know what the

current rules say. That's what got us in this ness, but
|'ve been directed and nmy concern is | do not believe
runni ng concrete is -- that doesn't nean that everybody
el se has to vote no, but I'mtelling you, mxing
concrete in cenent trucks is not what the people of
Loui si ana believe we ought to be giving the | TEP
exenption for. | just don't believe that.
M5. CLAPI NSKI

| understand. And that definitionis

fromthe current rules that we're followng. This is

not fromthe old rules. These are the ones that we're

currently --
MR, W NDHAM
These are the new rul es.
M5. CLAPI NSKI
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And so what |'msaying is that with the
manuf acturing NAICS code, and -- that is a broad
definition. That nmeans they take an item they add or
remove sonething fromit and it becones a ware suitable
for use.

Just fromthe departnent's perspective,
we don't have that discretion to say --

MR. ADLEY:

W do. That's why I"'msitting here and
making the point. Bear with nme. If you would |et us
argue anong oursel ves what we believe it to be, then we
can nmake that discretion. That's all |'m asking.

| f under the description of what you

just described, if I own a restaurant and | nake coffee

or | nmake tea, |I'meligible for ITEP. W have to be, in
ny view, very -- under that description you just gave,
that's what it does. It takes one thing and naekes it

I nto sonething el se.

SECRETARY Pl ERSON.

| would offer that where is the

representative of the conpany? The staff is here to
answer the questions with regards to the rules that we
are provided. The conpany would need to be the one that
woul d respond to your specific questions, Senator Adley.

MR. ADLEY:
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| agree. |Is the concrete conpany here?
MR, W NDHAM

No. No one stepped forward, so we'l|
| ook nore into that because there were, in the past,

t here was sone di scussions and deci sions and processes
t hat determ ned McDonal ds would not qualify for an
exenption because it was deened not to be a
manuf act ur er.

SENATOR Pl ERSON:

And as a note to the consensus here in
the roomtoday how inportant it is to have your clients
prepared to answer these questions to the Board,
because, as you can see, the pathway that we' ve been on
in the past is different than the pathway we're on
t oday, and these nenbers want to know specifics about
t he manufacturing operations.

VMR, MOLLER:

Coul d soneone on the staff address
M. Bagert's questions about why we're even considering
t hese MCAs when they were filed after 6/24?

MS. CHENG

The final rules haven't been
pronul gated. It was stated in the February neeting they
needed today cone to the Board. The Board has to take

action on them They cannot just sit at LED.
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MR

IVB.

MOLLER:
Ckay. But so...
CLAPI NSKI

Once the rules are final, the Board w ||

no | onger see post-6/24 MCAs.

MR

MR

MR

MOLLER:

Ckay.

W NDHAM

Sir, please identify yourself.
DAVI S:

My name is WlliamDavis. [|'mthe

controller of the Stupp Corporation. W have an

application that falls in this group. Respectfully I'd

like to request
revi ew and subm
Nurmber 20170150.

MR.

t hat application be deferred for further

ssion by the Board, and it's Application

ADLEY:

What' s the nanme of the conpany?
DAVI S:

St upp Cor porati on.

W NDHAM

ST-UP-P.

Two of thenf

DAVI S:

W have two. One wth jobs, one
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Wi t hout .
MR, W NDHAM
One with jobs and one wi thout?
MR, DAVI S:
Yes, sir.
MR W NDHAM

Al'l right. You want to defer the 150,
t he one that has zero jobs?
MR, DAVI S:
That's correct, sir.
MR, W NDHAM
Bot h?
VR, DAVI S:
No, sir. Just the one w thout jobs,
150.
MR, W NDHAM
Al'l right. W can defer that.
Motion has been nmade by Representative
Carnody; seconded by Secretary Pierson.
Any further discussion on that deferral
of Stupp Corporation ending 1507
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM

All in favor, indicate with an

aye.

(Several nmenbers respond "aye.")
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MR

conpany.

MR

reason, | can't
MR.

MR

IVB.

applications, 20170150, Stupp, S-T-U-P-P, Corporation in

East Bat on Rouge Pari sh.

MR

your sel f.

W NDHAM

Al opposed with a "nay."
response. )

W NDHAM

Motion carries.

W NDHAM

| couldn't understand the nane of the

W NDHAM

St upp.

ADLEY:

Bear with ne, M. Chairman. For sone
hear you. You whi sper.

W NDHAM

Spell it out.

DAVI S:

Stupp, S-T-U-P-P

CHENG

It's on the second pages of the

W NDHAM
Al right. That one has been deferred.

Sir, please step forward and identify
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MR, MLLS:

Good norning. M nane is Robert MIIs.
|'mw th Cal unet Specialty Products in Shreveport, the
parent conpany of Calunet Lubricants Conpany and Cal unet
Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes. W have several
applications in front of you, one of which I found
several clerical errors in, and I'd like to ask for
deferral of Application 20101889, Calunet Lubricants
Conpany in Bossier Parish. There were sone nunbers
carried over fromother applications that are incorrect.
We'd like to bring that back to you, please.

MR. ADLEY:

M. MIls, as | understand, | renmenber
you had a couple applications. You had one that has
sone jobs and one that didn't.

MR, MLLS:

It's Calunmet Lubricant's application,
whi ch shows an error, 27 enployees. That should be
zero. And full-time enployees in the plant, that nunber
was carried over fromanother location as well. 275 is
incorrect. It's going to be -- | don't have that exact
nunmber. It's going to be maybe 125. And construction
jobs is in correct. That was carried over froma prior
appl i cation.

MR. ADLEY:
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You' ve got four of themthat you want to

defer?
MR, W NDHAM
Do you want to defer all of thenf
MR. MLLS:
No. This is incorrect. [|'d like to go

ahead and go forward with Calumet Shreveport Lubricants
& Waxes that are correct.
MR, W NDHAM
Ckay. Because | do have questions about

those. All of those have the sane nunber of jobs, 27.

MR. MLLS:
That's correct.
MR, W NDHAM
So that's 114 new jobs?
MR, MLLS:
No, sir. That's, as | understand, that
was ADP payroll information for the entire plant, 27
j obs.
MR, W NDHAM
So that's for the entire plant?
MR, MLLS:
That's correct.
MR, W NDHAM

So sone of these four or three have zero
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j obs?
MR MLLS:
| cannot answer that question.
MR, W NDHAM
But do you want to defer themall?
MR, MLLS:

We shoul d defer themall because there
were sone jobs, but | could not give you that nunber
t oday.
MR, W NDHAM
All right. So Calunet is requesting
that all of their applications be deferred.
MR, MLLS:
Yes, sir, please.
MR, W NDHAM
Motion by Representative Carnody;
seconded by Dr. WI son.
Al in favor, indicate with an "aye" for
t hat deferral
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
VR, W NDHAM
Al opposed with a

nay.
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM

Mbtion carries.
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MR. MLLS:

Thank you.

MR, W NDHAM

Cal umet is deferred.

Now, we still have a notion on the floor
for the ones that have zero jobs to be denied because
they were filed after the date and had zero jobs.

Any further discussion fromthe public
concerning that notion?

(No response.)
MR. ADLEY:

And all these were filed after June the

24t h?
MR, W NDHAM
These have all been filed between --
MS. CHENG

Yes. These were all filed after June
the 24th. W cannot not accept them because the final
rul es haven't been pronul gated.

MR, W NDHAM

All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM

Al opposed with a
MR. ADLEY:

nay.
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No. This was a deferral; is that
correct?

MR, W NDHAM
No. This was for denial.
MR. ADLEY:

Ch, no, if it's for denial, no. I'mfor

that. Don't tell himl said that. |'mfor that.
MR, W NDHAM

For the record, Robert is not voting
agai nst denying. He is voting to deny the ones that had
zero jobs. Robert Adley.

Motion carries.

Now, we'll take up the ones that had
jobs that were M scellaneous Capital Additions starting
wth the, |I guess, Bancroft, all of the ones -- M.
Cheng, all of the ones wth zero jobs have been denied

unl ess they were deferred.
MS. CHENG

20170138, Bancroft Bag, Inc. in Quac
Pari sh.
VR, W NDHAM
So it had six jobs.
|s there a representative from Bancr
Bag?

Again, I"'mgoing to point this out,

hita

of t

this
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was a M scell aneous Capital Addition application that
was received after the executive order.
|s there a notion to deny?
Made by M. Mol ler.
s there a second?
(No response.)
MR W NDHAM
It was made after the executive order.

MCAsS are no nore.

MR BARHAM
Okay. Al right.
MR W NDHAM

Seconded by M. Faj ardo.
s there any comment fromthe public
concerni ng Bancroft Bag notion to deny?
(No response.)
MR W NDHAM

Al in favor, indicate wwth an "aye.
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
| think we'll have to do a rollcal
vot e.
MR FAVALORO
M. Adl ey.

VR, W NDHAM
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|'msorry. W have questions.
Yes, Dr. WIson.
DR, W LSON:
Do the rules call for whether or --
MR, W NDHAM
That is ny understandi ng of the new
rul es.
MS. CHENG
W have to take these up because the new
rul es have not been promnul gated and we cannot hold on to
themat LED. The Board has to take action on them
MR, W NDHAM
Ms. Mal one.
V5. MALONE:
Do we have to take action individually?
MR. W NDHAM
There are some | believe that would Iike
to have their voices heard.
SECRETARY Pl ERSON.
So woul d you take those that are present
and --
MR. W NDHAM
That wll be fine. Good idea. All
right.
MR. FABRA:
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Just a question for clarity for ne, M.

Chairman. |If the new rules are not pronul gated, does
t he executive order take preference? | nean, |'mjust,
you know.
MR, W NDHAM
|'"mgoing to let the attorneys --
MR. ADLEY:

Just to nake this clear, regardl ess of
whet her the rul es have been pronul gated or not, when it
hits his desk, he's going to act according to these new
rules. W can dance around it all we want to, and if
you want to send it to him that's fine, but he's going
to followthe rules and I'mgoing to vote with him

M5. CLAPI NSKI

So the executive order right nowis in
pl ace governs what the Governor said his action will be
on these itens. The rules were witten to be in
conpliance with the executive order, so right now, the
rules do not bind the Board to deny, but the intention
of the Governor, even if they hit his desk, is to deny
t hese applications.

MR. FABRA:

Thank you.

MR, W NDHAM

Al'l right. In this case, we're going to
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divert fromthis. W are going to have the people that
woul d |ike to speak that are on this list for
M scel | aneous Capital Additions nade during the year
2016, application submtted tinmely, to plead their case
specifically to their own applications.
MR, MANN:
Good norning. Melissa Mann with
Cent ur yLi nk.
CenturyLi nk made this investnent
begi nning in January of 2016 --
MR, W NDHAM
Which one are we doing? Is this
Mar ket i ng?
MS. CHENG
This is 20170114, Century Marketing
Sol utions in Quachita Parish.
MR, W NDHAM
Pl ease proceed, Ms. Mann.
V5. MANN:
As | said, this project was started
January of 2016. The installation was conpleted in My
of 2016, then the, you know, the executive order cane
out in June 24th of 2016, so this project, the
I nvest ment was nade in advance of the executive order,

but under the previous process with MCAs, when you made
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your investnent, you then applied by March 31st of the
followng year. So that's the reason that this
application cane after the executive order, although
this investment was all nade in advance. So that's why
we're here today in this position.

This was a $3.5-nmi|lion investnent that
resulted in six direct new jobs. This was work that was
bei ng done in Texas. W brought work back to Loui siana
t hrough this under this Century Marketing Sol utions.

MR. ADLEY:

So, in essence, what has occurred wth
your application is no different than what had occurred
wth those that we took up earlier that were actually
filed and conpleted prior to 24th where we said if
they're tied to jobs, we accept it. |If they don't have
any jobs, we don't. It's ny understanding that you have

added new j obs.

MS. MANN
Correct.
MR ADLEY:

And so if you were in that rule, by our

own action, we woul d have approved that.

MS.  MANN:
Correct.
MR ADLEY:
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And | have to tell you, | don't think
that the Governor's office has any objection what soever
to doing that with your application sinply because that
is what we had done with the others.

MR, W NDHAM
Al'l right. Thank you, M. Adley.
Representati ve Carnody.

MR.  CARMODY:

Yes, sir. I'll go ahead and nove in
favor of Century Marketing Solutions in that they

created jobs.

MR, W NDHAM
All right. Seconded by Secretary
Pi er son
Any comments fromthe public?
Pl ease step forward. Please identify
yoursel f.

MR, BAGERT:
Roderi ck Bagert with Together Loui siana.
There's a strange sensation of being in
this situation because at sonme point one starts to hope
that some things are settled, and the Governor's
executive order couldn't be nore clear and explicit on
directly this point. Section 2 reads, "For all pending

contractural applications for which no advanced
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notification is required under the rules of the Board of
Commerce & Industry, except for such contracts that
provi de for new jobs at conpl eted manufacturing plants
or establishments. This order is effective

i mediately.” And then further on, it explicitly says,
"Any further applications submtted subsequent to June
24t h, 2016 that are M scellaneous Capital Additions that
do not have advanced notices are no longer eligible.”

On the day that the Governor announced
and signed his executive order, he sat right there and
he said, "W have scratched the constitutional
definition of addition and expansi on beyond all
reasonable interpretation.” Were routine replacenents
of machi nery are being considered additions and
expansi ons of new manufacturing, this entire category of
| ndustrial Tax Exenption, one could argue is not
accept abl e under the constitution.

The CGovernor now has said, "W're
setting the deadline. Any created jobs -- that created
j obs before that we can consider." This is clearly not
an in that category. This was not submtted at the time
that the Governor signed his executive order, and to
make this exception would be to do sonething that this
Board has not yet done, which was to explicitly and

directly counteract the intention of the Governor.
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MR. Pl ERSON.
You said she said January '16, not
January '17.
VR. BAGERT:

Wien she nmade the investnents. Wen
t hey made the investnent, not the subm ssion of
application. Mst of the MCAs are retroactive in terns
of when the actual investnents were being made. This
entire year we'll see MCAs or applications submtted in
Cal endar Year 2017 on investnments nmade in the prior
cal endar year because that's how MCAs are structured.
So to create this | oophole would be to say, "W are
going to have a different interpretation fromwhat the
Governor said and we're not going to make it not when
they were submtted, but when the investnents were

made, " which is categorically not what the Governor's
executive order intended.
MR. ADLEY:

|''mgoing to back up and nmake it very
clear that the Governor felt very strongly that those
that -- we never expected nor saw those that cane in did
the work before and then they filed at the end because
that the process. Wien | discussed this issue with him
t he | anguage that you just read a m nute ago about jobs,

what he pointed to, he told ne, if they create jobs,
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yes. |If they don't create jobs, no. | went to this
application and | ooked to nmake sure jobs were being
created here, and | see that they are. So is your
objection to the fact that the jobs that they were lying
on jobs or is it that you're saying this is not
manuf act uri ng?
VMR, BAGERT:
The standard of job creation or no job
creation is in play in the executive order for
M scel | aneous Capital Addition applications submtted
prior to June 24th, 2016. That standard is not rel evant
to applications submtted subsequent to June 24th, 2016.
This application was submtted subsequent to June 24th,
2016, therefore, the distinction between whether or not
It created jobs isn't relative in the view of the
Governor's executive order. It is a new application
submtted after the Governor's executive order. The
executive order applies Mscellaneous Capital Additions
for when the initial exenption was submtted shoul d not
be eligible.
VR, W NDHAM
Secretary Pierson.
SECRETARY Pl ERSON
| hear part of your argument as an

interpretation of what the Governor seeks to address
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here. The Governor will get that chance. This wll
pass across his desk. |It's a notion and we're happy to
recei ve the discussion today, but it's the Board that's
taking that position as to their interpretation of this.
W' re seeing jobs conme to Louisiana from Texas that are
created by this investnent that was noney spent, the
pat hway forward prior to this executive order being at
Issue. So we recognize the difference of opinion, but
we don't have the final say. This is part of the
process.
MR, BARHAM
And in this case, all of the work was
conpleted prior to the executive order being issued.
VR, BAGERT:
Under that standard, M scell aneous
Capital Additions would still apply for tine in
mourni ng, but this is a very troubling precedent and
sonet hing this Board has not yet done.
SECRETARY Pl ERSON.

So they'll sign themin the future as
proj ects because they'l|l know that they're projects, and
that's the way that we'll want them packaged and they

wll file advanced notifications and they wll cone to
us with nore than five jobs and they'll qualify.
MR, W NDHAM
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M. Mller.
MR M LLER
My question is for Century Marketing.
This is a project. It wasn't
necessarily a M scell aneous Capital Addition; is that
correct? It was going to be under $5-mllion, so you
didn't have to do an advanced notification.
MS. MANN:
That is correct. This was a new
I nvestnent, a new project that we felt was under the

$5-mllion threshold, so we went through the MCA

process.
MR. M LLER

Gkay. If so, | think that answers ny

question. It's a brand new project. |It's not even a

M scel | aneous Capital Addition.
MR, W NDHAM
That's what |' mreadi ng here.
MR, M LLER
It was a small project and so...
VR, W NDHAM
|t says, Century Marketing Sol utions
pl aced in service two new pieces of equipnent in 2016 to
further enhance their operations and allow themto nake

consunmer demand." This Board encourages that. | nean,



http://www.torresreporting.com/

© 00 N O O A W N P

N N NN NN P P P PR PP R,
g A W N P O © 0 N O O A W N P O

April 26, 2017

MEETING MINUTES Page 158

that's what we're here for, to nmeet consuner denmand,
create jobs.
MR M LLER

And | guess that's it.

M. Roderick, you're asking us -- in
meetings previously you asked us to put it in front of
t he Governor and do sonething different, don't just
followrules. That's what we're doing. W're taking on
our responsibility to the Board what we believe is
beneficial to Louisiana, and | believe these people cane
in good faith, did everything they thought they were
supposed to do. If they had done just an advance
notification, even though it was under $5-mllion,
they'd be fine right now There wouldn't be any
question whatever. And there's a |lot of these questions
in neetings before that many of these M scel |l aneous
Capital Additions truly are projects, they just dont --
they're going in underneath, so they just did it this
way and they added themup. So | think this is one of
t hose exceptions. You don't make rules for the
exception. You have rules, then there are exceptions.

MR, W NDHAM
All right. Question's been called.
Any further discussion?

(No response.)
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All in favor of -- I"'msorry. Go back
to the notion. The notion was to approve all of the
ones wWith jobs.

Any further discussions?

(No response.)
MR W NDHAM

From t he public?

Yes, one nore gentleman that wants to
address the board.

l|"msorry. This one is Century
Marketing specific. Let's do Century Marketing
specifically.

Question has been call ed.

Al'l in favor of passing the request for
exenption for Century Marketing Solutions indicate with
an "aye."

(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al'l opposed.
(No response.)
VR, W NDHAM

Motion carries.

All right. So are there any other
menbers of the public that are here associated with

M scel | aneous Capital Additions that created jobs who
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would like to address this situation? |If so, please
cone forward.
Sir.
MR. DAVI S
My nane is WlliamDavis. [I'mwth the
Stupp Corporation. This is in regards to Application
20170149, what's called as a M scel |l aneous Capital
Addition. This is new manufacturing capacity. It is
not replacenent. It is not environmental requirenments.
|t does provide six new jobs, and production was
conpleted in 2016.
MR, W NDHAM
And when was it conpl eted?
MR, DAVI S
I n June of 2016, and | don't have the
exact date unfortunately. | knowit falls wthin a very
time limted.
MR. ADLEY:
You' re suggesting to us that you're
creating new jobs, but your application says zero; is

t hat correct?

MR. DAVI S:
No, sir. It says six. The application
says Si X.
MS. CHENG
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We deferred the one that had zero jobs,
and we left the one that --
MR. ADLEY:
You created six jobs?
MR. DAVI S:
Yes, sir.
MR. ADLEY:
W're fixing to approve it.
MR. DAVIS:

Oh, I"'msorry. That wasn't ny
under st andi ng.

MR, W NDHAM

But | think that's part of the
confusion, Robert. It still had to be conpleted before
June 24th. Al of the rest of these had to be conpleted
before June 24th, also. Even though these created jobs,
June 24th is the drop dead date.

In the case of Century Marketing, their
project was initiated and conpleted prior to June 24th.
Yours is going to need to be evidenced that you were
conpl eted before June 24th.

MR. DAVI S:

The project was initiated in 2015, but

it wasn't conpleted until June 2016.
MR, W NDHAM
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Bef ore June 24t h?
MR DAVI S;
| can't confirmthat date,

unfortunately.

MR, W NDHAM
| think that's an inportant factor.
MR, DAVI S
| understand. And it wasn't -- because

it was under $5-million, it wasn't filed with an advance
notification attached. It was filed as an individual
project, but it is -- it's a standal one, new expansi on
in a manufacturing capacity of the current existing one.
VR, W NDHAM
So what's the pleasure of the Board?
The notion has been nade to defer the
Stupp application until you can validate and verify the
conpl eti on date.
MR. DAVI S:
Yes, sSir.
MR, W NDHAM
Second by Dr. Wlson. The notion was
made by Robert Barham M. Bar ham
Any further discussion?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
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Any comments fromthe public?
"' msorry.
MR, FAJARDQO
| want to nmake it clear. | know that we

have two applications, so we're going to defer the one

application, but we're denying the other?
MR, W NDHAM
No. Utimtely both of themwl|
deferred for no job creation.
MR, FAJARDQO
Ckay. |'mjust making sure.
MR, W NDHAM
Correct.

Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."

(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al opposed with a

nay.
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
MR, DAVI S:
Thank you.
MR, W NDHAM

Now, we have the ones -- |I'msorry.

Pl ease step forward, identify yourself and your

be
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application.

MR. PATE:

Good norning, or good afternoon, |
guess, now. M nane is Bob Pate. |'mthe Accounting
Manager for FMI Shipyard & Repair.

MR, W NDHAM

FMI.  That's Application Nunmber

20170084, FMI Shipyard & Repair.
MR, PATE:

That is correct. Thank you. Thank you
for allowng ne to speak today. | just want to point
out a couple of things in our application. Yes, we did
add jobs. W added a new division to our conpany. W
added approximately 30 jobs with this new division of
bui | di ng 120-foot tow boats. These jobs were noved from
Al abama to Louisiana. W do think that's inportant.
The jobs -- excuse ne. The process of making these
asset acquisitions was begun approxi mately January 1st,
2016. There were nunerous conponents to this. There
was equi pnent. There were | and inprovenents that were
made. Sone of those inprovenments -- and there is a |ist
that was attached to the application. Slabs that had to
be constructed, electrical inprovenents that had to be
made, gas |ine expansions. That, in total, took, that

was approximately a mllion two of the 2.5-mllion just
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I n those conmponents.

That's not sonething that | can go buy
off the shelf. It takes a period of tine, and I'm
wlling to -- | didn't ook at the dates here, but they
wer e begun in January, probably did not conplete prior
to June 24th. Ckay?

And, in addition, the equi pnment that was
pur chased here, there was one item here, $832,000 for a
used crane. That was purchased in March of 2016. The
application for Mscellaneous Capital Additions does not
require a date or list a date. |'d be happy to go back
and do that if that nmakes a difference in whether our
application would be approved, denied or deferred.

As far as --

MR, W NDHAM

So et me ask you this related to the

crane. Were you able to place the crane in service

prior to the conpletion of the rest of the construction?

MR. PATE:
Yes, sir, we were.
VR, W NDHAM
And di d you?
MR, PATE:
Yes, we did. Yes. It was delivered

early April 2016. W purchased it, it was purchased
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froman out-of-state conpany, so it would qualify for

| ndustrial Tax Exenption, and it was purchased prior to
April -- excuse nme. Well, in March of 2016 and was
delivered April. It was on eight trucks that it had to
be delivered to our physical |ocation.

So it, again, we were within the rules
at the time, and the rules say that if it's |Iess than
$5-millian, you accunulate all of the purchases and then
apply once after yearend and prior to March 31st of the
followng year, which is what we did. So | would ask
your consideration that we were within the rules. W
had no prior knowl edge of the Governor's decision to
change the rules after the fact. And, you know, |
under stand why you' re maki ng these decisions, and God
bl ess the -- but we would appreciate your consideration
of this activity.

MR, W NDHAM

Are there any questions by any Board
menbers of M. Pate?

Mot i on has been nmade to approve by
M. Fabra.

|s there a second?

Seconded by M. WIIians.

And that's to approve it inits

entirety.
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MS. CLAPI NSKI
Steve, we don't have a quorum
MR, W NDHAM

| don't think we have a quorum They'l|
be back in a nonent.

So a lot of our quorum we were talking
about FMI' Shipyard & Repairs and a notion was nade to
approve it inits entirety and | wuld Iike to entertain
a discussion on that concerning what was spent.

M. Pierson, you want to talk about it
or you want ne to -- okay.

So the notion has been nmade to approve
it inits entirety, and it's been properly seconded to
approve in its entirety. The question that | have for
this Board is maybe a substitute notion. The dollars
that were spent for assets that were received prior to
t he i ssuance of the executive order, that those be
approved if it's not. M. Bank, if it's 90 percent,
then it's 90 percent. |If it's 20 percent, then it's 20
percent. But going back and forth in ny head, |
under stand the executive order, but our industries and
our conpanies who really do val ue spent noney during
that period of tine, and if they had known that this
executive order was comng, then the could have filed an

advance or they would have filed an advance and then
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everyt hi ng woul d have been eligible because these were
projects. So that's ny thought.
Any di scussion on that?

(No response.)

MR, W NDHAM
| have to get a second. | don't know --
MR. FABRA:

M. Chairman, | just got this little
point of information. | nean, if we are going to
continue to | ook at each one of these applications on an
I ndi vidual basis, then we can't do a clean sweep. W
are going to have to |l ook at each one and find out the
exact conpletion date of each project. | nean, if we
are going to go through that process, you know, if it's
got to neet that certain deadline, then we have to give
that consideration. | was under the inpression that --
| understand the fact that the MCAs in conpliance with
t he executive order are they' re gone after that said
date, but | do understand that it was discussed that if
t he Governor | ooks at these applications and these are
projects, not additions, and it creates jobs, then |
don't think he's going to have any issues with action
taken on job creation.

So I'"mjust kind of confused on back and

forth, you know, first a clean sweep on a notion, if it
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creates job now, there's sone deadlines involved, and,
you know. So if we are going to do it, let's go
individually and | ook at the conpletion dates of each
project, or if the Governor's not going to have an issue
and it creates jobs, let's just do a cl ean sweep across
the board and nove forward.
MR, W NDHAM
All right. So as we pointed out, we do
have a nmotion and a second on FMI. There's no
substitute notions on it, so we'll call for the vote.
All in favor of approval for FMI
Shipyard & Repair, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.)
MR, W NDHAM

Al opposed with a "nay.
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Motion carries. FM is approved.
| think that is what | was trying to do
i's have the conpanies that were here cone up and pl ead
their cases. The conpanies that are not here -- are
there any other conpani es that have not been heard. |If
so, raise your hand.
One, two. Just two conpanies. So we're

kind of going along that Iine, and then we'll have to
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deci de what we'll do wth the ones that are not here and

are not pleading their case.

Ma'am if you'll please step forward,
and, sir, if you'll be on deck.
IVS.
|''m Melinda Maxwell. |'mthe Financi al
Director with Shield Pack in Wst Mnroe.
MR, W NDHAM
|'msorry. Wich one?
M5, MAXWVELL:
Shield Pack in West Monroe.
MS. CHENG

That's 20170083, Shield Pack, LLC in
Quachita Pari sh.
MR. ADLEY:
The name agai n, please.
MS. CHENG
Shi el d Pack.
M5. MAXVELL:
Shield Pack, Shield, S-HI-E-L-D.
VR, W NDHAM
All right. Go ahead, ma'am Don't wait
on nme to be | ooking.
M5. MAXVELL:

Okay. We nmade several additions to
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position and strengthen our conpany growth in the IBC
market. IBC is internediate nediate bul k contai ners.
We sell to chem cal conpanies for hygroscopic resins.
W also are entering and growing into
the market for aseptic and non-aseptic food products.
This is not a market that we've served heavily in the
past, but we've invested a lot into this market, and
while we did create six jobs |ast year, we invested
heavily in equi pnent. You have to understand the
testing process in order to get into this market,
because what you woul d do, you woul d probably nost
l'i kely and what we have done is we will hand nake five
to 10 packages and send to a food conpany and they w ||
test those. |If we pass that test, then the next year --
and we're tal ki ng about the harvest seasons of oranges
or tomatoes or sweet potatoes and all kinds of fruits.
And so then the next season, you nmay get to test 100
liners, and if you pass that, then you get maybe 10, 000
liners. And so it may be four years past your
i nvestment where we will receive job growmh tied to our
investnent, so it's alag there. This nakes it very
difficult for me to show these jobs that we are hoping
to create because, right now, we're sold out on the
first ship and we certainly hope and expect, you know,

i f our studies conme through, that we will be able to
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sell out the second and third shipnment of those
machi nes, and that's what our goal is.
MR. ADLEY:

My'am |'mgoing to say this because |
just think the commttee needs to hear this. A nonent
ago when we had our vote, our 9/6 vote, since that tine,
|'ve just kind of sat here and just waited for things to
play out and |l et the Board do whatever it's going to do,
but 1'"'mhere to tell you that when it gets to the
Governor's desk, there is no assurance that he's not
going to expressly interpret his executive order. So,
you know, you can do whatever you want to. |[It's stil
got to goto him and | just didn't want to get your
hopes that the Board's doing things with no assurance
that it's going to the Governor's approval.

MS. MAXWELL:

You know, if | had a project that had
started, and sone of these things that are included here
started early in last year, prior to the executive
order, there was no opportunity for ne to file an

advanced notification because | was already into the

proj ect.
MR. ADLEY:
Ri ght.
M5, MAXVELL:
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So | did not have the opportunity to
file that.

MR. ADLEY:

Let nme just -- when | read your
application, which there's not many of them!| didn't
have questions on, | didn't have any on yours because it
clearly |l ooked Iike you were doing the right thing, for
whatever it's worth.

MS. MAXWELL:

Thank you.

MR, W NDHAM

Any ot her questions by any of the Board
nmenber s?

(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM

Do you have your expenditures schedul ed
i n when you put that equi pnment into service? 1'm going
to go back on that a bit because | do believe that's a
factor on how this is done for this Board.

M5. MAXVELL:

Wien it's conpleted, no. | don't have
the schedules with ne, no, but it was conpleted, you
know, during this period.

MR, W NDHAM

During the entire year?
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MS. MAXWELL:
Yeah.
MR, W NDHAM
So | hate to say this, and being --
M5. MAXVELL:

| know one | arge piece of equi pment was,
| think it was, pretty early. W spend anywhere from
probably 40 to $120, 000 on nol ds because every different
custoner that we go to has a different filling equi pment
and we have to make nolds, and so those were investnents
that we're nmaking throughout the year and had several of
t hose injection nolds, equipnent.

VR, W NDHAM

| guess without knowing that, |'m
reluctant to approve these because these expenditures
coul d have began, you know, July the 1st and been on the

second half of year and people are just rolling the

dice. | don't feel that that's fair to put the Governor
in that position. | don't feel it's fair to this Board.
So wi thout knowi ng that information personally, I'm

reluctant to vote for them
M5, MAXWVELL
| do think what we spent |ast year would
have been budgeted in the previous year, so it would
have been budgeted at the end of 2015 for the 2016
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application, so even though the noney was spent in '16,
the process started in '15.
MR, W NDHAM
But it still would have been, in ny
eyes, had to have been spent before the June 24th
deadl i ne, which everyone knew. They knew after June
24th MCAs are ineligible. So if soneone wanted to do
sonething in that period of time, they --
MS. MAXVELL:
It's not |ike a down paynent on a piece
of equi pnment in March and receive that piece of
equi prment until Decenber and it may not get install ed,
so that, you know, |'ve got long time periods here that

' m dealing wth.

MR W NDHAM
Sure. | understand.
M5, MAXVELL:

But definitely, we are, you know, we
want to grow our business and we're investing a | ot of
money.

VR, W NDHAM

W want you to, too. Please don't take
this --

M. MAXWELL.:

W're really working on that one.
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MR

W NDHAM

-- this line of questioning being

opposed. W want to support you.

So is there a notion or is there a

di scussion on the remaining ones in addition to this

one?

(1 naudi bl e.)

That's why we need verification that the

i nvestnents they made prior to the executive order,

which is --

MVS.
t hat .

MR.
a deposit.

MVS.

MR.

You believe you
MVS.

MAXVELL :

WAs it nmade or was it started prior to

BARHAM

| f you nake a deposit, you said you nmade
MAXVELL :

|'msorry. | can't understand you.
BARHAM

|"'msorry. You said you nmade a deposit.
made a deposit.

MAXWVELL:

W do that frequently.

BARHAM

You want to defer and cone back and
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warrant to us the tinme that you' re looking at on your
I nvest nent s?
M5, MAXVELL
Yeah, we can give atine limt on, you
know, everything, definitely, you know, fromthe tine
that, you know, that the plans were drawn for and then,
you know, the initial down paynents to the delivery to
the final selection.
MR, W NDHAM
W have a notion to defer nade by
M. Barham seconded by Representative Carnody.
Any further discussions on the deferral?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
All in favor of the deferral, indicate
wth an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al opposed with a

nay.
(No response.)
VR, W NDHAM
Motion carries. W look forward to
seei ng you back here in June.
All right. W have -- there's sone

nore? |1'msorry. One nore person.
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represent.

Ch, yes, sir. Please step forward.
Good afternoon.

W NDHAM

Pl ease identify yourself and who you

My nane is Bernie David. | represent

Conpass M neral s Loui si ana.

MR.

VB.

W NDHAM

Conmpass, GO M P-A-S-S?

DAVI D

Yes, sir.

W NDHAM

All right. Bear with us.

CHENG.

20170169, Conpass M neral s Loui si ana,

Inc. in St. Mary Parish.

MR

MR

our application.

W NDHAM

Al'l right. Go ahead.

DAVI D

W just want to say couple things about

We, as you'll see on our application,

we did not add any full-tinme jobs because of any these

capital inprovenents, but we did spend, you know,
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upwards of 5-mllion bucks on sone things that really
hel ped our manufacturing facility and hel ped out our

| ocal econony. Again, going back to the |ady who was
before ne, you know, these projects were conpl eted at
different tinmes during 2016. They weren't all conpleted
before or after June. |If that has any inpact.

W al so made a general rule of thunb
where we could use |ocal suppliers and |ocal vendors to
conpl ete these projects. | have a listing of a |ot of
those that we used and | think we submitted on our
application or sone backup docunentation. W just want
you guys to consider us for acceptance of our
application.

MR, W NDHAM
Al right. Thank you.
Any questions by any of the Board

menbers?
MR. ADLEY:
| show zero jobs; is that right?
MR, DAVI D.

That is correct, no additional jobs, but
we do enpl oy about 170 people. These were all capital
projects to help us out in manufacturing, become nore
efficient, things Iike that, but, no, no direct hires

because of this.
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MR. ADLEY:
Add when you say you manufacturing salt,
just give me sone exanple. | assume you you're not

making salt. Wsat are you doi ng?

MR. DAVI D

W mne salt.
MR. ADLEY:

You mne salt?
MR. DAVI D:

Yes, sir. W are a salt mne, so we are
a uni que, | suppose, type of industry for Louisiana
because there's not a whole ot of salt mnes, but part
of our operation, | suppose, could be considered mning
and sone have, and the other part can be consi dered
manufacturing. W' re underground and we're actually
drilling and blasting for salt. W run it through
different processes and then ship it out. That part |
t hi nk woul d be consi dered manufacturing.
MR, W NDHAM
But if you | ook at the other
applications that the Board has decided to either defer
or grant, they were all tied to jobs. You're telling us
there are no jobs associated with this one?
MR. DAVI D
No, sir. That is correct. Now, that
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doesn't nean that potentially because of this in the
future, we may have sone jobs because of this, but right
now, no.
MR. ADLEY:
| got it. Thank you. | appreciate your
honesty. Thank you very nuch.
MR, W NDHAM
| believe we've already voted on the

ones that had zero jobs.

M5. CHENG

That's correct.
MR, W NDHAM

| thought so.

|s there any action to reconsider this
one?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
No.
Thank you for your comments.
MR, DAVI D.
Al right. Thank you.
MR, W NDHAM
Anyone el se fromthe public for any of
the jobs or any of the conpanies?

Pl ease step forward. | know you're not
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wth a conpany. Please step forward, identify yourself.
M5.  DUNN:

My name is Ann Dunn and I'mw th
Toget her Louisiana and this is just a general comment on
all of these that have been received after June the
24th. To reiterate what the executive order says, the
Governor very specifically says the applications for
M scel | aneous Capital Additions will not be approved or
I ssued contracts by the Governor, and there's, of
course, an exception for those that were pending and
were filed before the June the 24th, but that does not
apply to these.

| also want to point out that the
executive order also requires in Sections 5, 6 and 7
that the application include a cooperative endeavor
agreenent with the State on a part of the applicant and
have an exhi bit showi ng the approval of the |oca
governnent, and | know the rules are not yet in effect,
but the whole concept is a cooperative endeavor
agreenent .

As Secretary Pierson pointed out
earlier, it's really related to constitutional
provi sions under the pledge of any kind of thing of
val uabl e belonging to the State, and this certainly is,

and so the whol e idea of cooperative endeavor agreenent
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show ng what the applicant will provide to the State as
well as what the State is providing to the applicant is
certainly sonething that ought to be very seriously
considered by this Board. And since the executive order
is in effect and the Governor's going to be | ook at

t hose issues, | particularly think that's inportant, as
wel | as, of course, which we've talked about a lot in
consideration of the conmttee, the conmssion's, rules,
t he whol e idea of what do the | ocal governments have to
say about this.

So | just wanted to say, the executive
order is in effect. There's an exception because we
know t he ones here that were filed before June the 24th
and that did provide for jobs. Aside fromthat, there's
no exceptions, so that's what the Governor has said.

Thank you.

MR, W NDHAM

Thank you very nuch, M. Dunn.

Are there any other questions at this
time fromthe Board?

(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM

All right. At this tine, we had a few

of the outliers and ones that did not have

representation here to address, so the Board now needs
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to consider. W had a package of zero jobs that had
been elimnated. W've had sone deferrals. W've
approved one or two or three, but now we have sone
conpani es that were not represented here today, they do
have jobs that they indicate that they have, but we
don't know about the timng. W don't have the ability
to address the conpany specifically, so the Board is
going to have to consider how they wish to proceed.
Representative Carnody.
VR,  CARMODY:
| would nmake a notion that these
applicants did show that they did create jobs, but
they' re not here today, to go ahead and defer themto
all ow themto conme back before the Board and expl ain.
MR, W NDHAM
All right. And we'll notify them
MR, CARMODY:
Yes.
MR, W NDHAM
Is there a second to that?
Seconded by Dr. WI son.
All in favor of the notion to defer the

ones that were not discussed today, indicate with an

aye.

(Several nmenbers respond "aye.")
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MR, W NDHAM
Al opposed with a

nay.
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM

Motion carries.

Pl ease proceed.

MS. CHENG
| have 98 renewal s --
MR ADLEY:

Let nme just ask a general question so we
don't have to go through all 98 of these. These all
fall within prior to June 24th, the agreenment that we
made on the five year and the five-year |ITEP
applications and y'all have reviewed every one of them

and they neet all of the guidelines and requirenents for

renewal ?
MS. CHENG
Yes, sir.
MR. ADLEY:

And they were done prior to the

executi ve order?

MS. CHENG
Correct.
MR. W NDHAM

|s there a notion to approve these in
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gl obo?
Motion made by Dr. W/ son; seconded by
Maj or Col eman.
Any di scussion fromthe public
concerning the renewal s?
(No response.)
MR W NDHAM

Any further discussion fromthe Board

menber s?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR W NDHAM
Al'l opposed with a "nay."
(No response.)
MR W NDHAM
Motion carries.
MS. CHENG
| have 16 late renewals. | do want to
mention, | provided y'all with a revised | ate renewal

agenda because there was an issue wth the spreadsheet
showi ng 32,943,947 as the ad valorem That is
incorrect. |It's been corrected, and it would only be
610, 835.
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MR, W NDHAM
And do we have representatives fromthe
conpani es concerning their late renewal s?
All right. Please proceed.
MS. CHENG
W have 20100898, Bl ade Dynamics, LLC in
Ol eans Parish. Their initial contract expired on 7/31
of '16. They requested their renewal on 9/21 of '16.
MR, W NDHAM

|s there a representative from Bl ade

Dynam cs?
(No response.)
VR, W NDHAM
No representative from Bl ade Dynani cs,
and they were two nonths late. In the past, | believe

It's been one year when they're late, so is there a
notion to reduce their exenption by one year?
M. ADLEY:
Now, wait a mnute. I'mtrying to find
out exactly how we've been handling this. Wen they

were |ate and they were here, we had penalized themby a

year ?
M5. CHENG
Yes, sir.
MR. ADLEY:
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|f they were not here at all --

M5. CHENG
They were deni ed.
MR. ADLEY:
| believe we've been -- have we been

denyi ng t hen?

MS. CHENG
Yes, sir.
MR, ADLEY:
That's what | thought. | think if we

foll ow consistency, we need to nake a notion to deny
t hem because they have no representation here.
MR, Pl ERSON:

What | would like to let the record
reflect, in terns of Blade Dynamcs, they are located in
NASA M choud where the tornado inpacted their operations
wth significant damage. That is not a total excuse, |
do understand, but certainly I think it's a contributing
factor.

MS. CHENG
This one was deferred at the | ast board

meeting al ready.

MR W NDHAM
This one was deferred?
MS. CHENG
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At the | ast board neeting.

MR, W NDHAM
Have we contacted then?
MS. CHENG
Yes, sir.
MR W NDHAM
|s there a notion -- notion is to deny

made by M. Fajardo; seconded by Dr. WIlson for denial
of the renewal .
Any di scussion fromthe public?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Any di scussion fromthe Board?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

(Several nenbers respond "aye.")

MR, W NDHAM
Motion carri es.
MS. CHENG

20100221, Hydra Tech Systens, Inc. in
Quachita Parish. Their initial contract expired on
12/ 31/ 15. Their late renewal was received 12/21 of '16.
MR, W NDHAM

|s there a representative from Hydra
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Tech?

been deferred before?
V.

V.
all applicants that their renewals and applications are
com ng before the Bard.

MR

VB.

one.

Were they asked last tinme -- have they

CHENG:

CHENG:

| do want to nention that we do notify

ADLEY:

They have all been notified?
CHENG:

Yes.

W NDHAM

What's the pl easure?

MIIlie.

ATKI NS:

l'd like to make a notion to defer this

W NDHAM
Motion to defer?
ATKI NS:

Yes.



http://www.torresreporting.com/

© 00 N O 0o b~ W N P

N DD NN NN P P P P P PP PP
g A W N P O © 0 N O U A W N B O

April 26, 2017
MEETING MINUTES Page 191

MR, W NDHAM
|s there a second?
By Representative Carnody.
Any further discussion fromthe public
on this deferral for Hydra Tech Systens?
(No response.)
MR W NDHAM
Any further discussion fromthe Board
menber s?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM

All in favor, indicate with an

aye.
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR W NDHAM

Al l opposed with a "nay.
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
MR, CARMODY:
Can | ask one question of the staff?
Wien y'all contact these applicants and
| et them know that the Board has noved to defer and we
w || be convening at our next neeting and you give them
t hat date?

M5. CHENG
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Yes, sir.
MR. CARMODY:

They were aware that these are foll ow up
guestions, you have a representative that wll be
attending and --

MS. CHENG

W tell themto have a representative
attending and then -- we tell themit's been deferred
and that it will go to the next board neeting. And then
once we create this agenda, once it's final for the next
neeting, they're notified again.

MR,  CARMODY:

Ckay. That's proper notice, | would
t hi nk, constructive notice that the only other thing you
can tell themthat the customof the commttee, that
t hose who don't appear, have been denied. Just a
little -- all right.

Thank you, sir.

MR, W NDHAM
M. WIIians.
MR, WLLI AMS:

| just wanted to point out,

M. Chairman, Bl ade Dynam cs, we denied that one when
they requested two nonths after the expiration date, and

Hydra Tech was a full year after their expiration date
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and we deferred it. Just wanted to point that out.
MR, W NDHAM
And | believe we had al ready deferred
Bl ade once in a previous neeting.
SECRETARY Pl ERSON:
Once.
MR, W NDHAM
They were given a chance.
SECRETARY Pl ERSON:

So we'll give Hydra Tech once.
MR, W NDHAM
We'l|l give themone shot to be deferred,
which is why | had asked themto be deferred before.
MS. CHENG
We have 20110187, Ardagh dass in
Lincoln Parish. Initial contract expired 12/ 31 of '15.

Late renewal was requested on 11/15 of '16.
MR, W NDHAM
|s there a representative from Ardagh
d ass here?
Pl ease step forward and identify
yoursel f. Please identify yourself.
MR, SHONKW LER:
Jeff Shonkwiler. |'mthe Tax D rector

for Ardagh @ ass.
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MR, W NDHAM
All right. Can you tell us why you wer
| at e?
MR, SHONKW LER:
W' ve had several of these in the past
t hat the process had been for years that Lori Wber wit
LED woul d just send us the renewal fornms when one of
t hese were comng up, and we didn't receive the renewal
fornms and realized the next year after we filed our
property tax return that that one should have probably
been renewed and that's why it's late. So we should
have caught it, but | think it was just change in the
process is why it slipped through the cracks.
MR. ADLEY:
| just want to say that all of these
prior to you that have conme in like that that were
dependi ng upon themtelling them albeit, | don't know
I f they had or they hadn't, these exceptions are for th
benefit of the conpany. And as we have al ways poi nted
out that it's critical that you file and that you file
on tine, and unlike what people seemto think, that it'
just automatic, they send you a notice and everything
gets renewed, | hope after sitting through five or six
hours today, you recognize that that's not the case.

Under the law, we are Iimted to certain things that we

e

h

e

S
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can and cannot do, | guess, approve or deny or limt.
Now, what the Board has done in the past on all late

renewal s is to renove one year of the exenption, which
is a 20 percent reduction, and I would nake that notion
agai n today.
MR, W NDHAM
Secretary Pierson.
SECRETARY Pl ERSON:

M. Shonkwiler, did Lori send those to

Ardagh or did she send these docunents to Saint-Gobai n?
MR,  SHONKW LER:

She sent themto both. Ardagh is
not hi ng nore than a name change to Sai nt-Gobain
Cont ai ners.

SECRETARY Pl ERSON

And how | ong has the nanme change been in

effect?

MR SHONKW LER:

2014,
SECRETARY Pl ERSON:
|'mjust trying to look for -- we always

wor ki ng towards staff inprovenment and process
I nprovement, so |I'mtrying to understand why anything
woul d have changed. O course, Lori \Wber is no |onger

with the departnent due to retirenent. Your conpany has
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had a change of nane. | don't know personally at
Sai nt - Gobai n or Ardagh, you know, whether there were any
per sonnel changes there, but just trying to understand.
W think the onus is on the conpany to follow through
but certainly as a staff courtesy and staff
responsibility that | direct that we try to nake the
nost supportive efforts that we can, but at the end of
the day, | don't feel |ike we can manage in 64 parishes
all of the conpanies and when their renewals aren't
present. W have to allow the corporate folks to do
t hat .

MS. CHENG

Secretary Pierson, there was a process
change internally. Prior to 2014, we did send all of
the renewal docunents to the conpany, but in 2014, we
had the conpany start requesting renewals fromthe
depart nent.

MR, W NDHAM
There's a notion on the floor.
MR, SHONKW LER:

We al ways got them so it was just there
was no notice there was going to be a change in
procedure. | think the 20 percent reduction is fair,
but you asked ne to explain, and that's our response.

MR, W NDHAM



http://www.torresreporting.com/

© 00 N O O A W N P

N N NN NN P P P PR PP R,
g A W N P O © 0 N O O A W N P O

April 26, 2017
MEETING MINUTES Page 197

| do appreciate your explanation.
Mot i on has been nade to reduce by one
year the Industrial Tax Program
Representative Carnody has seconded the
not i on.
| s there any further discussion on the
noti on?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Al'l in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al'l opposed with a "nay."
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
Thank you, sir.
M5. CHENG
20110384, Cal unet Lubricants Conpany, LP
in Webster Parish.
VR, W NDHAM
Are all of the Calunets represented by
t he same individual ?
MS. CHENG

Yes, sSir.
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MR, W NDHAM
Pl ease step forward.
And you can finish reading.
MS. CHENG
Cal unet, 20110385, Cal umet Lubricants
Conpany, LP in Bossier Parish; 20100329, Cal unet
Packagi ng, LLC in Caddo Parish; 20110386, Cal unet
Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo Pari sh;
20110387, Cal unet Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in
Caddo Parish; 20110388, Cal unet Shreveport Lubricants &
Waxes, LLC in Caddo Parish; 20110389, Cal unet Shreveport
Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo Parish; and 20110392,
Cal umet Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo
Parish. The initial contracts expired on 12/31 of '15.
We received late renewal on 12/19 of '16.
MR, W NDHAM
Pl ease identify yourself and tell us why
you're |ate.
MR. MLLS:
Robert MIIls, Calunet Specialty Products
from Shreveport, and our tax director is in
| ndi anapolis, Indiana. And | have heard a story that
I nvol ves prior, previous staff, and | really hate to get
into that she-said type of issue. And if | can't, |

woul d respectfully ask to defer this, let ny tax
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director tell you that story. | don't want to interpret
what she told nme, and I'msure there's clerical error
and oversight, especially on both parties' sides. So,
you know, if | can defer it and have her explainit,
that's fine. |If you want to nake a deci sion today, just
treat nme as you do everybody else, and | certainly can't
conpl ai n about that.
MR, ADLEY:

| want this commttee to know sonet hi ng,
Robert. | just told M. Carnody, you happen to be one
of the closest friends | have in the world, as you know,
and we've known each other for a long, long tine and |
have all of the respect in the world for you. And God
knows | hate to be standing here to vote agai nst you,
but | have to tell you that it is the obligation of the
conpanies to get it in, and we have only three choices
by law. W can either reject it outright or reduce it
or approve it, and we've not approved any that cane in
late. And early on, we decided that if it's a five-year
renewal , we renove one year, it's a 20 percent
reduction, nmeaning you'll get four years and not five.

And in fairness, regardless of what they
woul d say, we really -- everybody's got a different
story about why and how it happens, but to be

consistent, | don't think we have any choice but to do



http://www.torresreporting.com/

© 00 N O O A W N P

N N NN NN P P P PR PP R,
g A W N P O © 0 N O O A W N P O

April 26, 2017
MEETING MINUTES Page 200

t hat .
MR. MLLS:
As | said, just fair and consistent, and

with 2,000 enpl oyees, | assure you, this is not ny only

pr obl em
MR, W NDHAM
"Il take that as a notion.
MR.  CARMODY:
"Il second the notion.
MR, W NDHAM
Representative Carnody seconds.
Any further discussion?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
MR. ADLEY:
| amglad | told you to be sure and be
here today. | amglad. It would have been a deni al

outright, so I'mglad you cane.
MR, MOVE:
There's a new day.
MR, W NDHAM
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Ms. Cheng.
M5. CHENG
We have 20140960, CARBO Ceram cs, Inc.
MR, W NDHAM

|s there a representative for CARBO
Ceram cs?

Pl ease step forward and tell us why
you're |ate.

MS. TUCKER:

|''m Katie Tucker, CARBO Ceram cs' tax
manager .

So we kind of sat here and expl ai ned why
we're late. W actually requested renewal back in
before, | think, June 8th, 2016, before all of this kind
of went a different direction, but sanme excuse as
everyone else. It just slipped through the cracks. W
had, you know, personnel changes, and, al so,
historically, before all of the changes, when you did
have a late renewal, it was just kind of automatically
approved. It wasn't considered different, | think. So,
| mean, we don't really have a good reason, but | wll
say it was before June 24th, 2015, and hopeful Iy that
woul d be consi dered.

MR, W NDHAM

M. Adl ey.
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MR. ADLEY:

| appreciate your honesty and it gains

you 80 percent being honest here today.
M5. TUCKER:

It's been deferred many tines because
the first time that | did conme and explain, you know,
you guys had asked us to get |ocal support, which we
have done for the nost part. W haven't really been
able to get in touch with the sheriff's office. |
bel i eve they have kind of their hands full wth sone
| egal matters.

M. W ndham has ki nd of been hel pful in
trying to help us contact themand get them and it's
been unsuccessful, but | will say the parish counci
approved the resolution to support all of our -- the
continuation of all of our contracts know ng that we are
in a downturn. W have had sone |layoffs unfortunately.
The school aboard al so approved it at a 12-to-1 vote, so

we do have | ocal support for the nost part.

MR, W NDHAM
Al right. Thank you, Ms. Tucker.
M. Adley, | assunme you are going to

make a noti on?
MR ADLEY:

Yes. | think to be consistent, we



http://www.torresreporting.com/

© 00 N O O A W N P

N N NN NN P P P PR PP R,
g A W N P O © 0 N O O A W N P O

April 26, 2017
MEETING MINUTES Page 203

reduce it by 20 percent, mneaning one year, and receive
the I TEP for four.
MR, W NDHAM
Seconded by Dr. WI son.
Any further discussion?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM

Al in favor, please vote with an "aye.
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM

Al opposed with a

nay.
(No response.)
VR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
MS. TUCKER:
Wiile I"mup here, | just wanted to ask,
you know, again, nonths ago whenever we asked for just

our contract continuations --

MR, W NDHAM

W're going to do that all at once.
M5. TUCKER:

|''mnot sure I'mon there.
MS. CHENG

It's not on this one because they were

not in the group from Decenber that were asked to cone
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back in April. So the CARBO Ceram cs contracts are not
on this agenda.
M5. TUCKER:
|s that able to change or we're done
w th CARBO for the day?
MS. CHENG
We're done. W can add it to the June
agenda.
MR, W NDHAM
Yeah, let's do it in June.
M5. TUCKER:
Okay. No problem Thank you.
VR, W NDHAM
Thank you.
Ms. Cheng.
MS. CHENG
20110338, Ceneral Electric Conpany. The
initial contract expired on 12/31/15 and |l ate renewal s
requested on 8/ 25 of '16.
MR, W NDHAM
|s there a representative from GE
CGeneral Electric?
(No response.)
MR. ADLEY:
Holy noly.
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is to defer?

MR

second?

VB.

W NDHAM
Www. Al right. Pleasure of the Board

M LLER

Is this their first tine up or the

W NDHAM
s this their first tine?
CHENG

| believe it was up one tinme and they

requested to defer it.

MR

VB.

MR

ADLEY:

Did you say it's Ceneral Electric?
CHENG:

Yes, sir.

ADLEY:

Fell ows, ladies, clearly there are

enough enployees in that facility to have sonebody here

if it was that

I nportant to them

|'mgoing to nove to deny. | nean,

sooner or later you have to do that.

MR.

M. Adley.

W NDHAM
|s there a second?
Seconded by Dr. WIlson. Mved by
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Any di scussion on the denial of General
Electric's renewal ?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Al'l in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.)
MR, W NDHAM

Al opposed with a "nay.

(No response.)

MR W NDHAM
Motion carries.
MS. CHENG

20110529, Southern Recycling in Ol eans
Parish. Initial contract expired on 7/31 of '16. Late
renewal was requested 12/29 of '16.
MR, W NDHAM
Representative -- yes. Please step
forward and identify yourself.
MR, LEONARD:
Jimy Leonard wi th Advant ous Consul ti ng.
VR, DI EFENTHAL:
Eddi e Di efenthal wth Southern
Recycl i ng.
MR, LEONARD:

We had five |ocations approved many
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years ago for the exenption. Al five of those
| ocations got entered into the deadline. They were
faced wth the same deadline of this comng up the |ast
Decenber. It was not until we started processing those
| ocations that the erroneous deadline date for the
Ol eans Parish application got entered in. Ol eans
Parish is the one parish of the state that has a
different deadline fromall of the exenption
applications, and as you can see, it was filed al ong
wth all of the other renewals, so it was -- what
brought us here today was a msstep in our tax cal endar.
MR. ADLEY:
So it's reduced, it will only be reduced

under the one parish?

MS. CHENG
Yes.
MR. ADLEY:

Al of the others wll be at 100
percent ?
MR, LEONARD:
Yes. Al of the other |ocations were
filed tinmely in Decenber.
MR, ADLEY:
Then | woul d make the sanme notion for

t he one that was | ate.
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MR, W NDHAM
Motion made by M. Adley; seconded by
Maj or Col eman.
Any further discussion on Southern
Recycl i ng?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al'l opposed wth a

nay.
(No response.)
VR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
MS. CHENG
| have 10 changes in name. This is for
Hunt Forest Products, Inc. for contracts 20090342,
20100314, 20110273, 20120364, 20130873, 20140314 and
20150381. This is in Grant Parish. They're changing
their nane to Hunt Forest Products, LLC
VR, W NDHAM
|s there a notion to approve the name
change?
Made by Representative Carnody; seconded
by M. WIIians.
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All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM

Al opposed with a

nay.

(No response.)

MR, W NDHAM
Motion carri es.
MS. CHENG

We have Hunt Forest Products, Inc.,
Contracts 20100393, 20130874, 20150481 in LaSalle
Parish. They're changing their name to Hunt Forest
Products, LLC
VR, W NDHAM
Mot i on made by Representative Carnody;
seconded by M. MIller.
All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al opposed with a

nay.

(No response.)

MR W NDHAM
Motion carri es.
MS. CHENG

| have five transfers of Tax Exenption
contracts: Nestle Health Sciences-Panlab, Inc. in Caddo
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Parish, 20120609, 20130503, 20140600, 20150395 and
20161224. They're being transferred to ALFASI GVA USA,
I nc.
MR, W NDHAM
Motion made by Dr. WIson; seconded by
M. Faj ardo.
All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM

Al opposed with a "nay.
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
MS. CHENG
| have 15 contract cancelations. | have

a correction to nmake on this first one, Entergy New
Ol eans, Inc.-Mchoud is not in Caddo Parish. It's in
Ol eans Parish. And they're requesting to cancel all of
their active contracts because the facility is no |onger
operati onal .
VR, W NDHAM

So we'll take that notion in globo to
cancel all of their active contacts in the Ol eans
facility.

s there are a notion?
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Motion made by Dr. WI son;

Mayor Brasseaux.
Al |
( Sever al

MR

in favor,

W NDHAM
Al l
response.)

W NDHAM

Motion carries.
CHENG

opposed with a "nay."
(No
MR

IVB.

Hal | i burton Energy Servi ces,

20080132 and 20080878 in Vermlion Parish.

was cl osed.

MR, W NDHAM
Cancel ation notion by Major Col eman;
seconded by Ms. Mal one.
Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al'l oppose with a "nay."
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
MS. CHENG
| have 14 special requests.

I ndicate with an "aye."

menbers respond "aye.")

The conpany requests cancel ati on.

seconded by

l nc.,

The facility

These are
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the contract continuations that were brought before
y'all in Decenber and they were asked to go to their
| ocal governing authorities to receive approval for
these contracts to be continued as they're currently
idle.

MR, W NDHAM

And | believe we have representation for
Hal |i burton.

Pl ease step forward.

As you guys will -- guys and ladies w |
remenber, this was the idle facility that needed to get
the [ ocal support fromtheir |ocal bodies being the
police jury, the sheriff's office or the school board so
t hat the continuation of exenption can exist during this
econom ¢ downturn that we have in these areas.

So please identify yourself.

MR, LEBLEU:
M. Chairman, nenbers of the Board, ny

name is Doug Lebleu. |'mrepresenting Halliburton on
these idle facility requests. | think we should just
start with Bossier. | nmean, | have three parishes.

We do not have today what you requested.
You requested a letter fromthe sheriff's office
supporting the continuation, a resolution fromthe

school board and a resolution fromthe police jury.
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We began di scussions wth these entities
in January. | think we were on a pretty good track to
the point where on April the 6th | traveled to Bossier
from Bat on Rouge to answer questions and concerns of the
school board. They had a finance commttee on April 6th
foll owed by a board neeting where | believe they were
going to vote an recommendation to the finance commttee
to approve of this continuation. About five mnutes
before the neeting started, the attorney for the school
board canme up, introduced hinmself to me and informed ne
that the agenda itemwas being pulled for consideration.
And when | ask why, he told ne there seened to be
confusion as to whether LED was actually -- or the Board
of Commerce & Industry was actually requiring this
particul ar resol ution.

At that point, | didn't have a whol e | ot
of credibility with themother than to sinply say I'm
here at the direction of the board. The folks at the
department have a different interpretation of what |
had, so that was their side of the story. And |I'm gl ad
Kristen's here because Kristen received a phone call
right prior to that nmeeting fromthe | ocal economc
devel opnent official with a conpletely different
question. It didn't have anything to do with the

conti nuati on.
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As you know, this request that you made
was not in the rules. It was nade to be in the support
of what the Governor is attenpting to acconplish here
and that us get local involvenent in the process.

Subsequent to that, we have not been
reschedul ed on the school board. At this point, |
really have to thank Chairman W ndham who has been
involved in this process, not as an advocate for
Hal | i burton, but as one who has picked up the phone and
called officials to explain to them what the intent of
the Board is what can he do to nove the process al ong.
W have a deadline of April 26th. In fact, |ast week he
had di scussions with M. Bill Altinus, that's who the
pari sh school board --

MR, W NDHAM

Let nme interrupt you right there.

He's -- the police jury did send ne a letter that | was
unable to print out and it basically asks for a

continuation. It says, "Dear, sir," per ne. | called
all of these parishes and all of these entities. "My
4th, '17, May 4, 2017 neeting, the Bossier Parish Police
Jury will have an itemon its agenda to discuss the
continuation of Halliburton Industry Services |Industrial
Exenption Contracts Nunmbers 24 and 24A for one

additional year. This date is the first available date
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for the police jury to neet and take any official action
on this matter. | apol ogize for any inconvenience this
may cause. |f you have any questions or need any
i nformation, please |et nme know "
So we can defer again?
MR, LEBLEU:

M. Chairman, that's what we would |ike
to request, another deferment for two nore nonths to see
if we can wap this process up, and we would really
appreci ate your consideration for this.

MR, W NDHAM

And that's just the Bossier because the

ot her ones cane through. | think we got sonething from
t hem
MR. LEBLEU:
W have everything done with them
MR, W NDHAM

So there's been a notion by
Representative Carnody; seconded by Dr. WIlson to defer
that one till the next board neeting to get those
letters of support.
MR, LEBLEU:
Thank you very nuch.
MR, W NDHAM

| s there any di scussion?
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Caneron Parish that the Board required, and Ms. Cheng

has a copy of the resolutions and the letter fromthe

sheriff.

second one then.

i nf or mat i on,

(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM

All in favor, indicate with an

aye.
(Several menbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al'l opposed with a "nay."
(No response.)
MR LEBLEU:

Caneron Parish, we have everything from

The third one, Plaquem nes Parish --
MR, W NDHAM
All right. Let's take care of the

MR. LEBLEU:
" msorry.
MR, W NDHAM
For the second one, you have all of the
Ms. Cheng?
MS. CHENG
| do have it.
MR, W NDHAM

And it's all in support?
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MS. CHENG
Yes.
MR, W NDHAM

Is there a notion to allow the
continuation for the Canmeron Parish contracts?

Made by Ms. MIlie; seconded by M.
Col eman.

All in favor -- any further

di scussion on that one?

(No response.)

MR, W NDHAM

Al in favor, indicate wwth an "aye."

(Several nenbers respond "aye.")

MR, W NDHAM

Al l opposed with a "nay.
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
That continuation is approved.
MR. LEBLEU:
Thank you very nuch.
| tem nunber three for us is Plaquem nes
Parish. Again, we began discussions with Plaguem nes
Parish officials back in the mddle of January. M
initial discussions were with the attorney for the

sheriff's office. He infornmed ne that there was going
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to be a neeting between the school board, the police
jury and the sheriff's office to discuss this issue.
That neeting occurred. They had a second neeting where
t hey asked a nenber of LED staff to cone in and explain
exactly what was being required and what the
inplications were. Then there was a third neeting on
March 31st with that same group where | traveled to
Bel |l e Chasse, nmet with that group and answered their
questi ons.

We have not heard anything from any of
these entities since March 30th. | spoke with
Representative Chris Leopold on Mnday, and, again,
can't tell you Chris Leopold, Representative Leopold, is
for this issue, but he's advocating the decision be
made. So | know he's making the phone calls to try to
nove the process along. So we woul d request
consideration as we did for Bossier on this one, also,
for another two nonths to see if we can wap the process
up.

MR, COLEMAN:
Make a noti on.
MR, W NDHAM

Moti on has been nmade by M. Colenman to
defer for one nore board neeting, two nonths; seconded
by Dr. W/ son.
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Any further discussion on this one?
Representative Carnody.
VR,  CARMODY:

Affirmation that Representative Leopold
approached ne and said that there was an effort on his
part to try to get resolution for this, and he did ask
for consideration for defernent today.

MR, LEBLEU:

Thank you very nuch.
MR, W NDHAM

All right. Thank you.

Al in favor, indicate with an "aye.
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM

Al l opposed with a

nay.
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
MR. LEBLEU:
Thank you very nuch.
VR, W NDHAM
Thank you, M. Lebl eu.
| think that's going to be one of the
changes these rules nove forward is getting sone of

t hese bodi es because | know personally | called Altinus
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one, two, three times and sent himthree or four
e-mails, you know, just describing it. | sent him
copies of the m nutes show ng what we had asked so that,
you know, as Doug said, what it required. Well, no. It
was requested for one of your conpanies here, and if you
want to support them then we need sonething, and that's
all we needed.
MR. LEBLEU:

You know, if | could nake one coment.
| had a little discussion yesterday wth Deputy Ml ler
at the sheriff's office in Bossier, and everyone is
taking this process very seriously because, you know,
it's comng hone to roost they may | ose revenues here,
so everyone's thinking very, very seriously. As he
explained to ne, he said, "Doug, you know, we don't have
to think just about this issue and this project. W're
setting a precedent here. W've got to ask the right
questions. W've got to nake the right decisions.”

So, Secretary Pierson, as you had
i ndi cated, we are going through a | earning curve here,
and | know you're -- the problemis going to be
providing direction and how the steps m ght go, the
consi derations that mght be nmade, but it's been an
Interesting process. |'ve got to neet a |lot of great

people. | admre the locals and the incent and due
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diligence they' re doing on these. So thank you.
MR, W NDHAM
Thank you, M. Lebleu.
MS. CHENG
M1 SWACO Contract 060022 in Caneron
Pari sh.
MR, W NDHAM
Pl ease identify yourself.
MR, MURPHY:
Ri chard Murphy, Duff & Phel ps,
representing M1 SWACO
At the last April neeting, y'all asked

for the three resolutions and the letter, and | do have

those. |'ve asked for photocopies of each. W got that
e-mai | |ast night.
MS. CHENG

If y'all want to see them | can make

copi es.
MR, MJURPHY:
We have the letters and the resol ution.
VR, W NDHAM
You'll verify thenf
MS. CHENG
| do have them
MR, W NDHAM
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VB.

MR

conti nuation of

M. Ricky.

| nc. in Livingston Pari sh.

t he Livingston Econom c Devel opnent Council, we al so

(Several nenbers respond "aye.")

MR.

(No
MR.

IVS.

MR.

You do? They're all good?
CHENG:

Yes.

W NDHAM

s there a notion to approve the
M SWACO?

Made by M. Ml ler; seconded by

All in favor, indicate wth an "aye.
W NDHAM
Al'l opposed wth a

nay.
response.)

W NDHAM

Motion carries.

MURPHY:

Thank you.

W NDHAM

Thank you, Richard.
CHENG:

Now, we have Quality Iron Fabricators,

L EONARD:
Thanks to the hel p of David Bennett and
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appear before you today with the necessary resol utions
and letter fromthe sheriff's office. W were able to
get support fromall of the requisite parts.
MR, W NDHAM
G eat | ob.
Pl ease identify yourself.
VR. BENNETT:
Davi d Bennett, President of the
Li vi ngst on Econom ¢ Devel opnent Counci | .
MR, W NDHAM
All right. |s there a notion to approve
for continuation?
VR, COLEMAN:
| so nove, sSir.
MR, W NDHAM
Motion is made by M. Col eman; seconded
by MIlie Atkins.
Al'l in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al'l opposed with a "nay."

(No response.)

MR, W NDHAM
Motion carries. Thank you.
MS. CHENG
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This concludes the Industrial Tax
Exenption portion of the agenda.
MR, W NDHAM
All right. Next on the agenda is
Consi deration of Public Comments on | TEP Program Rul es
fromthe March '17 Potpourri.

M5. CLAPI NSKI

Good afternoon.
MR, W NDHAM

Pl ease identify yourself.
M5. CLAPI NSKI

Daniell e O apinski, Staff Attorney at
LED.

|"'msure all of you remenber we net in
February and y'all approved sone additional substantive
changes to the rules. Those substantive changes were
publ i shed as Potpourri in the March 2017 Edition of the
Loui si ana Register. That al so necessitated additional
public hearing and an additional public coment period.
That was public hearing was held | ast Thursday. |
believe y'all received an e-mail Mnday afternoon with a
copy of the Potpourri with the -- I'msorry -- the
public comments received as well as LED s recommendati on
to approve or not approve based upon the public

comment s.



http://www.torresreporting.com/

© 00 N O O A W N P

N N NN NN P P P PR PP R,
g A W N P O © 0 N O O A W N P O

April 26, 2017

MEETING MINUTES Page 225

| don't know how in depth you guys want

me to go, comment by comment, or...
MR. ADLEY:

It would really just be helpful if we
heard what ever you heard because | think there were |ike
three or four mnor changes.

M5. CLAPI NSKI

There were, | think, a total of five
specific concerns addressed, and of those five, LED
recommends maki ng changes based upon two of those
comment s.

MR, W NDHAM
Secretary Pierson.
SECRETARY Pl ERSON.

Pl ease outline, just so there's
understanding in the record, the difference between a
substantive change and these, well, non-substantive or
tweaks or whatever. | think it's inportant that
everyone understands that there's a boundary that we
can't change major things, but we can align better for
nore efficiency.

M5. CLAPI NSKI

Sure. So | have spoken to the Louisiana

Regi ster on a couple of the coments that we recomend

changes on. They have deened t hose changes
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non-substantive. That's because those changes are
clarify or they don't change the intent or the action or
what anyone has to do.

Sone of the other suggested conments or
suggest ed changes woul d be consi dered substantive
changes. For purposes of rule pronul gation purposes, a
non-substantive change, the next step for us is they are
approved and only non-substantive changes are approved,
an oversight commttee report would be sent to the House
and Senate Conmerce conmttees where they woul d have a
30-day period to call their own hearing on the rules,
and at that point in tine, they either approve or
di sapprove the rules. |If they choose not to call a
hearing during that 30-day period, we can pro/ SWAED file
pronul gati on.

| f the Board decides to make any further
substantive changes to the rules, that will require us
to publish another Potpourri and have another public
hearing period and another public coment and public
hearing. So that's the different tracks that we woul d
be on dependi ng upon what you deci de today.

MR, W NDHAM

All right. And can you give us, of

t hose five, just a highlight of what those conmments

wer e?
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MS. CLAPI NSKI

Sure. And I'Il go through it. | think
everyone received that docunment that |ays out who
attended the hearing and who submtted the witten
coments, and | don't think there are really any
coments that were different than the witten comments.
They were just reiterated at the public hearing.

So the first set of witten conments was
fromLIDEA. Their first comment was dealing with
Section 501(a)(1) where there was a redundant use of the
term"tax exenption" in a sentence. That has been there
since the first version of the rules, however, the
Regi ster does deemit a non-substantive change. It
doesn't hurt anything to renove that. |t doesn't change
tointent. So the Departnment has reconmended adoption
of that change.

The second is a concern by LIDEA that
there is a potential conflict because we allow, you
know -- we require now under these new rul es new jobs or
a conpelling reason for the retention of jobs. However,
under the disallowance of environnentally-required
capi tal upgrades, we say that those are upgrades
required to avoid filing closure of a conmpany. | think
the problemis we still don't believe we should be

i ncentivising sonething the conpany has to do, and it's
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arequirenent. It's not -- you know, they nmay retain
sone jobs, but they're still not necessarily creating

new j obs. So we do not reconmmend naki ng that change.

The third comment fromLIDEA is
regarding posting -- | think at the |ast board neeting,
one of the changes that was adopted was that LED and its
website woul d be a central point for the publication of
the witten notices fromthe conpanies that they send
out to the local governing authorities because we needed
atinme to start that 120-day period for themto nmake a
decision. And it was decided that LED would publish
those to be sort of a centralized location for those to
our website.

There was a concern that LED being the
body to do that woul d sonehow m srepresent our role in
t hat process and that we had sonme authority over the
locals. | think, you know, LED s recommendation is to
not -- they wanted to require the locals to post it on
their website instead of LED. W don't recommend maki ng
that change. W do think there is benefit to a
centralized location for all of these postings. W wll
pl ace | anguage that clearly states that this is for
information purposes only. LEDis not a part of the
| ocal approval process, but our rules also cannot bind a

| ocal governing authority on what they have to do. So
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even if they wanted to change that, we can't tell
Canmeron Parish Police Jury they have to publish it on
their website. So that was the reason we chose not
recommend that change.

We al so received two comments from
Toget her Louisiana. The first was that sane issue about

publication of a notice of the witten request for

governnental approval. It doesn't proactively state on
the website. That was, | believe, the intent when we
di scussed that. It just on the website, it just says we

wll post. Were we wll post did not get added. W
have tal ked to Louisiana Register. They've agreed that
on the website as a clarifying change to make the rule
clear where that's going to be published is
non-substantive. W don't see any harm since that was
the intent all along, so we reconmend naki ng that
change.

The [ ast conment was that Toget her
Loui siana still believes that the part of the rules that
deals with conpelling reason for the retention of jobs
Is still very broad and allows for al nost any situation
to potentially argue that there are conpelling reason
for retention. And | think, one, that woul d be a
substantive change and it woul d change the process that

we' re under, but, additionally, LED does not reconmrend



http://www.torresreporting.com/

© 00 N O O A W N P

N N NN NN P P P PR PP R,
g A W N P O © 0 N O O A W N P O

April 26, 2017

MEETING MINUTES Page 230

maki ng that change because the constitution allows the
Board and the Governor that discretion. And I think as
you try to put very specific guidelines of "X' nunber of
jobs or something like that to be retained, you limt
that discretion. And, you know, 25 jobs in North

Loui siana and 25 jobs in Baton Rouge may not nean the
sane thing, and we did not want to pigeonhole ourself or
the Board or the Governor into having that strict of
requi rements, so that's why we did not recommend t hat
change.

There was a general conment received
fromM. Patterson with LABI. Not witten, but just
verbal at the neeting. It was a general conmment about
the direction of the program |egislation that had been
passed | ast year dealing with inventory tax and | TEP. |
have a little wite-up for you on that page, but as
there were no specific requests to change | anguage ot her
t han a general concern about the direction of program
he did not suggest any changes based upon that conment.
And M. Allison spoke. He basically said echoes LIDEA s
coments and had sonme concerns about Toget her
Loui siana's comment wanting to nore tightly define the
retention issue.

MR, W NDHAM

Are there any questions by any of the
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Board nenbers of any of the comments concerning the
Pot pourri rul es?

(No response.)

MR, W NDHAM

Any comments fromthe public concerning
the comment s?

Kind of redundant itself.

Pl ease step forward, Ms. Dunn, and
Identify yourself.

M5.  DUNN:

|*'m Anne Dunn with Toget her Loui si ana.

| particularly want to conmment on the
concern about posting on the website things that the
Board was indicating was their intent and follow that up
wth a statement and nmake sure that was a
non-substanti ati ve change.

VWhat | want to says is that we do have
conti nui ng concerns about how you go about determ ning
what a conpelling reason is for retaining jobs, and |
think the discussion that we had at the rules neeting
was basically that this is really a tough call. And
t hey asked us to bring a reconmendation, and we're not
prepared to do that at this tine, but we would like to
take the opportunity to see what's in the best practices

are around the country and see if we can cone up with
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sonet hing that would be hel pful to the Board just to
ki nd of, you know, give you a courage when you make the
deci si ons.
So thank you very much. W're pleased
to see what's happeni ng.
MR W NDHAM
Thank you, Ms. Dunn. Thank you,
Toget her Louisiana for their input in this process,
al so.
Al right. Wth that, M. Adley, | believe
It's appropriate for you to make a notion to nove the
rules to the next step.
SM  CLAPI NSKI
| think we need to approve or not
approve any of the changes as recomended by the
Department and then to nove forward with the rules
process.
MR. ADLEY:
Let me nove that we accept the
reconmendati ons of the changes and get that done first.
VR, W NDHAM
Is there a second?
Seconded by Dr. WI son.
Is there any further discussion on the

new rul es, Potpourri rules or any other rules with this
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progr anf

(No
MR.

response. )
W NDHAM

Al'l in favor, indicate with an "aye."

(Several nenbers respond "aye.")

MR

(No
MR

MR

with the proper

get --

IVB.

W NDHAM

Al opposed wth a "nay."

response. )

W NDHAM

Motion carries.

ADLEY:

| woul d now nove that we nove forward

notification, whatever we have to do to

CLAPI NSKI
Oversight conmttee, yes, sir.
ADLEY:

-- to nmove forward and foll ow t he

Adm ni strative Procedures Act.

MR

W NDHAM

All right. So there's a notion and a

second made by Representative Carnody.

Any further discussion on noving forward

for pronul gation of these rules fromthe public or the

Boar d?
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(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al'l opposed with a "nay."
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM

| want to thank all of the staff for
their hard work with this, too.

Now we're el ection of officers.

M. Adl ey.

VMR, ADLEY:

Can | just make a coment? \Wat |'ve
been told is normally what happens is the Chairnman
rules, the commttee noves the chair and then we put
sonebody in there. 1'mgoing to ask you, fromthe
Governor's office, if you wll, if you'll allowus to
| eave Steve in place until we finish this rules process.
W thought it would already be done. W don't know when
it is going to be done, but 1'd |ike make a notion that
we let himremain as chairman until the Board deci des
what they want to do fromthere if that's okay.

MR. FABRA:

So noved.
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MR, W NDHAM
Motion made and seconded.
Does anybody el se want to run?
(No response.)
MR, W NDHAM
| accept the nom nation | guess is the
proper procedure.
All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al opposed with a

nay.
(No response.)
VR, W NDHAM

Motion carries.

All right. Secretary Pierson, comments,

pl ease.
SECRETARY Pl ERSON
| know the hour grows late, so I'Il just
make these very brief remarks. | apologize for ny late

arrival this norning. W are nultitasking at the
Capital and ot her things going on.

| want to echo Chairman W ndham s
remarks regarding the staff that continue to operate on
two fronts. One is the proper and appropriate adoption

of all of the rules that are associated with the
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executive order and with the execution of all of the
adm ni strative elenents with these very |arge nunbers of
contracts and notifications and all of the things that
go into the day-to-day work that the staff has to do to
cover 64 parishes. So thank to each and every one of
you for those efforts.

| want to call a note to just say that |
hope it is observed, but we took all of the comments
that came to us fromthe pubic and the public groups out
there very seriously. W spent tine wth them W
spent dialog, and we want to continue to do that. W
think it's a very inportant part of the process.

| can recall tinmes in the past where,
you know, we'd just check the blocks and said, "Yep, we
talked to them" and away we go. | think this has been
a very engaged and active dialog that will continue, and
so | thank the Board for that opportunity and the
| eadership that's been exhibited al ong the way. And
certain what the board has stood for today, which is
what we're trying to inplement relative to
accountability and bringing that statenent fromthe
corporations as to what they're going to provide and
being sure that that has a return back to the public.
So thank you for all of people that have been very

active in that effort, certainly all of the nmenbers of
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t hi s Board.

Doug Lebl eu, thanks for being the tip of
the spear to go out there and begin the engagenents with
the communities, these political subdivisions. | know
this is not newterritory to you, that probably 25 years
ago you were standing in front of those sane bodies
asking if they wanted to grant a resolution to
participate in the Enterprise Zone Programor all of the
ot her progranms that we've had out there, but that | ocal
voice is back at the table. And we know it's a |earning
curve associated with it, as you noted, but that's
i mportant and we'll get that job done.

W are working internally at LED to
conduct these regional workshops throughout the state,
both with the econom c devel opnent professionals and the
political subdivisions. W've done sone. W have a | ot
nore to do, and as soon as we get everybody trained, a
lot of themw | |eave office and new people wll be
training. So we knowit's an ongoing effort and we'l|l
be glad to have that. That's what it takes to get the
program effectively working and we're pledged to that.

Thank you very nuch.

MR, W NDHAM
Thank you, M. Secretary.

Do we have a notion to adjourn?
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Ch, I'"'msorry. Don't adjourn. Don't
| eave.
Ms. d api nski .
V5. CLAPI NSKI
Just because the board rules do require
annual election of officers, there was a notion nmade on
the chair, but not the vice chair position, so is the
intent to have both stay? | just need for a point of
order just to have that clarified for us.
MR, W NDHAM
Yes. Who's vice chair? You are? Al
right.
So | guess the notion has been nmade by
Representative Carnody; seconded by Dr. W/ son.
All in favor of Robert Adley staying as
vice chair, indicate with an "aye."
(Several nenbers respond "aye.")
MR, W NDHAM
Al'l opposed wth a

nay.
(No response.)
VR, W NDHAM
Motion carries.
Meeting' s adj ourned based upon the
notion by M. Fajardo and seconded by M. WIIians.
(Meeting concludes at 1:22 p.m)
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REPORTER S CERTI FI CATE:

I, ELIC A H WODWRTH, Certified Court
Reporter in and for the State of Louisiana, as the
of ficer before whomthis neeting for the Board of
Conmmerce and I ndustry of the Loui siana Econom c
Devel opnent Cor poration, do hereby certify that this
nmeeting was reported by ne in the stenotype reporting
met hod, was prepared and transcri bed by ne or under ny
personal direction and supervision, and is a true and
correct transcript to the best of ny ability and
under st andi ng;

That the transcript has been prepared in
conpliance with transcript format required by statute or
by rules of the board, that | have acted in conpliance
with the prohibition on contractual relationships, as
defi ned by Loui siana Code of Ci vil Procedure Article
1434 and in rules and advi sory opi ni ons of the board,;

That | am not related to counsel or to the
parties herein, nor aml|l otherwi se interested in the

outcone of this matter.

Dated this 13th day of My, 2017.

ELIC A H WODWORTH, CCR
CERTI FI ED COURT REPORTER
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   All right.  I call this meeting to

 3   order, the Board of Commerce and Industry meeting for

 4   April the 26th, 2017.  It's about 9:35.

 5                   Melissa -- I lost her.

 6               MR. FAVALORO:

 7                   Frank here for her.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   I'm sorry.  Frank/Melissa, please call

10   the roll.

11               MR. FAVALORO:

12                   Robert Adley, sitting in for --

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Here.

15               MR. FAVALORO:

16                   Robert Barham, sitting in for Lieutenant

17   Governor.

18               MR. BARHAM:

19                   Here.

20               MR. FAVALORO:

21                   Representative Neil Abramson.

22               (No response.)

23               MR. FAVALORO:

24                   Millie Atkins.

25               MS. ATKINS:
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 1       Here.

 2   MR. FAVALORO:

 3       Mayor Glenn Brasseaux.

 4   MAYOR BRASSEAUX:

 5       Here.

 6   MR. FAVALORO:

 7       Representative Thomas Carmody.

 8   (No response.)

 9   MR. FAVALORO:

10       Yvette Cola.

11   (No response.)

12   MR. FAVALORO:

13       Major Coleman.

14   MR. COLEMAN:

15       Here.

16   MR. FAVALORO:

17       Ricky Fabra.

18   MR. FABRA:

19       Here.

20   MR. FAVALORO:

21       Manny Fajardo.

22   MR. FAJARDO:

23       Here.

24   MR. FAVALORO:

25       Jerald Jones.
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 1   (No response.)

 2   MR. FAVALORO:

 3       Heather Malone.

 4   MS. MALONE:

 5       Here.

 6   MR. FAVALORO:

 7       Senator Danny Martiny.

 8   (No response.)

 9   MR. FAVALORO:

10       Charles "Robby" Miller.

11   MR. MILLER:

12       Here.

13   MR. FAVALORO:

14       Jan Moller.

15   MR. MOLLER:

16       Here.

17   MR. FAVALORO:

18       Senator Morrell.

19   (No response.)

20   MR. FAVALORO:

21       Secretary Don Pierson.

22   (No response.)

23   MR. FAVALORO:

24       Mr. Scott Richard.

25   (No response.)
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 1   MR. FAVALORO:

 2       Darryl Saizan.

 3   (No response.)

 4   MR. FAVALORO:

 5       Daniel Schexnaydre.

 6   (No response.)

 7   MR. FAVALORO:

 8       Ronnie Slone.

 9   MR. SLONE:

10       Here.

11   MR. FAVALORO:

12       Bobby Williams.

13   MR. WILLIAMS:

14       Here.

15   MR. FAVALORO:

16       Steven Windham.

17   MR. WINDHAM:

18       Here.

19   MR. FAVALORO:

20       Dr. Wilson.

21   DR. WILSON:

22       Here.

23   MR. FAVALORO:

24       We have a quorum.

25   MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Before we go forward, I'd like to thank

 2   everybody for attending today's meeting, and I will

 3   entertain a motion for the approval of last meeting's

 4   minutes.

 5                   Motion made by Mr. Moller; seconded by

 6   Dr. Wilson.

 7                   Any discussions?  Any changes?

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

11               (Several members respond "aye.")

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   All opposed with a "nay."

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Motion carries.

17                   Mr. Burton, if you could do the Quality

18   Jobs Program, please.

19               MR. BURTON:

20                   Good morning.  I have two new

21   applications for Quality Jobs:  20151086, LACC, LLC US

22   in Calcasieu Parish; 20161392, Republic National

23   Distributing Company in Orleans Parish.

24                   That concludes the applications.

25               MR. WINDHAM:

0008

 1                   All right.  Thank you, Mr. Burton.

 2                   Are there any questions concerning the

 3   two new applications for Quality Jobs?

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   Yeah, just let me --

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Mr. Barham (sic).

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   Just a general question that I was asked

10   to ask while I was here.  It's my understanding that

11   under Quality Jobs, LED has no -- it's strictly

12   statutory and you're guided by what the statutes say; is

13   that correct?

14               MR. BURTON:

15                   That is correct.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   The question that is raised, the Quality

18   Jobs Program has grown from 70-million to 300-million.

19   Do you know the timeframe that occurred from the 70 to

20   300?

21               MR. BURTON:

22                   The 70 to the 149, approximately -- I

23   don't have the numbers with me, but I know we've gone

24   from 70 to 149 last fiscal year.  The projection of the

25   TEB, the Department of Revenue projected about
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 1   291-million.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   And that would be from fiscal year --

 4               MR. BURTON:

 5                   Fiscal '17, ending this June.  However,

 6   just as a little add along for the board, I did check

 7   with the Department of Revenue, and so far, what's been

 8   issued as of March 31st of 2017 was about $75-million

 9   for Quality Jobs, so that's going to be significantly

10   lower than the $291-million projected by TEB Department

11   of Revenue.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   What number would be a fair number to

14   use?

15               MR. BURTON:

16                   That's kind of hard to guess, but if I

17   had to go an a ballpark, because it depends on when they

18   decide to actually submit their filings with Department

19   of Revenue, but a good estimate on time lag and how

20   revenue would have to submit it, I'd say between 90 and

21   100.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   Thank you very much.

24                   But that's in addition to the 70 that we

25   had?
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 1               MR. BURTON:

 2                   That would just be a total of 90 to

 3   100-million.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   Thank you very much.

 6               MR. BURTON:

 7                   No problem.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Any other questions?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Any comments from the public concerning

13   these new applications for Quality Jobs?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Any questions from the board members?

17               (No response.)

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Is there a motion for approval?

20               MR. ADLEY:

21                   So moved.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Mr. Adley made the motion; seconded by

24   Dr. Wilson.

25                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
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 1               (Several members respond "aye.")

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   All opposed with a "nay."

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Motion carries.

 7                   Next I believe we have the renewals.

 8               MR. BURTON:

 9                   We have five renewals for Quality Jobs:

10   20120993, Gremillion & Pou and Associates, Inc. in Caddo

11   Parish; 20121010, John H. Carter, Inc. AND ControlWorx,

12   LLC in East Baton Rouge Parish; 20120962, Mechanical

13   Equipment Company, Inc. in St. Tammany Parish; 20129999,

14   Sasol USA Corporation in Calcasieu Parish; 20121170, UPS

15   Midstream Services, Inc. in La Salle Parish.

16                   This concludes the renewal summaries.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Thank you, Mr. Burton.

19                   Are there any comments from the public

20   concerning these five renewals?

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Any comments from the board members?

24               (No response.)

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Is there a motion to approve?

 2                   Made by Mr. Slone; seconded by Ms.

 3   Malone.

 4                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 5               (Several members respond "aye.")

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   All opposed with a "nay."

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Motion carries.

11                   Next I believe we have one late renewal.

12               MR. BURTON:

13                   That is correct.  We have one late

14   renewal.  It's going to be 20080750, Blake International

15   USA Rigs, LLC in Terrebonne Parish.  The contract

16   effective date for this contract was May 15th, 2008.

17   Board approval date was 6/22/2010.  The signed contract

18   was returned to Louisiana Economic Development on

19   10/14/2015.  The contract was executed by the Governor

20   on 10/19 of 2015.  The initial contract expiration date

21   for this contract is 5/14 of 2013, and the late renewal

22   request date made by the company is going to be

23   4/18/2016.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Is there a representative from the
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 1   company?

 2                   Please step forward and identify

 3   yourself.  I'm sure there are some questions related to

 4   these time lags.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   Before they get up, can we ask the

 7   staff, is there no set guidelines in the rules how to

 8   deal with the late renewals as there are with ITEP?

 9               MR. BURTON:

10                   We do have some language on the top, if

11   you'll see on your renewal, renewal documents, it says

12   in the rules that, "An application to renew a contract

13   shall be filed within 60 days of the initial contract

14   expiring.  The Board may approve a request for renewal

15   filed more than 60 days, but less than five years after

16   expiration of the initial contract, and may impose a

17   penalty for the late filing of the renewal request,

18   including a reduction of the five-year renewal period."

19   That's verbatim from the Quality Jobs rules.

20               MR. ADLEY:

21                   What we have done on the renewals of the

22   ITEP, as I remember, we reduced the five years to four.

23   Is that how we've been doing it?

24               MR. BURTON:

25                   I think y'all went per rules on the
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 1   ITEP, which I think is it's per one year for every one

 2   month late, which that's going to be set --

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   I think the board's action when they --

 5   I see you nodding your head, because there's going to be

 6   some more late renewals, so I'm just trying to get us to

 7   be consistent if we can.  It applied to ITEP; we had

 8   these same guidelines.  We, the Board, decided to make a

 9   reduction by one year.  That's what we have done in the

10   past; that's correct, is it not?

11               MR. BURTON:

12                   Yes.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Okay.  That's all I wanted to know.

15   Thank you.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Yes, Mr. Miller.

18               MR. MILLER:

19                   Eric, for the new members here, the

20   effective date was '08.  The Governor didn't sign it

21   until '15; is that normal?

22               MR. BURTON:

23                   No, this is not a normal occurrence.

24               MR. MILLER:

25                   Do you have an explanation on why
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 1   this -- I mean, '08 and the Board approved it two years

 2   later and then the contract was signed by LED in '15 and

 3   the Governor in '15.

 4               MR. BURTON:

 5                   The only lag that we mostly have, as you

 6   can tell, in QJ contracts, there's going to be possibly

 7   about a two-year lag from the advance date and the

 8   application being due by rules, so you may see some

 9   about two years later than the advance fee has.

10   However, this one does have some special occurrences

11   that happened that maybe the company would like to speak

12   on that lagged this further back to where we would have

13   a signed contract not received until almost after five

14   years from what the Board approval date is.

15               MR. MILLER:

16                   Would you like to explain that?

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Yes.  Please identify yourself.

19               MR. HENSON:

20                   Thomas Henson, attorney for Blake

21   International --

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   Can you get a little closer to that

24   thing?

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Is it working?

 2               MR. HENSON:

 3                   Good morning, Board.  Thomas Henson on

 4   behalf of Blake International.  With me today is Jules

 5   Haydel, Human Resources Manager.

 6                   In this case, Blake International filed

 7   advanced notification in 2008, mid-2008.  It was a new

 8   company.  There was some disputes with LED as to

 9   coverage of some former Pride employees.  This was an

10   asset sale strictly in 2008, and there was some issues

11   raised by LED as to whether certain of the jobs created

12   qualified for Quality Jobs benefits.  There was a formal

13   application and an amended application, and there was

14   also some litigation over not only the Pride issue, but

15   over the wording of the contract.

16                   Because of the Pride issue, there was

17   some provisions in the contract that Blake was concerned

18   might preclude it from Quality Jobs benefits, and so

19   that was all hashed out.  And it was not until that

20   litigation was concluded that we actually had a contract

21   form acceptable that was signed up, and that's the

22   reason for the delay.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   I see the staff shook their head behind

25   you.
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 1                   Do y'all disagree with that statement?

 2               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 3                   Good morning.  Danielle Clapinski, staff

 4   attorney at LED.

 5                   I don't disagree that that was the point

 6   in time that the contract was executed, that the

 7   contract we offered back in 2010 and the one that was

 8   signed were not substantially different.  I mean, there

 9   was litigation in between, but --

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   Did they get credit for Quality Jobs

12   from 2010 forward?

13               MS. CLAPINSKI:

14                   Yes.  They have to date.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   So they got credit for them?

17               MS. CLAPINSKI:

18                   2008.  So 2008, 2009, 2010, '11 and

19   whatever portion of '12, through 5/14 of '12, so the

20   renewal contract would pick back up on 5/15 of '12, if

21   it were approved, and whatever period of time.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Secretary Pierson.

24               SECRETARY PIERSON:

25                   Don Pierson has now arrived for the
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 1   official minutes.  Please reflect my appearance.  Thank

 2   you.

 3                   Would you please illuminate that this

 4   was essentially a discussion relative to the Pride jobs

 5   were already in the state and the contract for Quality

 6   Jobs should award to Blake for net new jobs and that

 7   that was sort of the crux of that matter.

 8               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 9                   That's correct.  So there was a dispute

10   over whether the jobs.  I think about 243 of the 245

11   employees hired were former Pride employees, and so

12   there were discussions of whether they were, in fact,

13   net new jobs.  The litigation concluded because the

14   Court found that they hadn't signed the contract, that

15   the litigation was premature.  They had not yet signed

16   their contract, and, therefore, they were not an

17   employer under the Quality Jobs Program and were not

18   eligible at that time to file suit.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   I just want to make sure that we,

21   regardless of all of the litigation, the litigation was

22   finalized, the courts or whoever decided that they were

23   to get the Quality Jobs or not?

24               MS. CLAPINSKI:

25                   That was not -- no, sir.  That was not
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 1   what they decided.  They decided that at that point in

 2   time, the litigation was premature.  So that may still

 3   be an outstanding issue that LED and the company will

 4   have to deal with.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   I got it.  So the effective date for the

 7   Quality Jobs was not changed by the litigation?

 8               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 9                   That is correct.

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   Okay.  So I heard your statement, and I

12   think I got it.  For 2008 to 2015 or something.  I think

13   the fact of the matter is the effective date was the '08

14   date.

15               MR. HENSON:

16                   That's correct, and, in fact, the

17   company has been approved for substantial Quality Jobs

18   benefits '08, '09 forward for those first five years.

19   It was something over a million dollars.  We still have

20   the issue -- that's for the non-counted Pride hires.  We

21   still have the issue.  Basically what the court said,

22   until you sign a contract, we can't resolve the Pride

23   issue, so go back and sign the contract, and then that's

24   what we did.  And that's the reason for the delay in

25   execution of the contract.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   So let me ask this related to that.  Why

 3   didn't you sign the contract?

 4               MR. HENSON:

 5                   There was some provisions in the

 6   contract, there was a dispute as to which version of the

 7   Quality Jobs rules would apply to this contract.  The

 8   rules were substantially revised effective 2011, as I

 9   recall, I think October, November of 2011, and the

10   revision to the rules we believe was actually impacted

11   by Blake's situation and so we had a dispute.

12                   Originally the contract was going to

13   attach the rules that were in effect when Blake filed

14   its application in the '08/'09 time period.  The rules

15   were changed in '11, and then LED wanted to attach the

16   new rules.  Well, the new rules substantively would have

17   affected the coverage of the Pride employees, and that

18   was the crux of the dispute on signing the contract.

19                   There still is a dispute as to whether

20   the old rules or the new Quality Jobs rules should apply

21   to this contract.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   I guess my confusion here is the

24   contract is the contract and that's what dictates how

25   the program or how benefits are received.  So regardless
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 1   of what the rules would say, the contract's the

 2   contract, and if you wanted to get the benefits, the

 3   contract should have been signed.  Then I look at this

 4   other piece in here that you didn't submit the renewal

 5   until just now.  So the renewal was due.  The contract

 6   wasn't in place; you hadn't signed it, you couldn't have

 7   renewed it, but you still should have done the

 8   paperwork.  You should have signed the contract in order

 9   to get it renewed.  So I'm having difficulty making that

10   grasp of why the renew would be for the full five years

11   today.

12               MR. HENSON:

13                   We had -- it was an issue in the

14   litigation as to which version of the contract should we

15   sign, whether we should attach the old rules or the new

16   rules, and that is an extremely important issue.  And so

17   to sign -- and Blake was willing to sign and actually

18   signed at one point and sent to LED the contract with

19   the old rules attached and LED said, "No.  We're not" --

20   first of all, they prepared the contract and sent it to

21   us with the old rules attached.  And then later, after

22   they amended the rules, they pushed for amendments of

23   the Quality Jobs and rules, and then came back later and

24   said, "No, we're not going to attach those rules because

25   we want to take the position because the new rules apply
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 1   even though your application was in '08/'09."

 2                   So it wasn't a situation where, "Just

 3   sign here."  It was a serious dispute.  LED did not want

 4   to execute the contract with the original rules that

 5   were in place when Blake International filed the

 6   application, they didn't want to execute --

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   I believe through --

 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:

10                   Well, what I would say is that the rules

11   are not ever attached as an addendum to contracts.  We

12   may have agreed to send them a copy of the rules that

13   were in place at the time, and the reason for that is

14   there are some changes that are procedural and there are

15   some changes that are substantive to the program.  Some

16   of those changes, if they change, they are our

17   procedural ones about when things are due.  If we change

18   it, those are still applicable to those contracts in

19   effect.  So we don't ever say, "This is the set of

20   rules.  This is the only set of rules that are going to

21   apply to that contract."

22                   I think the why of the net new jobs is

23   really probably not an issue right now for this Board to

24   determine.  That's going to have to go through the

25   litigation process.  I think for now the issue before

0023

 1   you is just based upon the fact that there was

 2   litigation and that litigation was the holdup in the

 3   company signing the contract, whether that has an affect

 4   on the term of their renewal that you'd like to --

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Mr. Slone.

 7               MR. SLONE:

 8                   So I guess I'm asking, they got

 9   benefits, but the contract wasn't signed?

10               MS. CLAPINSKI:

11                   No.  So what happened was, once we were

12   finished with that portion of the litigation, they

13   executed a contract.  At the point that they executed

14   the contract, they then filed five years worth of annual

15   payroll rebates.  They did not receive anything prior to

16   having a contract, but those have -- those five years

17   have been processed by LED and they have received some

18   payroll rebates based upon those filings.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   So that contract, the original contract,

21   would have expired in '13?

22               MS. CLAPINSKI:

23                   Correct.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Now, we're in the '16 -- or '17.  I'm
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 1   sorry.  Thank you.  I was looking at this number here.

 2                   We're in '17.  Now, we're in '17.  I

 3   mean, my tendency would be to say, okay, you can have

 4   this last year, but you haven't been doing your

 5   paperwork.  These other four years, there was no

 6   contract in effect.  How can the state or how can we owe

 7   you anything?

 8               MR. HENSON:

 9                   As soon as the litigation was concluded

10   and resolved, the contract form was issued with the

11   corrected statement.  The company was actually sent a

12   draft of the contract with the original rules attached

13   as an exhibit from Mr. Favaloro at LED at the Quality

14   Jobs Program.  As soon as the litigation was concluded,

15   which was actually over the wording of the contract, it

16   would have been a situation to request renewal of a

17   contract that was never even placed.  The contract was

18   not in place until the court resolved the issues with

19   respect to the language of the contract.  Those were not

20   resolved until after the litigation, and then

21   immediately late filed those applications for those

22   years and requested renewal.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Yes, Mr. Miller.

25               MR. MILLER:
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 1                   Since I'm the one who opened this can of

 2   worms to go back and do this, I'll see if I can get us

 3   back on track.

 4                   You're here for renewal that goes back

 5   to '13.  You didn't file for the renewal until '16,

 6   three years after it expired.  Is there a reason that

 7   that happened?  Because, if I'm not mistaken -- let me

 8   make sure I'm understanding.  Once you signed the

 9   contract, you got credit or you got your rebate from '08

10   till '13 and you filed for it and received it; correct?

11               MR. HENSON:

12                   We got partial approval.  We didn't get

13   approval for the Pride employees.

14               MR. MILLER:

15                   That's a legal matter that I don't think

16   we need to address here.  But you took -- you went back

17   to '08 and asked for job credits through '13; is that

18   correct?

19               MR. HENSON:

20                   Yes, we did.

21               MR. MILLER:

22                   Okay.  So you knew the contract was from

23   '08 to '13 and it needed to be renewed in '13; correct?

24               MR. HENSON:

25                   We didn't have a contract in place.
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 1               MR. MILLER:

 2                   You had to have a contract to get the

 3   rebates.

 4               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 5                   The contract was not filed until October

 6   of 2015.

 7               MR. MILLER:

 8                   But you went back --

 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:

10                   Yes.

11               MR. HENSON:

12                   Immediately after.

13               MR. MILLER:

14                   Why didn't you immediately do the

15   renewal in '15 instead of a year later?  I guess what

16   I'm asking, the questions is, if it expired in '13,

17   signed the contract for the renewal, it was almost over

18   whenever you started, whenever you signed it final.

19               MR. HENSON:

20                   We believe that the Court proceedings,

21   number one, would have interrupted any deadlines, and,

22   number two, once we were in a position where the Court

23   resolved the contract issue, immediately signed the

24   contract, sent the applications for benefits.  And as

25   soon as Eric raised the renewal issue, we said we want
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 1   to be -- we want to seek renewal.

 2               MR. MILLER:

 3                   Okay.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   I think the normal practice would have

 6   been if you were in litigation, surely your attorney

 7   would have told you you have a contract, you renew the

 8   contract.  If you win the litigation, you will be due

 9   something in addition to whatever is in this contract

10   that they interpret one way and you interpret another.

11               MR. HENSON:

12                   No.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   What's going through my mind now is if

15   they waited till 2015, two years after the fact, and you

16   file it as a renewal -- isn't that what you did?

17               MR. HENSON:

18                   We signed the original contract,

19   submitted the actual applications for benefits for those

20   five years and then raised with Ms. -- with Eric the

21   renewal issue.

22               MS. CLAPINSKI:

23                   I think what happened --

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   So it's your belief that the effective
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 1   date of this renewal is what, what year?

 2               MR. HENSON:

 3                   If the effective dates, I don't know

 4   whether it would be -- I'm assuming it would be --

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   If you believe that you had a renewal

 7   coming, you had to believe you had a contract of some

 8   kind or you wouldn't have a renewal.

 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:

10                   I think, just to clarify what happened,

11   was the application came to the Board for approval in

12   2010.  It was approved by the Board.  At that point in

13   time, the contract went out to the company.

14               MR. ADLEY:

15                   With what effective date?

16               MS. CLAPINSKI:

17                   With the 5/15/2008 effective date.  And

18   that's typical that there be a lag between the contract

19   effective date and when it's approved because they have

20   24 months after filing their advanced notification after

21   filing their application, so that is not abnormal for

22   the process.  What happened --

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   The effective date is important.

25               MS. CLAPINSKI:
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 1                   Yes, sir.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   It's a five-year program; right?

 4               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 5                   Yes, sir, five years with an opportunity

 6   to --

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   The effective date is 5/15?

 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:

10                   The effective date is 5/15/2008 with an

11   expiration of 5/14/2013.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   So it expired in '13?

14               MS. CLAPINSKI:

15                   That's correct.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   And they didn't renew it then?

18               MS. CLAPINSKI:

19                   Well, they didn't enter into the

20   original contract, the first five-year contract that

21   started in 5/15/2008, until 2015, after that original

22   five-year term had expired.

23               MR. MILLER:

24                   '08 is when it got started.

25               MS. CLAPINSKI:
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 1                   '08 is, yeah.  And so at that point in

 2   time, when they filed formally, I believe what happened

 3   is they filed even for a sixth year and we're having to

 4   say, "Look, we can only process five because there is no

 5   renewal contract in place," and at that point in time,

 6   they filed for renewal.

 7               MR. MILLER:

 8                   I make a motion that we do the renewal

 9   with the one-year penalty that we've done similar to the

10   ITEP.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   There's a motion on the floor to renew

13   with a one-year penalty.

14               MR. SLONE:

15                   I'll second.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Seconded by Mr. Slone.

18                   Is there any other discussion related to

19   this?

20               MR. BURTON:

21                   I do have one question on that.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Yes.

24               MR. BURTON:

25                    If we can, let me know if you or the
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 1   Board wants for that renewal considered for an

 2   additional five years, do we want it at the beginning or

 3   do we want it at the end of the contract?

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   My thought --

 6               MR. BURTON:

 7                   If we have it.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   -- is the one year is taken off the back

10   end, so it would be from '13 until '17, so it would be

11   effectively --

12               MR. BURTON:

13                   Just reducing the last year of the

14   contract.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   I would say take it off of the last.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   I mean, I think that's what ends up

19   happening when we do the ITEP.  It ends up being a

20   reduction over the period of time they're going to get.

21   Whatever the Court says, y'all end up doing.  At the end

22   of the day, we want it be reduced by at least one year.

23   That's what we've done with everybody else.  The benefit

24   of Quality Jobs and everything else we do is for the

25   company.  The company's got an obligation to get that
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 1   information in.  Period.

 2               MR. MILLER:

 3                   How many jobs are we talking about?

 4               MR. HENSON:

 5                   Blake spent more than $70-million and

 6   created more than 175 new jobs.  I mean, it's been a

 7   substantial --

 8               MR. MILLER:

 9                   That's what the consensus is now?

10               MR. BURTON:

11                   The last filing that came into our

12   department was for 2012, and we have 108 new direct

13   jobs.  Obviously we have a different opinion of former

14   Pride employees, but we reduced those out, so if we

15   exclude those, we have 108 new direct jobs.  The last

16   year, the actual gross payroll was about 10.3-million,

17   and they received a $601,411 credit in 2012.

18               MR. MILLER:

19                   How many people are working right now?

20               MR. HAYDEL:

21                   Currently 64.

22               MR. MILLER:

23                   Sixty-four.

24               MR. HENSON:

25                   Sixty-four with the downturn.
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 1               MR. MILLER:

 2                   Total.  Thank you.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   We do appreciate those jobs, don't get

 5   us wrong.  We just want to make sure that the program is

 6   administered fairly for all of the applicants as well as

 7   the state.

 8                   Are there any other questions, Board

 9   members, related to this application?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All right.  There's a motion and a

13   second.

14                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

15               (Several members respond "aye.")

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All opposed with a "nay."

18               (No response.)

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   I'm sorry.  Any other comments from the

21   public?

22               (No response.)

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Motion carries.

25                   Thank you, Mr. Henson and Mr. Haydel.
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 1   Thank you, Mr. Burton.

 2               MR. BURTON:

 3                   Next for Quality Jobs is going to be the

 4   Quality Jobs specials.  We have a request for change in

 5   name only for the following contract:  20141102,

 6   Sparkhound, Inc. to Sparkhound, LLC.  That's in East

 7   Baton Rouge Parish.

 8                   And then I have a request to cancel the

 9   following contract:  Contract Number 20141066,

10   Metalplate Galvanizing, LP.  The company requested to

11   cancel the contract because they will not meet all

12   program requirements.  No benefits have been received.

13   That is in Jefferson Parish.

14                   This concludes the specials for Quality

15   Jobs.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Any comments from the public concerning

18   these special considerations for the Quality Jobs

19   Program?

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Any questions from the Board?

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   I'll entertain a motion.
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 1                   Made by the Mayor; seconded by Major

 2   Coleman.

 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 4               (Several members respond "aye.")

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All opposed with a "nay."

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Motion carries.

10                   Thank you Mr. Burton.

11                   Ms. Lambert, Restoration Tax Abatement

12   Program, please.

13               MS. LAMBERT:

14                   Good morning.  Restoration Tax Abatement

15   Program has six new applications.  The first one is

16   20140791, 4141 Bienville, LLC in Orleans Parish;

17   20150238, 225 Chartres Owner, LLC in Orleans; 20161820,

18   Austin and Andrea Guntz, East Baton Rouge Parish;

19   20141431, John B. Smallpage and Rebecca G. Smallpage in

20   Orleans; 20151378, Lydia Cutrer in Orleans; and

21   20150416, Steven B. Jones in Orleans.

22                   This concludes the six applications for

23   RTA.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Any comments from the public concerning
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 1   the Restoration Tax Abatement Program applications?

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   Yes.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Mr. Adley.

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   Just a statement.  As I understand it,

 8   because they fall in this category, regardless of the

 9   age, they get benefit of it.  I'm sure everybody else

10   saw what I saw when you read through it, the dates on

11   those range from 1890 to 1908, 1914, 1930 and then 1954.

12               MS. LAMBERT:

13                   That's absolutely correct.  The ages

14   are, on some of them, there are two qualifiers for being

15   in a historic district.  One is that you are listed on

16   the National Register of Historic Properties, and the

17   other is that you are -- so you can be anywhere.  You

18   can be out on farmland in one house --

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   2015 could be a historic structure if

21   you are were in a historic district; is that what you're

22   telling me?

23               MS. LAMBERT:

24                   Yes, correct.  You can be any age and

25   you can be in any qualified historic district --
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 1               So you're saying Mr. Barham and I are

 2   historic structures?

 3               MS. LAMBERT:

 4                   Yes, sir, that's right.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   It's just terrible.  I don't know how we

 7   missed that in the legislature.  I'm sorry.  I got it.

 8   Because it's in a historic district, even though it's

 9   1954, we have no choice.

10               MS. LAMBERT:

11                   Correct.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Motion by Mr. Williams; seconded by Ms.

14   Atkins.

15                   Any comments from the Board?

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

19               (Several members respond "aye.")

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All opposed with a "nay."

22               (No response.)

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Motion carries.

25                   Thank you, Ms. Lambert.
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 1                   Ms. Metoyer, Enterprise Zone Program,

 2   please.

 3               MS. METOYER:

 4                   I have 14 new applications:  20141613,

 5   Apple Core Foods, LLC, doing business as L&A Quality

 6   Foods, LLC, EBR Parish; 20160266, Beaed of Louisiana,

 7   St. Charles Parish; 20150002, C&C Marine and Repair,

 8   LLC, Plaquemines Parish; 20130117, Cajun Industrial

 9   Design & Construction, LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish;

10   20150270, Community Care Center of Ville Platte, LLC,

11   Evangeline Parish; 20151593, Delta Medical Group,

12   Terrebonne Parish; 20140456, Enlink Midstream Operating,

13   LP, Acadia Parish; 20120868, Exxon Mobil Corp Plastics,

14   East Baton Rouge Parish; 20151082, Five Star Industrial,

15   LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish; 20141154, Lake Area Hotel

16   Investments, LLC, Calcasieu Parish; 20150174, N&S

17   Hospitality, LLC, Rapides Parish; 20141291, Performance

18   Contractors, Incorporated, West Baton Rouge Parish;

19   20140994, Shiv Shakti Lodging, LLC, Calcasieu Parish;

20   and 20131070, UniFirst Holding, Incorporated, East Baton

21   Rouge Parish.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Thank you, Ms. Metoyer.

24                   Mr. Adley, questions?

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   Just two quick questions.  The first

 2   one -- I went through this list and I saw, I think it

 3   was, three hotels that received Enterprise Zone.  Am I

 4   reading that correct?

 5               MS. METOYER:

 6                   Yes, sir.  These advances were filed

 7   prior to them being excluded.  The hotels were excluded

 8   either in July of '15 or the first session in '16.

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   Under today's rules, they wouldn't

11   qualify?

12               MS. METOYER:

13                   They cannot apply.  They can apply, but

14   they don't qualify.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   Okay.  I know there was a problem, I

17   just couldn't remember what it was.  They got in before

18   the deadline; is that what you're telling me?

19               MS. METOYER:

20                   I'd have to look at the paper to make

21   sure.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   By any chance, do you know, of the four

24   manufacturing facilities that are identified there, if

25   they also get ITEP and/or inventory tax credits?  Do you
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 1   y'all keep track of that at all?  You would be able to

 2   go back and see if they got ITEP, would you not?

 3               MS. METOYER:

 4                   Yes, sir.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   I'll just ask you at some point after

 7   this meeting is over with y'all go back and see whether

 8   the four manufacturing facilities, in addition to the

 9   Enterprise, are they also getting ITEP and/or inventory

10   credit?

11               MS. METOYER:

12                   Which four are you referring to?

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   I'm looking at C&C Marine.

15               MS. METOYER:

16                   Oh, okay.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Enlink, Exxon and Performance

19   Contractors.  Clearly they look like manufacturers based

20   on their description of what you said, so I'm just

21   trying to find out if, in fact, they get the Enterprise

22   in addition to ITEP or inventory credit.  I'd just like

23   to know that of these companies.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Making a note that there's no preclusion
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 1   of that.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   Yeah.  I don't think you can prohibit

 4   it.  I just want to know if they are getting it.

 5               MS. METOYER:

 6                   Yes, sir.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any comments from the public concerning

 9   the Enterprise Zone application in front of this Board?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Any questions or comments from the Board

13   members additional?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Is there a motion?

17                   Made by Mr. Fabra; seconded by

18   Mr. Fajardo.

19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Motion carries.
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 1                   Ms. Metoyer.

 2               MS. METOYER:

 3                   I have one request to change ownership.

 4   It's Contract 20110248, current contract only.  It is

 5   RJQ Management, LLC.  The new name request is Jamjomar

 6   1314, LLC.  This is Jefferson Parish.  And based on the

 7   consultant is that Jamjomar, LLC purchased the

 8   restaurant that was owned by RJQ Management.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Any comments from the public concerning

11   this name change?

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   There's a motion by Mr. Fajardo;

15   seconded by Dr. Wilson.

16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond with "aye.)

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed with a "nay."

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.

23                   Ms. Metoyer.

24               MS. METOYER:

25                   The terminations are:  201208 -- I'm
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 1   sorry.  20120867, Exxon Mobil Corp, East Baton Rouge

 2   Parish.  The requested term date is 2/28/2015.  The

 3   program requirements have been met, no additional jobs

 4   are anticipated.  20121158, Enlink Midstream Operating,

 5   LP, East Baton Rouge Parish.  The requested term date is

 6   April 16th, 2015.  Program requirements have been met,

 7   no additional jobs are anticipated.  20120115, Axiall,

 8   LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish.  The requested term date

 9   is 12/2/2013.  The program requirements have been met,

10   no additional jobs are anticipated.  20140177, Lisa D.

11   Traina CPA, LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish.  Requested

12   term date 12/1/2016.  The program requirements have been

13   met, no additional jobs are anticipated.  20140184, B&G

14   Food Enterprises, LLC, Lafayette Parish.  Requested term

15   date August 9th, 2016.  Program requirements have been

16   met, no additional jobs are anticipated.  20111025,

17   Enlink Midstream Operating, LP, Acadia Parish.

18   Requested term date 3/25/2014.  Program requirements

19   have been met, no additional jobs are anticipated.

20   20120222, Tubreaux Aviation Maintenance, LLC, Caddo

21   Parish.  Requested term date 2/26/2015.  The program

22   requirements have been met, no additional jobs are

23   anticipated.  20120281, Tubreaux Aviation Services, LLC,

24   Caddo Parish.  Requested term date 3/7/2015.  The

25   program requirements have been met, no additional jobs
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 1   are anticipated.  Enlink Midstream Operating, 20120853,

 2   Ascension Parish.  Requested term date November 14,

 3   2014.  Program requirements have been met, no additional

 4   jobs are anticipated.  20111255, Central Louisiana

 5   Surgical Hospital, LLC, Rapides Parish.  Requested term

 6   date 12/31/2015.  Program requirements have been met, no

 7   additional jobs are anticipated.  20121197, Cheniere LNG

 8   O&M Services, LLC, Beauregard Parish.  Requested term

 9   date 12/31/2015.  Program requirements have been met, no

10   additional jobs are anticipated.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Thank you, Ms. Metoyer.

13                   Are there any comments from the public

14   concerning Enterprise Zone contract terminations?

15               (No response.)

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Any questions from the Board members on

18   those?

19               (No response.)

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   Is there a motion?

22                   Made by Robert Adley (sic); seconded by

23   Mr. Slone.

24                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

25               (Several members respond "aye.")
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   I'm sorry.  That was not Robert Adley.

 3   That is Robert Barham.

 4                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 5               (Several members respond "aye.")

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   All opposed with a "nay."

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Motion carries.

11                   Sorry about that, Mr. Barham.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   I'm sure he's never going to forgive you

14   for that one.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Ms. Metoyer, contract cancelations.

17               MS. METOYER:

18                   I have three cancelations:  20100884,

19   Pre, Incorporated, doing business as Chateau De Bayou,

20   Lafourche Parish.  The company did not meet the EZ

21   program hiring requirements and has been notified of

22   this cancelation.  20110870, Entergy, LA, LLC - Ninemile

23   Point.  The company did not meet the EZ program

24   requirements and they had requested cancelation.  And

25   20121301, Stuller, Incorporated, Lafayette Parish.  The
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 1   company did not meet the hiring requirements and they

 2   requested cancelation.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Are there any representatives from Pre,

 5   Inc., Chateau De Bayou?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any comment from the public concerning

 9   these cancelations?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Questions or comments from the Board

13   concerning the cancelations?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Is there a motion?

17                   Motion made by Mr. Miller; seconded by

18   Mr. Fajardo.

19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Thank you, Ms. Metoyer.
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 1                   All right.  Industrial Tax Exemption

 2   Program, Ms. Cheng.  I believe we're going to do these

 3   individually for the new ones.  There are a few

 4   questions for them, a number of questions.

 5               MS. CHENG:

 6                   Good morning.  These are the Industrial

 7   Tax Exemptions new applications, and there are 25 of

 8   them.

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   Can you get a little closer to the

11   microphone, which will help me and Mr. Barham?

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   These have advanced notifications that

14   were filed prior to the Executive Order on 6/24 of 2016.

15                   20151311, Boise Packaging & Newsprint,

16   LLC, Beauregard Parish; 20130018, Bollinger Fourchon,

17   Lafourche Parish --

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Ms. Cheng, I think we may have questions

20   on them, so we just want to do them one at a time.

21                   Are there any questions on Boise

22   Packaging & Newsprint in Beauregard?

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   Discovery is the first one I have.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Is there a motion to approve Boise --

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   So moved.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Moved by Mr. Adley; seconded by Ms.

 6   Atkins.

 7                   All in favor -- any comments from the

 8   public?

 9               (No response.)

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

12               (Several members respond "aye.")

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion carries.

15                   Please proceed.

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   20130018, Bollinger Fourchon in

18   Lafourche Parish.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Any questions concerning the Bollinger

21   Fourchon application?

22               (No response.)

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Is there a motion to approve Bollinger

25   Fourchon?
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 1                   Made by Robert Barham; seconded by

 2   Mr. Moller.

 3                   All in favor indicate with an "aye."

 4               (Several member respond "aye.")

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All opposed with a "nay."

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Proceed.

10               MS. CHENG:

11                   20160038, Discovery Producer Services in

12   Lafourche Parish.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   This is discovery.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Is there a question?

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Is there someone here from --

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Is there a representative from Discovery

21   here?

22                   Please step forward, state your name and

23   who you represent.

24               MR. PERILLOUX:

25                   Yes, sir.  My name is Brian Perilloux
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 1   with Williams Companies, the parent company of Discovery

 2   Producer Services, LLC.  Thank you.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Mr. Adley.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   My question is, albeit it was done prior

 7   to the executive order, I am trying to determine that

 8   this is actually part of a manufacturing process, what

 9   you've done here.  I'm not following you.  You said,

10   "This project consists of two primary objectives.  The

11   first objective is to install pipe segment to bypass

12   offshore gas around the Larose Gas Processing Plant.

13   This project allows offshore gas to bypass LGPP

14   downstream."  I'm confused.  Are you moving natural gas

15   around the manufacturing facility or into the facility?

16   That's what I couldn't figure out.

17               MR. PERILLOUX:

18                   Yes, sir.  It's to bypass the plant.  So

19   they install the bypass at the LNG processing plant to

20   bypass the plant because they don't want to process that

21   particular gas.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   And where does that gas go?

24               MR. PERILLOUX:

25                   It goes up into another line, and I
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 1   apologize.  I'm not familiar with the lot.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   I'm trying to find out, to get to the

 4   point, you're not moving any natural gas that ends up

 5   getting re-marketed somewhere by Williams or anybody

 6   else, are you?  I mean, it all pertains to the

 7   manufacturing in some way?  That's what I need to know.

 8   If you built a line to go remarket gas, that's not

 9   manufacturing.  That's something outside of what your

10   facility does.  I just need to make sure we're not

11   creating an exemption here for something that's outside

12   the manufacturing that the facility does.

13               MR. PERILLOUX:

14                   Sure, and I understand.  I apologize.  I

15   am not the project manager of the project, but the way

16   it was explained to me, it's to bypass the facility --

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Bypass the facility.  Where does that

19   gas go?

20               MR. PERILLOUX:

21                   I think it goes into a third-party line,

22   sir.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   And from the third-party line, somebody

25   sells it?
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 1               MR. PERILLOUX:

 2                   Yes, sir.  We merely transport it.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   My problem is you can't be getting

 5   property tax exemption to build a pipeline to go market

 6   natural gas, and I just need to know -- I mean, look,

 7   I'm -- if it's used in the plant, I don't have a

 8   problem, but if we're granting an exemption or property

 9   tax to someone for building a pipeline to market natural

10   gas, not part of the manufacturing, but go around the

11   plant and into a third-party to be marketed, that is not

12   manufacturing.

13               MR. PERILLOUX:

14                   We stand with whatever the decision is,

15   sir, but that is the process, to bypass the plant.  It

16   originally went into the plant --

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Can you help him?

19               MR. PERILLOUX:

20                   -- but the goal was to bypass the plant,

21   but it was built into the plant in order to bypass it.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Mr. Adley, I think we are going to need

24   to defer this one to get a better explanation of what

25   happens.  I mean, I don't see an alternative on this.
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 1   Rather than --

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   We can go do an inspection if you would

 4   like.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   Do what?

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   We can go do an inspection if y'all

 9   would like.

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   It would be helpful.  I just need to

12   make sure you're not sitting out there getting an

13   exemption for a pipeline that's actually -- albeit, some

14   of the gas may go into facility, but if you're getting

15   an exemption for the entire cost and some of it's

16   getting marketed off, I think that's a problem.  And,

17   yes, I would move that we direct LED to do get an

18   inspection before we make a final decision on this.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Before they go and spend time to go do

21   an inspection, can we get a letter from the company

22   telling us what it's for?  Because I hate to spend

23   manpower, time and effort to go do something --

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   I think it's really important to have
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 1   LED to go do that.  I think it would be very helpful for

 2   that to get done.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Is this pipeline above the ground or

 5   below the ground?

 6               MR. PERILLOUX:

 7                   Sir, I believe it's above ground.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Above ground.

10               MR. PERILLOUX:

11                   I would need to double check with the

12   project manager, but I think it is above ground.  I

13   apologize.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   That's all right.  The only reason I'm

16   saying that, Mr. Adley, is some of the inspections I've

17   done, you go out there and the pipe is underground.  You

18   can see it go down, and you don't know where it goes.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   Well, an inspection could clearly be a

21   visit by them to the home office or front office and

22   they can lay out for them the pipeline map and this is

23   how it works and you come away with an understanding.

24   You don't have to go out there with a shovel and dig up

25   pipe to go figure out where it goes, Mr. Chairman.  This
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 1   is not how it works.  They are going to have pipeline

 2   plans for them to look at and you will be able to

 3   determine if this pipe is for marketing gas or it's used

 4   in the manufacturing facility.  That's what I mean by

 5   inspection.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Okay.  So you mean more of an

 8   investigation?

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   I don't mean a tractor and dig up pipe.

11   I don't mean that.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   They do perform inspections, physical on

14   site inspections to verify --

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   I think if you go to heir office,

17   they're clearly going to have everything connection to

18   that facility and they're going to have plats and maps

19   for you to look at.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All right.  So we'll take that as a

22   motion to defer this one until LED investigates the

23   manufacturing -- the actual manufacturing at this

24   facility of that equipment.

25                   Is there a second to that deferral?
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 1                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.

 2                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 3               (Several members respond with "aye.")

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   All opposed with a "nay."

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Motion carries.

 9               MR. COLEMAN:

10                   I have a question.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Oh, I'm sorry.  Major Coleman.

13               MR. COLEMAN:

14                   I'm a little bit confused.  So each one

15   of these applications, so we have not determined if it's

16   a manufacturing job or not before it gets to us?

17               MS. CHENG:

18                   They have a manufacturing NAICS Code.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   I will tell you where I'm coming from.

21   These came in prior to the executive order, so under the

22   old rules.  The old rules required that be

23   manufacturing, but under a different definition than we

24   had.  In any case, it's required to be manufacturing.

25   Any member of this board who determines that something
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 1   that they see before them is not manufacturing, you

 2   clearly have a right to distinguish between the two, and

 3   that's what I'm trying to do here.  I need to know that

 4   this is part of whatever LED said the manufacturing

 5   process is.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   And I will point out, in some cases,

 8   there may be things where an entity will extract

 9   resources from the ground, so the extraction equipment

10   is not part of the manufacturing process; but then once

11   it gets above the ground on their site, then they start

12   manufacturing it into another product or doing something

13   to it to change its form, et cetera, et cetera, and that

14   becomes what's eligible for manufacturing.  So the

15   overall entity may have an SIC or a NAICS Code that is

16   manufacturing, but certain activity that go on may not

17   be manufacturing, and that's how they know, because it

18   has NAICS Code that indicates that they're manufacturing

19   something.  Does that help?

20                   Mr. Slone.

21               MR. SLONE:

22                   I'm sorry.  So if it bypasses the

23   process that you use, but is used to power the plant,

24   then would be manufacturing?

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   In my eyes, that would be considered

 2   part of the manufacturing process.

 3               MR. SLONE:

 4                   I didn't know if that would help.

 5               MR. COLEMAN:

 6                   I was just trying to figure out whose

 7   job it is to determine the eligibility of if they even

 8   get to the application stage.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   I believe that's the staff's

11   responsibility to determine it's manufacturing when they

12   receive the application.

13                   Any other questions before the deferral

14   vote is taken?

15               (No response.)

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All in favor of deferring?

18               (Several members respond "aye.")

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   All opposed say, "nay."

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Motion carries.  This one is deferred

24   for investigation.

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   20111182A, DOW Chemical Company in

 2   Iberville Parish.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Any comments from the Board concerning

 5   the DOW Chemical application?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any questions from the Board members?

 9                   Is there a motion for approval?

10                   Made by Mr. Slone; seconded by

11   Mr. Fajardo.

12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.")

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.

19               MS. CHENG:

20                   20150280, Eagle US 2, LLC in Calcasieu

21   Parish.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Mr. Adley, I believe you have a question

24   for this one.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   Question for the staff.  Understanding

 2   it's under the initial rules, when I look at these two

 3   applications, they have this one and I guess there is

 4   another.  This one, they just said 2015 upgrades.  The

 5   second one, they clearly mentioned an expansion.  How do

 6   you know or do you know as a staff person that these

 7   were maintenance or not maintenance items?  Is there any

 8   way for you to know that?

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   No.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   Under the old rules, they're clearly

13   allowed regardless of what they put.

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   Yes, sir.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   Under the new rules, when they see

18   something, they just simply --

19               MS. CHENG:

20                   We will have ask for an explanation of

21   what the --

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   Then this may no longer be allowed --

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   Correct.
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 1               MR. ADLEY:

 2                   -- if you find out it's for maintenance

 3   purposes.

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   Yes, sir.

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   All right.  That's what I needed to

 8   know.  Thank you.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Any other questions for the first Eagle

11   US 2 application?

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Any comments from the public?

15               (No response.)

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Motion to approve made by Major Coleman;

18   seconded by Ms. Atkins.

19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Motion carries.
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 1               MS. CHENG:

 2                   20150880A, Eagle US 2 in Calcasieu

 3   Parish.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Any comments from the public concerning

 6   this second application by Eagle US 2?

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   There is a motion on floor to approve

10   made by Ricky.

11                   Is there a second?

12                   By Mr. Williams.

13                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

14               (Several members respond "aye.")

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   All opposed with a "nay."

17               (No response.)

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Motion carries.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   Exxon Mobil Corporation has requested

22   that we defer 20152017.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   You said defer?

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   Yes.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   Which one.

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   Exxon Mobil.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Exxon Mobil.

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   Company has requested that the

10   application be deferred.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All right.

13               MS. CHENG:

14                   20150997 FMT Shipyard & Repair, LLC in

15   Jefferson Parish.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   And the question on this one is they

18   state that they constructed new office buildings, am I

19   to understand that under the old rules, that was

20   allowed?

21               MS. CHENG:

22                   Correct.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   And that is not allowed under the new

25   rules; is that correct?  I'm trying to get some of these
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 1   things aired out before we start walking into these

 2   meetings and people believe that the way they used to do

 3   it's going to work.

 4                   Under the new rule, that would not be

 5   allowed, the office building.

 6               MS. CHENG:

 7                   Correct.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   But under the old rule, y'all did allow

10   them and you allowed them for other companies; is that a

11   fair statement?

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   Yes.

14               MR. ADLEY:

15                   Okay.  Thank you.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Any comments from the public concerning

18   FMT Shipyard & Repair?

19               (No response.)

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   Motion made by Mr. Slone; seconded by

22   Secretary Pierson.

23                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

24                   (Several members respond "aye.")

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   All opposed with a "nay."

 2               (No response.)

 3               MS. CHENG:

 4                   20141329, G.E.O. Heat Exchangers, LLC in

 5   Iberville Parish.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Any comments from the public concerning

 8   G.E.O. Heat Exchangers?

 9               (No response.)

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Is there a motion on the floor to

12   approve this one?

13                   Made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by Ms.

14   Atkins.

15                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

16                   (Several members respond "aye.")

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   All opposed with a "nay."

19               (No response.)

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   Motion carries.

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   20160175, Hood Container of Louisiana,

24   LLC in West Feliciana Parish.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Any comments from the public concerning

 2   Hood Container of Louisiana?

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Is there a motion to approve?

 6                   Made by Mr. Miller; seconded by

 7   Mr. Williams.

 8                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 9                   (Several members respond "aye.")

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All opposed with a "nay."

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion carries.

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   20141572, Intralox, LLC in Jefferson

17   Parish.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Mr. Adley, I believe you have a question

20   for Intralox.

21               MR. ADLEY:

22                   We do.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Is there a representative from Intralox?

25                   Please step forward.
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 1               MR. ADLEY:

 2                   Under the old rules, they also allow --

 3   go ahead and identify yourself.  I'm sorry.

 4               MS. RAYMOND:

 5                   Deanne Raymond.  I'm the Director of Tax

 6   for Laitram, and Intralox is one of our group of

 7   companies.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   Deanne, I don't think the application is

10   at risk.  I just want you to understand that, but under

11   the old rules, they allow for software and hardware if

12   it was in an office as part of a process to be included.

13   Under the new rules, this has to be part of the process,

14   something that's used into the manufacturing itself.  My

15   question to you is, the software and hardware that you

16   have purchased here, what is that for?

17               MS. RAYMOND:

18                   It's probably going to be difficult for

19   me to look at this and say exactly what that's for.  I

20   would probably have to go back to our IT people.  I

21   mean, some of that is certainly used in the

22   manufacturing because we have -- everything's robotic

23   and computerized.

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   If you go to a Timber mill, for instance
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 1   they're going to sit there on the computer out on a line

 2   and they're going to push a button to cut those logs a

 3   certain way and they have a computer that's using

 4   Windows 10 inside of the office, that would not be

 5   allowed.  It will be allowed in the old rules, but will

 6   not be allowed under the new rules.

 7               MS. RAYMOND:

 8                   Okay.  I understand what you're saying.

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   You don't really know what --

11               MS. RAYMOND:

12                   Specifically what this one is, I would

13   have to go back and see, but certainly we use computers

14   in the whole manufacturing process, which all of the

15   injection and molding machines and the robotic equipment

16   that goes along with that.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   And all of that certainly is approved

19   with the new rules and the old rules.

20               MS. RAYMOND:

21                   Uh-huh.  What specifically --

22               MS. ADLEY:

23                   I only raise this, ma'am, so the

24   committee can be, again, prepared when we get to this

25   point under the new rules, if you walk in here with
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 1   software and hardware, you're going to have to know the

 2   difference because if it's sitting over there at an

 3   office somewhere, it clearly does not meet the new

 4   definition of manufacturing.

 5               MS. RAYMOND:

 6                   Okay.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   That's it.  Thank you, ma'am.

 9               MS. RAYMOND:

10                   Thank you.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All right.  Any comments from the public

13   concerning the Intralox application?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Is there a motion on the floor?

17                   Made by Mr. Slone; seconded by

18   Mr. Miller.

19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Motion carries.
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 1               MS. CHENG:

 2                   20140198A, Lubrication Technologies,

 3   Inc. in Caddo Parish.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   All right.  Any comments from the public

 6   concerning Lubrication Technologies?

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Is there a motion on the floor?

10                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by

11   Mayor Brasseaux.

12                   All in favor -- oh, any comments from

13   the Board, questions?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed with a "nay."

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   20140198B, Lubrication Technologies,

25   Inc. in Caddo Parish.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   I will assume the same?

 3                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson and seconded

 4   by Mayor Brasseaux.

 5                   Questions from the public, comments?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any questions from the Board members?

 9               (No response.)

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

12                   (Several members respond "aye.")

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   All opposed with a "nay."

15               (No response.)

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Motion carries.

18               MS. CHENG:

19                   Marathon Petroleum Company has requested

20   they we defer 20131404.

21               MR. ADLEY:

22                   The only question, just if you -- I

23   think you can answer it without getting them up here.

24   When you see the word "revamp" in an application and

25   there's no further description in what they do, what

0072

 1   does that mean?

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   Which application would this be?

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   On the Marathon.  Says that FCC revamp.

 6   Does that mean they're maintaining it?  Does that mean

 7   they're rebuilding it?  What does that mean?

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   I'm not sure, but I can ask them.

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   That's all right.  Look, it's going to

12   be approved because it's under the old rules.  I'm going

13   to suggest to you that when we start moving the others

14   through under the new rules, words like that, they're

15   not going to mean anything unless you have a

16   description.  A lot of these just don't have the

17   description.

18                   That's it, Mr. Chairman.  Thank you.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Thank you, Mr. Adley.

21               MS. CHENG:

22                   20141452, Sasol Chemicals USA in

23   Calcasieu Parish.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   I believe Mr. Adley has a question for
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 1   Sasol.

 2                   Is a there a representative for Sasol?

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   Is this the second Marathon?

 5               MS. CHENG:

 6                   Marathon only has one.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Sasol, please step forward and identify

 9   yourself.

10               MR. HAYES:

11                   Michael Hayes, Manager of Government

12   Relations for Sasol.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Thank you.  Let me just ask the staff,

15   in the past, under the old rules, you allowed R&D,

16   research and development, to be part of the

17   manufacturing process; is that right or wrong?

18               MS. CHENG:

19                   I believe everything was included and

20   allowed at the manufacturing site.

21               MR. ADLEY:

22                   I didn't hear you, ma'am.

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   Everything at the manufacturing site.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   Whatever it was?

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   Yes.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   So when they say "the expansion of R&D

 6   building for research and development that may be

 7   outside of the manufacturing plant itself," you always

 8   allowed that in the past?

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   Yes.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   Okay.  And we're allowing it now, but I

13   have to tell you, under the new rules, I don't think

14   it's going to fit, so that you know going forward.

15               MR. HAYES:

16                   If I may, this particular R&D expansion

17   is not pie-in-the-sky R&D.  This is very

18   customer-process-driven R&D because we have some

19   processes that can take alumina, for example, and change

20   the properties of that alumina to suit what the customer

21   needs.  So these are in the chemistry, working with a

22   manufacturing process and the customers, to modify the

23   properties of those molecules they're making so that

24   they'll suit the process.  And so, to me, this type of

25   R&D was one that we'd give serious consideration.
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 1                   An example, one of the products that we

 2   make, you know, if you remember, when photo paper for

 3   computers, laser paper, was so expensive because it had

 4   silver in it.  We were able to work with those

 5   manufacturers of photo paper to modify the properties of

 6   our alumina to be able to replace the silver in photo

 7   paper.  So you went from something that you make jewelry

 8   out of to something that's the functional equivalent of

 9   dirt.  You know, that's how the process --

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   I got that and it will certainly be

12   approved today, but the truth of the matter is, you can

13   be doing your R&D in London.

14               MR. HAYES:

15                   Not this R&D.  This R&D --

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   I think the way the law works now,

18   anything associated with R&D can be there.  Here's the

19   best example I can give you:  When you move natural gas

20   into your plant, and you do that over there, I'm sure,

21   before it's moved in there, they move water out of the

22   gas.

23               MR. HAYES:

24                   Right.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   Under what your theory is, all of that,

 2   too, would be subject to manufacturing.

 3               MR. HAYES:

 4                   No, sir.  That would be quality

 5   assurance and would be separate from the new rules.

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   I got you.  Just from the Governor's

 8   office, sir, whatever it's worth, certainly we're not

 9   going to object to this one because it's under the old

10   rules and R&D was clearly left out when we did the new

11   rules.  Just so you know, it won't be there, at least

12   from our office.

13               MR. HAYES:

14                   Okay.  I would like to be able to make

15   the argument, though, in the future, if it's possible.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   We are right over there on the fourth

18   floor.  Go over there and knock on his door.  He's

19   looking for friends today.

20               MR. HAYES:

21                   You have a great staff here and they

22   asked for those same details.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   So when you do this R&D, it is related

25   to --
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 1               MR. HAYES:

 2                   Manufacturing.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   -- manufacturing.  I mean, getting the

 5   product to the customer specs, do you bill them for this

 6   or is this part billed to the cost of the production of

 7   the new material?

 8               MR. HAYES:

 9                   That's part of the service that we

10   provide because if we're able to create new products by

11   changing the properties of our existing products that

12   suit the customer's manufacturing need, then we've

13   satisfied our manufacturing need and then we've

14   satisfied their need as a customer, and that's what this

15   is all about.  So these R&D guys that are doing this

16   work really are trying to modify the process to come up

17   with a new brainstorm.  They're trying to make what we

18   have work in various and different circumstances.

19                   Another example is we make surfactants

20   and we're using those surfactants in the hydraulic

21   fracturing process, but not every surfactant works, but

22   we're able to treat the properties of surfactants so

23   that they will run the hydraulic fracturing process

24   better to keep those cracks open, deliver the material

25   that keeps the cracks open because the surfactants are
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 1   able to work better.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   So, in my eyes, this might be more of a

 4   customizing manufacturing --

 5               MR. HAYES:

 6                   Exactly.  Exactly.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   -- as opposed to R&D, because I think of

 9   R&D, as you said, where the scientists are in there and

10   they're trying to come up with a new widget, not taking

11   an existing widget and making sure it works for the

12   customer's needs.

13               MR. HAYES:

14                   Right.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   So, Mr. Adley, it may be different than

17   R&D in the sense that a lot of people think of R&D.

18   This is fine tuning a product, just like making sure

19   that they're mixing it right, and, to me, it's part of

20   manufacturing because once you get the chemistry right,

21   then it flows into making that customer's product.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   I got it.  My advice to you is, if you

24   want to tell that to somebody, go tell it to him,

25   because I'm relaying to you what he has told me.  We do
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 1   not believe that R&D, that a company goes and does on

 2   the side to go make their profit, make their money, is

 3   part of the manufacturing process.  It's not part of the

 4   process of when you did your R&D and you said this is a

 5   product I want to make, there's a manufacturing process

 6   associated with that project, you go back and do some

 7   more R&D and you say you want to make something else,

 8   then you create another manufacturing facility, then

 9   there's a manufacturing process for that one.

10               MR. HAYES:

11                   Thank you, sir.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   I think that's going to be his position.

14   Until he tells me otherwise, that's -- I just wanted you

15   to know that's where we are, and the rules, clearly the

16   issue of R&D issue came up and we very clearly kept them

17   out of the rules for that reason.

18               MR. HAYES:

19                   Understood.  Thank you, sir.

20               MR. ADLEY:

21                   Thank you for what you're doing in Lake

22   Charles.  It's pretty phenomenal what y'all are doing.

23               MR. HAYES:

24                   We're pretty excited for Lake Charles

25   and Louisiana.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Any other questions by the Board?

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Thank you, sir.

 6                   Is there a motion on to the floor to

 7   approve this application?

 8               SECRETARY PIERSON:

 9                   So moved.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Made by Secretary Pierson; seconded by

12   Mr. Fajardo.

13                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

14               (Several members respond "aye.")

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   All opposed with a "nay."

17               (No response.)

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Motion carries.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   20121255, SE Tylose Louisiana, LLC in

22   Iberville Parish.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Any questions on this one?

25               (No response.)
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Any comments from the public concerning

 3   SE Tylose Louisiana?

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Is there a motion on the floor to

 7   approve?

 8                   Made by Mr. Wilson; seconded by

 9   Mr. Fabra.

10                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

11               (Several members respond "aye.")

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   All opposed with a "nay."

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Motion carries.

17               MS. CHENG:

18                   20141393, Shell Chemical

19   Company-Ascension in Ascension Parish.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All right.  I'm going to let you go

22   ahead and read all of the Shells all at once.  Mr. Adley

23   does have some questions for Shell.

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   20141217, Shell Chemical Company in
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 1   Ascension Parish; 20131234, Shell Chemical Company in

 2   Ascension Parish; 20130770, Shell Chemical Company, LP;

 3   and 20141576, Shell Chemical Company, LP in St. Charles

 4   Parish.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Is there a representative from Shell

 7   here?

 8                   Please step forward and identify

 9   yourself.

10               MR. BAKER:

11                   Good morning, Mr. Chairman.  Joe Baker

12   with Shell Oil Company.  I manage the property taxes for

13   Downstream assets in Louisiana.

14               MR. ADLEY:

15                   Only two quick questions.  In the first

16   request you've got facilities who export ID to a mobile

17   site and then to third properties, and then in another

18   one, you've got railcar maintenance activities.  Are

19   these on the site of the manufacturing facility or are

20   they elsewhere?

21               MR. BAKER:

22                   They're on the site of the manufacturing

23   facility, except your question regarding the mobile

24   site, I'm going to have to find out for sure on that

25   one.  I can't answer that.  But as far as the rail
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 1   facilities, yes, sir, they're on site.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   We don't object to the approval of the

 4   current ones that you have.  I would like to ask,

 5   Mr. Chairman, that the staff to look at, insofar as

 6   under the new rules, I want to sure -- as I remember it,

 7   we made sure that anything dealing with further

 8   marketing of a product was not part of the ITEP, and so

 9   I'm trying to make sure that -- I think we used language

10   to say that it had to be physically on the facility on

11   that site.  Just find out for me and let me know later

12   on this application and if you can get with them so I

13   can find out exactly how this one works so I'll know for

14   the future.

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   If it actually is mobile and does leave

17   the facility, they'll have to take it off.  It's not

18   eligible under current rules and it will be amended in

19   the affidavit of current loss.

20               MR. ADLEY:

21                   If they're not mobile under the current

22   law, it's not --

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   I looked at the assets and I didn't

25   see -- they didn't seem like assets that could leave the
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 1   facility, but we can check what this mobile site is.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   Let me just make sure.  You just said

 4   something that I need to know.  Under current rules, the

 5   old rules, mobile facilities are or are not allowed?

 6               MS. CHENG:

 7                   Are not.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   Well, on this application, you list a

10   mobile site, a mobile site that's being shipped to be

11   part of the investment dollars used in this application.

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   I believe so.

14               MR. BAKER:

15                   Mr. Adley, I can't answer that, but I

16   apologize for not knowing that answer, but your question

17   is valid.  I'll get back with Kristin and let her know

18   if the application needs to be amended or what have you.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   Let me do this if I can.  Let me move

21   for approval, Mr. Chairman, subject to them clarifying

22   with staff that the mobile site is not included in the

23   numbers being applied for for the ITEP.

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   If that is ineligible, it can be taken
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 1   off at the point of them filing their affidavit of final

 2   cost.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   All of these are subject to

 5   qualifications in the end.  Even when you go out and do

 6   an inspection, if you find out that something's mobile,

 7   it gets removed from the contract and the assessors get

 8   notified immediately that the assets did not qualify for

 9   the program and everything needs to be adjusted.  So

10   it's just part of the process.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   I need you to get back to me and try to

13   clear it up if they're getting money for it.

14                   Thank you.

15               MR. BAKER:

16                   Thank you, Mr. Adley.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Seconded by -- motion was made by

19   Mr. Adley to approve all of the Shell applications.

20                   Are there any comments from the public?

21                   Seconded was made by Dr. Wilson.

22                   Any questions or further comments from

23   the Board members?

24               (No response.)

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 2               (Several members respond "aye.")

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   All opposed with a "nay."

 5               (No response.)

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Motion carries.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   I would ask the staff, before you leave

10   Shell, the Shell application -- I'm looking for the

11   number.  I've got this sheet in front of me.  Let's see.

12   The 20130770-ITE.

13               MS. CHENG:

14                   Okay.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   They make the statement that replacement

17   costs have not been retired as part of Phase 1, and the

18   Chairman's done a really good job of training me over

19   time to know that whatever the initial ITEP was, when

20   you're going to replace something, that's removed from

21   what they're eligible for in the future, so what does it

22   mean when they say that replacement costs have not been

23   retired?  What does that mean?

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   So that asset is probably still on site,
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 1   so it has not been retired yet, but when they file their

 2   second phase of this application, they will reflect it

 3   on that --

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   But you took in benefit the cost of that

 6   when you're granting this particular ITEP that they're

 7   working on?  You're nodding your head.  You've done

 8   that.  Okay.  Thank you.

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   20151157, Surface Performance Group, LLC

11   in Jefferson Parish.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Are there any comments from the public

14   concerning Surface Performance Group?

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   Which one is it?

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Surface Performance Group, LLC.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   Is this the one that does the surface

21   coating and repair?

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   Yes, sir.

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   Yes.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Is there a representative --

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   I need to know from the manufacturer.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Is there a representative from --

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   I knew I'd get you here sooner or later.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Please step forward and identify

11   yourself.

12               MR. ZATARAIN:

13                   Chuck Zatarain.  I represent Surface

14   Performance Group.  Nice to see everybody again.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   And you're the gentleman who pointed out

17   to me that every meeting, you get called up here by me

18   at the start the meeting; is that right?

19               MR. ZATARAIN:

20                   Yes, sir.  You're very consistent with

21   that.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   And I explained to you, without me, you

24   wouldn't have a job; is that --

25               MR. ZATARAIN:
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 1                   You sure did.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   So the surface coating and repair, I'm

 4   trying to understand how that's part of the

 5   manufacturing process or is that in the building of the

 6   facility itself?  What is it?

 7               MR. ZATARAIN:

 8                   It is a repair service, coating, and

 9   they also put together small tools.  It's a family-owned

10   business, a husband and wife, at this operation in

11   Jefferson Parish.  They service the chemical plants up

12   and down the river.  They operate seven days a week.

13   When somebody comes in with a piece of equipment that

14   needs to be repaired quickly, they repair it.  If they

15   have to grind it down or change it up, make it surface

16   to perform something else, they can do it on the spot.

17   They also take broken down pieces of equipment and are

18   asked to make them a new one.  It's what they do.  And

19   it's there terrific operation.

20                   They have about eight employees at the

21   initial site.  They are landlocked in Jefferson Parish,

22   so they built a new manufacturing facility and building

23   and also new equipment and doubled their payroll.  So

24   they're very essential to the chemical industry up and

25   down the plant (sic).
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 1                   So they manufacture by grinding,

 2   coating, resurfacing and also putting together new

 3   pieces of equipment from the broken pieces of equipment.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   Thank you.

 6               MR. ZATARAIN:

 7                   Yes, sir.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Any other questions for Mr. Zatarain?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   The motion is made by Mr. Slone to

13   approve the application; seconded by Ms. Malone.

14                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

15                   (Several members respond "aye.")

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All opposed with a "nay."

18                   (No response.)

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Motion carries.

21                   Thank you, Mr. Zatarain.

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   20140991, Union Carbide Corporation in

24   St. Charles Parish.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   I believe we have a question for Union

 2   Carbide.  Is there a representative from Union Carbide?

 3                   Please step forward.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   And you'll be glad to know it's the last

 6   question I've got in this group of stuff.  It makes be

 7   happy and you happy, too.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Please identify yourself.

10               MR. FAUCHEUX:

11                   Tommy Faucheux, Government Affairs.

12               MS. DAIGLE:

13                   Rona Daigle, Lead Tax Manager, DOW.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   Mr. Adley.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   The installation of electrical

18   substation, have you created some kind of cogent or

19   something, is that what's going on out there?  What is

20   this about?

21               MS. DAIGLE:

22                   This is a substation, power-to-water

23   treatment plant.

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   Prior to doing this, where did you get
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 1   your power from?

 2               MS.

 3                   We have other substations.  This one's

 4   for improvement and upgrade for future water treatment.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   I got you.  So it wasn't coming from a

 7   private investor-owned facility from day one; you've

 8   always created your own substations; is that what you're

 9   telling me?

10               MS. DAIGLE:

11                   This is our own substation, yes, and our

12   own --

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   And so the only question I have for

15   staff, I need to better understand this.  I noted since

16   we've been here, Entergy will always have many various

17   applications as they come in and they build power

18   facilities for the plants and they apply for ITEP.  What

19   happens if you have one of those facilities where you

20   have the investor-owner comes in, provides the power and

21   then decides to build a substation and Entergy Group no

22   longer is providing the power and you're eight into the

23   ITEP or, say, six years, what happens?

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   If it's not --
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 1               MR. ADLEY:

 2                   Do they no longer continue the ITEP?

 3               MS. CHENG:

 4                   If they're no longer -- if Entergy is

 5   not being used, it would be --

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   It would be disqualified?

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   It would be canceled.  The company would

10   come to us and say to cancel it.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   That's what I want to know.  Thank you.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Any other questions for Union Carbide?

15               (No response.)

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Motion by Mr. Slone; seconded by Ms.

18   Atkins.

19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Motion carries.
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 1                   I believe you can read the last three

 2   together.

 3               MS. CHENG:

 4                   Okay.  20130801, Westlake Petrochemical,

 5   LLC in Calcasieu Parish; 20131140, Westlake Polymers, LP

 6   in Calcasieu Parish; and 20160037, Williams Olefins, LLC

 7   in Ascension Parish.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Any comments from the public concerning

10   these three applications?

11               (No response.)

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Is there a motion to approve these

14   three?

15                   Made by Mr. Williams; seconded by Mr.

16   Fajardo.

17                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

18               (Several members respond "aye.")

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   All opposed with a "nay."

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Motion carries.

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   Now we have the new applications that
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 1   were received prior to the executive order being issued

 2   on 6/24/16, but they do not have an advanced

 3   notification.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   So these are MCAs received prior to the

 6   executive order issuance?

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   Yes.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   All right.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   So the work and receipt was all prior to

13   the executive order on these?

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   Yes.

16                   20161240, Bayou Companies, LLC in Iberia

17   parish.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All right.  Any comments from the public

20   concerning Bayou Companies, LLC?

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Comments from the Board?

24               (No response.)

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Is there a motion to approve these MCAs

 2   that were filed prior to issuance of the executive

 3   order?

 4                   Oh, I'm sorry, couple of comments from

 5   the public.  Well, kind of public.  One from the public

 6   and one from LED staff.  We'll start with LED staff.

 7   Please identify yourself.

 8               MR. HOUSE:

 9                   Richard House, Counsel for Economic

10   Development.

11                   These are MCAs prior to June 24th.  The

12   issue is whether or not they have jobs.  If they have

13   jobs, then they should be approved.  If they don't have

14   jobs, then under the executive order, they should not be

15   approved.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   Richard, clarify this for us.  When I

18   came over today, I was told clearly by the fourth floor

19   that that is their position.  I wanted to make sure

20   about that.  There were a group of these that came in

21   prior to, but they weren't received till after 6/24.

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   No.  These --

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   You're telling me it makes no different,
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 1   makes no difference when they're received?

 2               MR. HOUSE:

 3                   No.  These are prior to June 24th.  They

 4   were received prior to -- the ones you're considering

 5   now were received prior to June 24th.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Of '16?

 8               MR. HOUSE:

 9                   Of 2016.

10                   Under the executive order, regarding

11   MCAs, Miscellaneous Capital Additions, if they have

12   jobs, then they're subject to our approval.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Regardless of whether they were before

15   or after 6/24 or not?

16               MR. HOUSE:

17                   No, sir.  They were before June 24th.

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   I'm sorry.  You --

20               MR. HOUSE:

21                   These were all applications before June

22   24th, 2016.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   So your position would be if they had

25   zero jobs, we would approve them?
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 1               MR. HOUSE:

 2                   No.  My position would be if they have

 3   zero jobs, you would not approve them under the

 4   executive order.  If they have jobs, you would approve

 5   them under the executive order.

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   So it is your position that all of these

 8   before us that have no jobs, whether they were received

 9   before or after 6/24, would not be approved by the

10   executive order?

11               MR. HOUSE:

12                   Correct.  If they're Miscellaneous

13   Capital Additions, that's correct.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   Secretary Pierson.

16               SECRETARY PIERSON:

17                   Just as a point of clarification, the

18   two gateways are approval by the Board and the

19   Governor's signature.

20               MR. HOUSE:

21                   Correct.

22               SECRETARY PIERSON:

23                   And so the executive order stating that

24   he would classify MCAs with zero jobs as ineligible is

25   going to be subject to his signature.  Whether or not
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 1   the Board passes it, really it has to pass his desk, and

 2   his executive order says it will not pass his desk.

 3               MR. HOUSE:

 4                   That's correct.  So if you believe that

 5   he will not sign it and you want to follow that

 6   indication, as I think that's been done in the past on a

 7   number of different issues, then you should do that.  We

 8   are having new rules that I hope will be promulgated

 9   today that will align these things.

10               SECRETARY PIERSON:

11                   But it was prior to that point in time,

12   so that's part of the difficulty we face that those

13   applicants that had no knowledge of a pending EO.

14               MR. HOUSE:

15                   Well, before June 24th, the applications

16   you're considering in this part of the agenda were filed

17   before June 24th.  Some have jobs, and under the

18   executive order, if you approve these, the Governor will

19   sign those contracts.

20                   Others do not have jobs, and the

21   Governor has indicated in his executive order that he

22   will not sign those contracts.  We're not discussing

23   after June 24th yet.  We're just discussing before June

24   24th.

25               SECRETARY PIERSON:
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 1                   Understood.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   But this is all '16.  Not this year's

 4   MCAs.

 5               MR. HOUSE:

 6                   Well, it's not June 24th, 2017 yet.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Right.  These are --

 9               MR. HOUSE:

10                   Under the executive order as of June

11   24th, 2016 is the issue.  These were filed before June

12   24th, 2016.  They have jobs.  If these MCAs have jobs,

13   the Governor has indicated in his executive order that

14   he will sign those contracts.  If they do not have jobs,

15   even if they're before June 24th, 2016, he's indicated

16   in his executive order that we will not sign them.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Thank you.

19                   Mr. Bagert.

20               MR. BAGERT:

21                   I'm in the rare and exciting position to

22   agree completely with Mr. House and underline the fact

23   of what he said.  I would also just point out that this

24   Board has set the precedent of acting in accordance with

25   the executive order on precisely this point in the past

0101

 1   when MCAs are submitted prior to June 24th did not have

 2   jobs that are rejected.  When they did have jobs, they

 3   were considered eligible, and that has been established

 4   as the precedence of the Board in previous meetings in

 5   October, December and January as well.

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   It's your view, based on our executive

 8   order, that between -- there are only two companies on

 9   this list; is that right?  Right or wrong?  How many?

10               MS. CHENG:

11                   There are a few more.  Flip to the next

12   page.  There are nine.

13               MR. BAGERT:

14                   Nine total.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   There are three, if I'm looking at this

17   correctly, there are two on one page and -- excuse me.

18   No, it's not.  One on one page and then three on the

19   next page for a total of four that actually created jobs

20   out of the group.  So a total of four out of the group

21   that have jobs.

22                   It's your view, under the executive

23   order, that we would only approve -- at least expect the

24   Governor's signature, we would approve those four and

25   none other?
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 1               MR. HOUSE:

 2                   Correct.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   Okay.  I got it.

 5                   Somebody back there raised their hand,

 6   Mr. Chairman.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Please step forward.

 9               MR.

10                   Good morning.  I'm Rhonda Boatner with

11   Didier Properties representing Great Raft Brewing.

12                   At the time of the application, they had

13   six full-time employee.  There was -- I've gotten an

14   e-mail from their CPA, which states that they're now up

15   to 13 full-time employees, so they either -- if I need

16   to get something from the company or this e-mail from

17   the CPA that says they now have an additional seven new,

18   full-time employees --

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   I would assume, Mr. Chairman, that

21   albeit they may not be approved today, if they have

22   additional information for their MCA, that LED can

23   certainly take that up and bring it back to the next

24   meeting.  Is that --

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   We can week defer this one and update

 2   the information on the application and bring it back.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   I'm going move, then, because of some of

 5   that confusion, I'm going to move to -- it's not a

 6   difference between rejecting and y'all deferring.  If

 7   y'all reject it, they can still bring it to you and you

 8   can bring it back; is that right or wrong?

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   If it's rejected, if it's denied, we

11   have to come back.  They would have to come appeal your

12   decision.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Yeah.  We don't want to do that.

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   You want to defer it so they can amend

17   their application.

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   I don't want to defer them all, and I

20   tell you why I say that, Robby, is that if someone has

21   risen and said I have a certain example, we're certainly

22   deferring.  That one makes sense, but the others that

23   say nothing, I would rather reject them if they are

24   coming in here with zero, and those that say that

25   something has transpired that you don't know, then
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 1   that's a different issue.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   Mr. Miller.

 4               MR. MILLER:

 5                   Mr. House, wasn't there something in the

 6   language that says or a compelling reason for job

 7   retention?

 8               MR. HOUSE:

 9                   That's in the language that pertains to

10   advanced notifications going forward in the future.

11   With respect to advanced notifications going forward in

12   the future, you have new, direct jobs at a facility

13   caused by either new construction or an addition, or you

14   can have a compelling reason that capital improvements

15   will retain jobs at that facility.  So that's a totally

16   different area.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Well, to make it simple, I'd like to

19   first move that we defer -- was it Great Raft Brewing

20   that had an issue?

21               MS. CHENG:

22                   Yes, sir.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   I'd like to move to defer.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Motion made by Mr. Adley to defer Great

 2   Raft; second by Mr. Williams.

 3                   Any further discussion on the deferral?

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 7               (Several members respond "aye.")

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   All opposed with a "nay."

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Motion carries.  Great Raft is deferred.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   I'd like to move for approval of the

14   four that have created the jobs, Bayou Companies,

15   Firestone Polymers, Laitram, LLC and Walle Corporation.

16   Move for approval of those.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Is there a second?

19                   Seconded by Mr. Slone.

20                   Any discussion from the public

21   concerning the approval of those MCAs filed prior to the

22   24th that we just read off?

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
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 1               (Several members respond "aye.")

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   All opposed with a "nay."

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Motion carries.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   And then, unless there are other

 9   comments to be made, I hold that motion till we hear

10   those comments and see if there's a reason for deferral

11   or rejection of the others that created no jobs.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   All right.  Ms. Cheng, do you need to

14   read all of those names and numbers?

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   The ones that were approved?

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Yes.

19               MS. CHENG:

20                   20161240, Bayou Companies, LLC in Iberia

21   Parish; 20161081, Firestone Polymers, LLC in Calcasieu

22   Parish; 20160770, Laitram, LLC in Jefferson Parish; and

23   20161111, Walle Corporation in Jefferson Parish.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Those were all approved by the Board for
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 1   contract.

 2                   Mr. Allison, please identify yourself.

 3               MR. ALLISON:

 4                   Thank you, Mr. Chairman and members of

 5   the Board.  I'm here to speak on behalf of one of other

 6   ones that are in this section.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   All right.  Ms. Cheng, if you'll

 9   proceed.

10               MS. CHENG:

11                   We have 20160946, CertainTeed

12   Corporation in Calcasieu Parish.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Is there someone here representing

15   CertainTeed Corporation?

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   All right.  Any comments from the public

19   pertaining to CertainTeed?

20                   Mr. Adley, do you have a question?

21               MR. ADLEY:

22                   No.  I would move for denying the

23   application as it creates no jobs and there's no one

24   here to explain otherwise.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Any comments from the Board?

 2               (No response.)

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Is there a second?

 5                   Seconded by Major Coleman.

 6                   Any questions or comments from the

 7   Board?

 8                   Mr. Allison.

 9               MR. ALLISON:

10                   I'm not here to specifically speak on

11   that one, but the one that I am here to speak about is

12   in the very same situation, so maybe -- I don't want to

13   speak up too late.  If I should speak up now, I want to

14   do that, and so I'm looking for some guidance on whether

15   I should or not.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All right.  Please.

18               MR. ALLISON:

19                   Okay.  I'm here to specifically speak on

20   behalf of the application from Southern Recycling, LLC

21   on this list, third from the bottom, Orleans Parish, a

22   little over a million-dollar investment.

23                   I'm only going talk about the facts of

24   that one, and I think the facts of that one apply to

25   others.  I guess there are five in total that show zero

0109

 1   for the number of new jobs created.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   Correct.

 4               MR. ALLISON:

 5                   So let me -- I'm going to speak about

 6   Southern Recycling, but I think it applies to the rest.

 7                   This is an MCA application where no

 8   advance notification was filed.  It was filed in 2016,

 9   before June 24th.  As you can tell, that means this is

10   an investment that was made by this company in 2014,

11   '15.  That's how the MCA process worked when we had an

12   MCA process.  You did your miscellaneous capital

13   additions during the calendar year, then, on one

14   application, after the end of the year, early in the

15   next year, you filed your application for those

16   miscellaneous things you did in the previous year.  So

17   sometime between January 1st of '16 and June 24th of

18   '16, this company filed their application for exemption

19   for money they spent during the calendar year 2015.

20                   Now, look, I've got the executive order

21   memorized.  I've got your new rules almost memorized.  I

22   understand what those things say.  I just want to make

23   sure everybody understands the facts of these situations

24   and how harsh the treatment is that I'm afraid you're

25   about to impose on companies in this situation.
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 1                   These are people that made decisions in

 2   2015 to do something, to spend some money to upgrade

 3   their plant to keep their plant modernized and

 4   sufficient to probably retain some jobs at their plant.

 5   This was -- okay.  Pick a date in 2015, but it was a

 6   very good chance it was a year, give or take a couple

 7   months, prior to the executive order being issued, and

 8   so there was no intent or no indication whatsoever that

 9   there was some sort of requirement that all of the

10   requirements of the executive order created on June

11   24th, 2016.  Certainly no indication that the creation

12   of jobs was a requirement, and now it appears that they

13   might be, maybe in the next few minutes, you might

14   penalize them for not creating jobs and for not meeting

15   some requirements that didn't exist when they made the

16   decision to spend this million dollars.

17                   I'm just pointing that out to you, and I

18   think I'm being real candid with you, but I think that's

19   a very harsh treatment to tell somebody here in 2017

20   that something they did in 2015 under the rules that

21   existed in 2015 now doesn't qualify them for what they

22   really thought they qualified for and by all means

23   should have qualified for based on what they did when

24   they did it.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Thank you.

 2                   Secretary Pierson.

 3               SECRETARY PIERSON:

 4                   Mr. Allison, I greatly appreciate you

 5   pointing that out, and we certainly do want certainty

 6   for our business community.

 7                   Where the Board could possibly take

 8   issue with you about saying following a rule that was

 9   not published or did not exist.  Our constitution

10   clearly sates that in order to allow a benefit to be

11   received by a company, there must be a corresponding

12   benefit afforded back to the public bodies, and when

13   there's no job, it very is it makes it very, very

14   difficult to forecast a pathway that would allocate a

15   benefit back to a company having seen very little in

16   terms of exchange for the public body.

17                   Now, that was not the practice at the

18   time.  We all get that.  But the executive order changed

19   to provide accountability, and in this instance, it's

20   that element that's lacking in the exchange -- of fair

21   exchange between industry and the abatement that is

22   being provided on behalf of local communities.  So I

23   think that's where our pathways diverge relative to this

24   issue.  It is complex.  We do regret that there was an

25   impression at the time that everything was right, but it
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 1   is now the viewpoint from this administration that we

 2   seek the public benefit, and it's oftentimes represented

 3   in terms of jobs.  And if there's another way to

 4   represent that, then that's where I would encourage you

 5   to look at what you might be able to make as a case, but

 6   just to say that the rules then were the only rules and

 7   that was the only interpretation doesn't provide us the

 8   chance to right the situation.

 9               MR. ALLISON:

10                   I understand.  Look, you-all as a Board

11   have done a really good job of making sure that you

12   honored the decisions that were made by companies prior

13   to the executive order, and I commend you for that.  And

14   in keeping the State's word in making sure the companies

15   make decisions based on the rules at the time they make

16   the decisions were not damaged, again, I commend you for

17   doing that.  I think this is an example, this is a case

18   where that just didn't happen.  I know that's important

19   to you.  I want to bring to your attention the facts of

20   this situation because I think that's what's about to

21   happen to these people if they get denied.  They made a

22   decision in '15 based on the facts at the time, and now

23   they're being told something different and not being

24   given what they really, you know, thought they were

25   earning at the time.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Mr. Adley.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   Don, you've made an excellent argument,

 5   and, as always, I've listened to it carefully and we're

 6   certainly going to deliver it back to the Governor's

 7   office, but to support what Secretary Pierson just said,

 8   it was a benefit that was supposed to come to the State.

 9   The existing rules at the time didn't have just one

10   process.  You make it almost sound like we only this one

11   process to go through.  If your client chose to go

12   through an advanced notice wherein advance of doing all

13   of this, they actually went to LED and said this is the

14   benefit, this is what you're going to get, they would be

15   on that list today for approval.  What created a problem

16   from the Governor's perspective is that we had a process

17   where people can simply sit at their computer or go up

18   on the internet, push a button and there it was.  You

19   had it, you want and did whatever work you wanted to do

20   and that's how the MCAs started.  You didn't have to

21   give any advance notice is what I'm telling you.  You

22   had to give some number when you got the number and you

23   went and did the work.  That's what drove him to this

24   point of saying what Mr. Pierson said.  There has to be

25   some benefit you're required to give some benefit and
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 1   the creation oaf jobs was the issue and that's how we

 2   got to this point.

 3                   I want the members of the community to

 4   at least know that that's what his thought processes

 5   were.

 6               MR. ALLISON:

 7                   I understand.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   And the Board has been very careful of

10   all of those that had the advanced notices that turned

11   them in that, regardless of what the rules were at that

12   time.

13               MR. ALLISON:

14                   The process they followed that you

15   described was a perfectly legitimate process at the

16   time.  They followed the process that was in place, but

17   now it looks like they might be penalized for following

18   that process.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Mr. Slone.

21               MR. SLONE:

22                   So just for my clarification, I guess,

23   the process if they're denied is they have to file an

24   appeal?

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   If they want to appeal.

 2               MR. SLONE:

 3                    If they want to appeal.

 4                   Also, so we're saying that Great Raft

 5   Brewing has an opportunity to come back to the table

 6   since they were listed here as zero jobs to show where

 7   us where their jobs are?

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   That's correct.

10               MR. SLONE:

11                   So what's the harm maybe in the other

12   ones given the opportunity, they may or my not even be

13   here, to, you know, to state their case?  Because a

14   project can, you know, be started and finished prior to

15   6/24, and, now, similar to what Mr. Allison is saying,

16   started and finished, and with the expectation that this

17   was happening, shouldn't we allow them an opportunity,

18   those other five, maybe, to -- five total, I guess, to

19   come back to the table instead of just denying and

20   starting the whole process over again?

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   I couldn't agree with you more because

23   I'm a little concerned in the process.  If these

24   applications, which were MCAs, were received March 31st

25   of last year and they were brought to the first Board
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 1   meeting of last year in 2016, this question wouldn't be

 2   coming up because they were filed in 2016, which is the

 3   reason I was pointing out the 2016 versus the 2017

 4   point, that these were ones that were submitted timely

 5   for March 31st of 2016, if -- and I'm not bashing staff.

 6   You know that.  But if staff had everything in order,

 7   they would have come before a year later.

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   These would have -- these applications

10   may have had some issues with them.  I may have asked

11   the company a few questions, they hadn't gotten back to

12   us at that point, so they were not.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   So that's the reason, in my eyes, I'm

15   thinking, well, maybe these should be approved under the

16   previous MCA concept as if the executive order hadn't

17   even existed.

18               MR. HOUSE:

19                   Let me address that because in

20   formulating the executive order, we had to consider what

21   the dates of effectiveness would be, and it wasn't

22   pulled out of the sky, it wasn't not taking into account

23   many of the things that are said.  It was discussed back

24   and forth, and you have to have a date, Mr. Windham.

25   You know, you can make that date -- we could have made
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 1   the date August 24th instead of June 24th.  In my

 2   experience, as a lawyer in public practice and in

 3   private practice, there would be people who would come

 4   in here in perfect good faith and tell you that August

 5   24th is an unfair date.  In fract, you heard this

 6   morning on the Blake Drilling question that there was

 7   litigation about when rules were effective and what they

 8   believed and everything else.  And these are always

 9   legitimate issues.  I'm not putting that aside.

10                   The other issue that you have, if you

11   put a date down as what I qualify as placeholders,

12   people will come in and say, "Well, I might be doing

13   something, I'm going to file something," that's not in

14   bad faith, but that also opens up a whole bunch of

15   issues that all of you have to decide as to whether or

16   not, "Well, what were they thinking then?  What was

17   going on?  How do we do this?"

18                   In fact, right now, we have a case in

19   the 19th Judicial District Court pertaining to the movie

20   legislation that took effect December 31st, 2005 and

21   certain people applied to be placeholders or whatever.

22   They say they weren't really placeholders.  And we're

23   still litigating that issue.  So it wasn't -- June 24th

24   wasn't picked out of the air.  There was consideration

25   given to it, and I think -- and, again, this is --
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 1   you're the Board, but the new rules are going to pretty

 2   much follow the executive order in dealing with the old

 3   issues.  All I would advise -- and I know everybody here

 4   is in good faith and everybody wants to do the right

 5   thing, but when you open that door, just make sure that

 6   when it closes behind you, you're in the room that you

 7   want to be in because, otherwise, this can go on and on

 8   and on.

 9                   And it's sort of the same principle we

10   used with respect to renewals.  We believe that there

11   were contracts in place.  We believe that they had

12   renewal provisions in there that were enforceable going

13   forward.  It was believed that maybe there are 100 bad

14   contracts or 10 bad contracts or whatever that maybe if

15   you wouldn't have done in the first place if you were

16   this Board and maybe we shouldn't renew them, but the

17   provisions of the contract said one thing, and so to

18   continue the litigation and relitigate the

19   appropriateness of that as opposed to having business

20   certainty, the Governor and the Board decided that we

21   are going to go forward in what we've done.  And that

22   has a long-term impact in and of itself.

23                   So everybody has a competing position

24   here in terms of how you look at these, but the June

25   24th 2016 date was chosen.  It was chosen in order to
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 1   try and be fair and to try and avoid many of these

 2   issues that go forward.  It wasn't arbitrarily picked.

 3   It wasn't done with a lack of consideration for any of

 4   these factors that are going forward, and whatever date

 5   or however you may want to look at that, they're going

 6   to be further exceptions and other reasons and other

 7   parties -- and I'm not saying people are making things

 8   up.  They're going to have their reasons for why they're

 9   telling you what they're telling you just as Mr. Allison

10   does, so just keep that in mind.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Let me see ask one question in relation

13   to that.

14                   So these MCA applications were in prior

15   to June 24th of 2016, they are subject to the executive

16   order?

17               MR. HOUSE:

18                   The Governor -- they're subject to the

19   executive order because the Governor has said as to what

20   he's going to do, and he said if it's an MCA and it has

21   jobs, I'm going to sign them.  And, again, you can go

22   back.  There are a lot of reasons why the MCA process

23   may not have been the most perfect process that we've

24   had.  Again, using it doesn't mean you're in bad faith

25   or not using it or whatever.  That's just a way of
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 1   looking at what has been around in economic development

 2   long before we got in these positions.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Thank you.  Mr. Barham, you have a

 5   question?

 6               MR. BARHAM:

 7                   In listening to the discussion, I

 8   understand your comments about the date and the order,

 9   but what I'm getting uneasy about is I think these cases

10   are a case where the rules have changed and they came

11   here under one set of rules or the applications were and

12   the rules have changed.  I don't think we can ever avoid

13   situations where there will be exceptions or usual

14   situations to consider.  That's our job.  They will

15   continue to come in a host of situations.

16                   I honestly would feel more comfortable

17   if we reconsider the vote on CertainTeed Corporation.

18   Let them come in and explain to us what their decision

19   was.  And the other four.  And let them come back.

20   We're here.  That's what we do.  I would feel a lot more

21   comfortable to let them do that.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   And, Mr. Barham, I certainly don't

24   object to a new motion to remove that and go through the

25   deferral.  The only reason I didn't move for deferral is
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 1   we get back to where we've been in the past.  Every time

 2   we get down to it, you've got to make a decision on the

 3   executive order and we defer them and they all keep

 4   coming back, but that's okay.  We're here.

 5                   I do want to make one very important

 6   point.  Everyone who filed an MCA or an ITEP did so

 7   under the rule and under the understanding that you

 8   don't get anything else until it's approved by this

 9   Board.  Many people were doing the things that they did

10   just believing that whatever they did is always going to

11   be approved, but that's not what the rules said when you

12   filed it.  The rules were very clear and the law was

13   very clear, whatever you did was always subject to what

14   this Board wanted to do.  So when you spent the money,

15   you knew that.  It's just that for so many years it's

16   just how the way it works.  It's just how it worked.

17   Everybody walked in and everything got approved.

18                   I've got one Board member here, I'll

19   never forget, first meeting we had, I had walked in,

20   Mayor, and you said to me, you said, "Wow.  We've never

21   been in one of these meetings over an hour."  Because

22   nobody ever said anything.  It was just what the staff

23   said and they filled it out.  Then that's just the way

24   it was done.

25                   I just want to make it clear, no one
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 1   violated a rule here, Mr. Barham, because the rules were

 2   clear.  When you submitted, you were subjecting yourself

 3   to approval or disapproval by this board.

 4                   But with that said, I personally won't

 5   clearly object to if you want to defer them and go back

 6   through them.  Okay?  And I'll spend time back with the

 7   Governor and ask him what he thinks.  If he thinks it's

 8   a good idea, we can do that, but I don't think he does.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Mr. House.

11               MR. HOUSE:

12                   In prior meetings, similar applications

13   have been rejected, so you are taking an action now that

14   is inconsistent with what you did in a prior meeting or

15   prior meetings.  So, again, that's -- and we discussed

16   this in connection with renewals of contracts.  At some

17   point in time, when you start acting inconsistently, you

18   get into an area called arbitrary and capricious.  I'm

19   not saying you're there or whatever, but what I am

20   saying is you need to -- again, like I say, about

21   opening that door, that these things were given some

22   thought.  They may not meet particular popular and

23   certain situations, and so, you know, and that's

24   probably why I can tell you I wrote it because if it

25   were popular, other people would say they wrote it.  But

0123

 1   at the end of the day, you've got to make these

 2   decisions and try to do these things, but I'm not trying

 3   to limit what the Board does, but you have prior acts

 4   you have taken to reject similar applications.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Thank you.  And I do want to make sure

 7   that we stay consistent.  That's part of the reason I'd

 8   like to defer them, that we're treating everyone the

 9   same across the board, all of the rules are applied the

10   same.

11                   Mr. Slone.

12               MR. SLONE:

13                   That's what I was going to say,

14   consistency, I think we all want that, but we should

15   also maybe take a look and see if those that were

16   rejected were done prior to 6/24.  I mean, there's ways

17   to look at this.

18               MR. HOUSE:

19                   They were.  And you even had an issue

20   with respect to Motiva in a prior meeting where they had

21   new jobs, but they did not have new direct jobs within

22   the meaning of the executive order.  So then the

23   representative said, "No, I can't say that these are

24   direct jobs resulting from what was done with the MCA."

25   So, you know, I just -- we just wanted you to be aware
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 1   of that.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   Thank you.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   I would ask Mr. Barham, when you make

 6   your motion, at least to protect me, if you will, if you

 7   would make a motion, the lady that came up that said

 8   clearly we added some jobs, but it was not on the

 9   application and we gave them an opportunity to bring

10   that back, if you want to defer to give people an

11   opportunity to come show that they've created jobs,

12   that's one thing, but just to have a deferral is

13   another.  At least I'm going to try to follow his

14   executive order.

15               MR. HOUSE:

16                   The executive order also says new direct

17   jobs.  That is the issue you had with Motive where you

18   rejected the application.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Yeah.  We've already had a motion made

21   and approved to defer and let her come back.  And I

22   think Mr. Barham was talking about the other four.

23                   So is that a substitute motion, I

24   believe?

25               MR. BARHAM:

0125

 1                   We have one we took action to reject

 2   CertainTeed.  I would like to reconsider that to include

 3   them.

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   We didn't actually take a vote on that.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   That's when Mr. Allison started talking

 8   in general.

 9                   So that's a substitute motion.

10               MR. BARHAM:

11                   The remaining four --

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Remaining four.

14               MR. BARHAM:

15                   -- that have the job creation at issue

16   and their circumstance and the application time, we

17   allow them to come talk to us.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Seconded by Mr. Slone.

20                   All in favor of that motion, indicate

21   with an "aye."

22               (Several members respond "aye.")

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   All opposed with a "nay."

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Nay.

 2               MR. COLEMAN:

 3                   Nay.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Make sure that the record is clear that

 6   Major Coleman and Mr. Adley are nays.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   I'm going to try my best to follow that

 9   executive order, and y'all have to do whatever you deem

10   is appropriate.  I get that.  I don't have a problem

11   with that at all, but I do want to be recorded as no

12   because at some point -- I think you're right,

13   Mr. House.  I mean, sooner or later, you can't just --

14   we can't coming in here and just keep coming and keep

15   doing it, so I'm just going to vote not.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   And, also, Mr. Coleman, Major Coleman,

18   voted no.

19               MR. COLEMAN:

20                   Yes, I did.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All right.

23               MR. FABRA:

24                   Let thee record reflect that I voted no

25   as well.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   I'm sorry.  Mr. Fabra voted no also.

 3                   Anything else?  I'm sorry.  I guess we

 4   should do a rollcall vote, please, Mr. Favaloro.

 5               MR. FAVALORO:

 6                   Mr. Barham.

 7               MR. BARHAM:

 8                   Yes.

 9               MR. FAVALORO:

10                   Millie Atkins.

11               MS. ATKINS:

12                   Yes.

13                   For clarification, are we voting on

14   deferment.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Deferment.

17               MS. ATKINS:

18                   I vote yes.

19               MR. FAVALORO:

20                   I'm sorry?

21               MS. ATKINS:

22                   Yes.

23               MR. FAVALORO:

24                   Mayor Brasseaux.

25               MAYOR BRASSEAUX:
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 1       Yes.

 2   MR. FAVALORO:

 3       Representative Carmody.

 4   MR. CARMODY:

 5       Yes.

 6   MR. FAVALORO:

 7       Major Coleman.

 8   MR. COLEMAN:

 9       No.

10   MR. FAVALORO:

11       Ricky Fabra.

12   MR. FABRA:

13       No.

14   MR. FAVALORO:

15       Mr. Fajardo.

16   MR. FAJARDO:

17       No.

18   MR. FAVALORO:

19       Heather Malone.

20   MS. MALONE:

21       Yes.

22   MR. FAVALORO:

23       Robby Miller.

24   MR. MILLER:

25       Yes.
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 1   MR. FAVALORO:

 2       Jan Moller.

 3   MR. MOLLER:

 4       No.

 5   MR. FAVALORO:

 6       Secretary Pierson.

 7   SECRETARY PIERSON:

 8       No.

 9   MR. FAVALORO:

10       Ronnie Slone.

11   MR. SLONE:

12       Yes.

13   MR. FAVALORO:

14       Bobby Williams.

15   MR. WILLIAMS:

16       No.

17   MR. FAVALORO:

18       Steven Windham.

19   MR. WINDHAM:

20       Yes.

21   MR. FAVALORO:

22       Dr. Wilson.

23   DR. WILSON:

24       Yes.

25   MR. FAVALORO:
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 1                   Nine yes, six no.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   So the motion carries.  So the ones with

 4   zero jobs are deferred other than the CertainTeed

 5   Corporation, which will come back with additional

 6   information.

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   That was the Great Raft Brewing Company.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Oh, I'm sorry.  Great Raft Brewing.

11                   All right.  Please proceed with the ones

12   that have jobs.

13               MS. CHENG:

14                   We approved those already.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   We approved those.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   We approved those.

19               MS. CHENG:

20                   We have 40 MCAs that were received after

21   the executive order issued on 6/24/2016.

22                   ASH Industries does want to defer,

23   20170187.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Okay.  We are on the 40, and I know
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 1   there are a number of comments to come from the public.

 2   There's some questions and confusions about the timing

 3   of some of the these.

 4                   And these are MCAs filed after June

 5   24th, so they were filed between January and March 31st

 6   of this year, the applications, the MCA applications?

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   Yes, sir.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Okay.  So the ones that have zero jobs,

11   because this was after the June 24th, I would entertain

12   a motion to deny those.

13               MR. MOLLER:

14                   Motion.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Made by Mr. Moller; seconded by

17   Mr. Fajardo.

18                   Is there any discussion -- I'll be very

19   clear on that these were MCAs, Miscellaneous Capital

20   Additions, that were received after June 24th, which

21   basically means that they were received between January

22   1st of this year and March 31st of this year, 2017, and

23   the motion is to deny them if they had zero jobs.

24                   We have a motion and a second.

25                   Any comments from the public on the ones
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 1   with zero jobs?

 2               MR. BAGERT:

 3                   It would seem to us, Mr. Chairman, that

 4   for these, the distinction between having or not having

 5   jobs is not relevant because they were submitted after

 6   the signing of the executive order, and in that

 7   scenario, all MCAs are disallowed under the Governor's

 8   executive order and the pending rules, so there wouldn't

 9   be -- at least in terms of following the Governor's

10   executive order, the distinction between those that did

11   and did not create jobs, these are categorically not in

12   step with what's going to be approved.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   All right.  Thank you.

15                   Any other questions or comments on the

16   ones that have zero jobs?

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Only one.  I really got to ask this.  I

19   just got to know.

20                   Out of these that created zero jobs,

21   there's a company here, Dolese Bros., St. Helena,

22   whatever it is.  It's a ready-mix concrete manufacturer.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Is there a representative from Dolese

25   here?
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 1               (No response).

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   I just want to make -- I'm trying to

 4   understand from the staff, we received this after 6/24?

 5               MS. CHENG:

 6                   Yes, sir.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   And this is creating a property tax

 9   exemption if you run concrete trucks; is that right or

10   wrong?

11               MS. CHENG:

12                   They've, I believe --

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Are they manufacturing --

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   I believe they're --

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   -- the package that you buy in the

19   store?  I need to know what's going on here.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   They do have a manufacturing NAICS Code.

22   It's not the trucks that are being exempted because they

23   leave the site.

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   That means that somebody who made a cup
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 1   of coffee in the cafe gets the same exemption as the guy

 2   making concrete.  I just don't believe we meant that to

 3   be manufacturing.  If they're manufacturing these little

 4   bags that go to Home Depot or whatever, ready-mix

 5   concrete, that's a different issue, but if you're

 6   running a concrete truck, I need to know if this is

 7   about mixing concrete and trucks that's just being

 8   delivered to various different places.

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   In the past, they've always been

11   allowed --

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   I understand they have been in the past,

14   but these are after 6/24, aren't they?  Did I hear that

15   right?

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   Yeah, but they don't have advances

18   either.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   They don't what?

21               MS. CHENG:

22                   They don't have advanced notifications.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   They don't have what?

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   Advanced notification.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   I got that, but this happened since the

 4   executive order.  If this is mixing concrete and sending

 5   it out to a job somewhere that's being poured, I'm going

 6   to vote no against that one because I don't think that's

 7   manufacturing.  If they're making those bags or

 8   ready-mix concrete that goes off somewhere to be sold,

 9   that's manufacturing.  I get it.  I just need to know

10   which one it is.

11               MS. CLAPINSKI:

12                   I don't know that we're for sure whether

13   it is the mixing to send out in trucks or it's the bags,

14   but the definition under the current rules even for

15   manufacturing is, "Working raw materials by means of

16   mass or custom production, including fabrication,

17   applying manual labor or machinery into wares suitable

18   for use or which gives shape, quality or a combination

19   to matter which already has gone through some artificial

20   process.  The resulting product must be," quote,

21   "suitable for use as manufactured products that are

22   placed into commerce for sale or sold for the use of a

23   component of another product to be placed into commerce

24   for sale."

25                   And I believe that definition is based
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 1   upon established cases under the ITEP Program as well as

 2   the constitutional definition of manufacturing.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   I got that.  That's why we went through

 5   the rule change to try to implement at least what the

 6   Governor thought, but, look --

 7               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 8                   Sure.  I understand, but what I'm --

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   Let me say this to you:  I know what the

11   current rules say.  That's what got us in this mess, but

12   I've been directed and my concern is I do not believe

13   running concrete is -- that doesn't mean that everybody

14   else has to vote no, but I'm telling you, mixing

15   concrete in cement trucks is not what the people of

16   Louisiana believe we ought to be giving the ITEP

17   exemption for.  I just don't believe that.

18               MS. CLAPINSKI:

19                   I understand.  And that definition is

20   from the current rules that we're following.  This is

21   not from the old rules.  These are the ones that we're

22   currently --

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   These are the new rules.

25               MS. CLAPINSKI:
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 1                   And so what I'm saying is that with the

 2   manufacturing NAICS code, and -- that is a broad

 3   definition.  That means they take an item, they add or

 4   remove something from it and it becomes a ware suitable

 5   for use.

 6                   Just from the department's perspective,

 7   we don't have that discretion to say --

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   We do.  That's why I'm sitting here and

10   making the point.  Bear with me.  If you would let us

11   argue among ourselves what we believe it to be, then we

12   can make that discretion.  That's all I'm asking.

13                   If under the description of what you

14   just described, if I own a restaurant and I make coffee

15   or I make tea, I'm eligible for ITEP.  We have to be, in

16   my view, very -- under that description you just gave,

17   that's what it does.  It takes one thing and makes it

18   into something else.

19               SECRETARY PIERSON:

20                   I would offer that where is the

21   representative of the company?  The staff is here to

22   answer the questions with regards to the rules that we

23   are provided.  The company would need to be the one that

24   would respond to your specific questions, Senator Adley.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   I agree.  Is the concrete company here?

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   No.  No one stepped forward, so we'll

 4   look more into that because there were, in the past,

 5   there was some discussions and decisions and processes

 6   that determined McDonalds would not qualify for an

 7   exemption because it was deemed not to be a

 8   manufacturer.

 9               SENATOR PIERSON:

10                   And as a note to the consensus here in

11   the room today how important it is to have your clients

12   prepared to answer these questions to the Board,

13   because, as you can see, the pathway that we've been on

14   in the past is different than the pathway we're on

15   today, and these members want to know specifics about

16   the manufacturing operations.

17               MR. MOLLER:

18                   Could someone on the staff address

19   Mr. Bagert's questions about why we're even considering

20   these MCAs when they were filed after 6/24?

21               MS. CHENG:

22                   The final rules haven't been

23   promulgated.  It was stated in the February meeting they

24   needed today come to the Board.  The Board has to take

25   action on them.  They cannot just sit at LED.
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 1               MR. MOLLER:

 2                   Okay.  But so...

 3               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 4                   Once the rules are final, the Board will

 5   no longer see post-6/24 MCAs.

 6               MR. MOLLER:

 7                   Okay.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Sir, please identify yourself.

10               MR. DAVIS:

11                   My name is William Davis.  I'm the

12   controller of the Stupp Corporation.  We have an

13   application that falls in this group.  Respectfully I'd

14   like to request that application be deferred for further

15   review and submission by the Board, and it's Application

16   Number 20170150.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   What's the name of the company?

19               MR. DAVIS:

20                   Stupp Corporation.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   S-T-U-P-P.

23                   Two of them?

24               MR. DAVIS:

25                   We have two.  One with jobs, one
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 1   without.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   One with jobs and one without?

 4               MR. DAVIS:

 5                   Yes, sir.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   All right.  You want to defer the 150,

 8   the one that has zero jobs?

 9               MR. DAVIS:

10                   That's correct, sir.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Both?

13               MR. DAVIS:

14                   No, sir.  Just the one without jobs,

15   150.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All right.  We can defer that.

18                   Motion has been made by Representative

19   Carmody; seconded by Secretary Pierson.

20                   Any further discussion on that deferral

21   of Stupp Corporation ending 150?

22               (No response.)

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

25               (Several members respond "aye.")
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   All opposed with a "nay."

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Motion carries.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   I couldn't understand the name of the

 8   company.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Stupp.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   Bear with me, Mr. Chairman.  For some

13   reason, I can't hear you.  You whisper.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   Spell it out.

16               MR. DAVIS:

17                   Stupp, S-T-U-P-P.

18               MS. CHENG:

19                   It's on the second pages of the

20   applications, 20170150, Stupp, S-T-U-P-P, Corporation in

21   East Baton Rouge Parish.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   All right.  That one has been deferred.

24                   Sir, please step forward and identify

25   yourself.
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 1               MR. MILLS:

 2                   Good morning.  My name is Robert Mills.

 3   I'm with Calumet Specialty Products in Shreveport, the

 4   parent company of Calumet Lubricants Company and Calumet

 5   Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes.  We have several

 6   applications in front of you, one of which I found

 7   several clerical errors in, and I'd like to ask for

 8   deferral of Application 20101889, Calumet Lubricants

 9   Company in Bossier Parish.  There were some numbers

10   carried over from other applications that are incorrect.

11   We'd like to bring that back to you, please.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   Mr. Mills, as I understand, I remember

14   you had a couple applications.  You had one that has

15   some jobs and one that didn't.

16               MR. MILLS:

17                   It's Calumet Lubricant's application,

18   which shows an error, 27 employees.  That should be

19   zero.  And full-time employees in the plant, that number

20   was carried over from another location as well.  275 is

21   incorrect.  It's going to be -- I don't have that exact

22   number.  It's going to be maybe 125.  And construction

23   jobs is in correct.  That was carried over from a prior

24   application.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   You've got four of them that you want to

 2   defer?

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Do you want to defer all of them?

 5               MR. MILLS:

 6                   No.  This is incorrect.  I'd like to go

 7   ahead and go forward with Calumet Shreveport Lubricants

 8   & Waxes that are correct.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Okay.  Because I do have questions about

11   those.  All of those have the same number of jobs, 27.

12               MR. MILLS:

13                   That's correct.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   So that's 114 new jobs?

16               MR. MILLS:

17                   No, sir.  That's, as I understand, that

18   was ADP payroll information for the entire plant, 27

19   jobs.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   So that's for the entire plant?

22               MR. MILLS:

23                   That's correct.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   So some of these four or three have zero
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 1   jobs?

 2               MR. MILLS:

 3                   I cannot answer that question.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   But do you want to defer them all?

 6               MR. MILLS:

 7                   We should defer them all because there

 8   were some jobs, but I could not give you that number

 9   today.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All right.  So Calumet is requesting

12   that all of their applications be deferred.

13               MR. MILLS:

14                   Yes, sir, please.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Motion by Representative Carmody;

17   seconded by Dr. Wilson.

18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye" for

19   that deferral.

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Motion carries.
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 1               MR. MILLS:

 2                   Thank you.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Calumet is deferred.

 5                   Now, we still have a motion on the floor

 6   for the ones that have zero jobs to be denied because

 7   they were filed after the date and had zero jobs.

 8                   Any further discussion from the public

 9   concerning that motion?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   And all these were filed after June the

13   24th?

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   These have all been filed between --

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   Yes.  These were all filed after June

18   the 24th.  We cannot not accept them because the final

19   rules haven't been promulgated.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

22               (Several members respond "aye.")

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   All opposed with a "nay."

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   No.  This was a deferral; is that

 2   correct?

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   No.  This was for denial.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   Oh, no, if it's for denial, no.  I'm for

 7   that.  Don't tell him I said that.  I'm for that.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   For the record, Robert is not voting

10   against denying.  He is voting to deny the ones that had

11   zero jobs.  Robert Adley.

12                   Motion carries.

13                   Now, we'll take up the ones that had

14   jobs that were Miscellaneous Capital Additions starting

15   with the, I guess, Bancroft, all of the ones -- Ms.

16   Cheng, all of the ones with zero jobs have been denied

17   unless they were deferred.

18               MS. CHENG:

19                   20170138, Bancroft Bag, Inc. in Ouachita

20   Parish.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   So it had six jobs.

23                   Is there a representative from Bancroft

24   Bag?

25                   Again, I'm going to point this out, this
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 1   was a Miscellaneous Capital Addition application that

 2   was received after the executive order.

 3                   Is there a motion to deny?

 4                   Made by Mr. Moller.

 5                   Is there a second?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   It was made after the executive order.

 9   MCAs are no more.

10               MR. BARHAM:

11                   Okay.  All right.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Seconded by Mr. Fajardo.

14                   Is there any comment from the public

15   concerning Bancroft Bag motion to deny?

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

19               (No response.)

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   I think we'll have to do a rollcall

22   vote.

23               MR. FAVALORO:

24                   Mr. Adley.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   I'm sorry.  We have questions.

 2                   Yes, Dr. Wilson.

 3               DR. WILSON:

 4                   Do the rules call for whether or --

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   That is my understanding of the new

 7   rules.

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   We have to take these up because the new

10   rules have not been promulgated and we cannot hold on to

11   them at LED.  The Board has to take action on them.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Ms. Malone.

14               MS. MALONE:

15                   Do we have to take action individually?

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   There are some I believe that would like

18   to have their voices heard.

19               SECRETARY PIERSON:

20                   So would you take those that are present

21   and --

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   That will be fine.  Good idea.  All

24   right.

25               MR. FABRA:
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 1                   Just a question for clarity for me, Mr.

 2   Chairman.  If the new rules are not promulgated, does

 3   the executive order take preference?  I mean, I'm just,

 4   you know.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   I'm going to let the attorneys --

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   Just to make this clear, regardless of

 9   whether the rules have been promulgated or not, when it

10   hits his desk, he's going to act according to these new

11   rules.  We can dance around it all we want to, and if

12   you want to send it to him, that's fine, but he's going

13   to follow the rules and I'm going to vote with him.

14               MS. CLAPINSKI:

15                   So the executive order right now is in

16   place governs what the Governor said his action will be

17   on these items.  The rules were written to be in

18   compliance with the executive order, so right now, the

19   rules do not bind the Board to deny, but the intention

20   of the Governor, even if they hit his desk, is to deny

21   these applications.

22               MR. FABRA:

23                   Thank you.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   All right.  In this case, we're going to
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 1   divert from this.  We are going to have the people that

 2   would like to speak that are on this list for

 3   Miscellaneous Capital Additions made during the year

 4   2016, application submitted timely, to plead their case

 5   specifically to their own applications.

 6               MR. MANN:

 7                   Good morning.  Melissa Mann with

 8   CenturyLink.

 9                   CenturyLink made this investment

10   beginning in January of 2016 --

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Which one are we doing?  Is this

13   Marketing?

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   This is 20170114, Century Marketing

16   Solutions in Ouachita Parish.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Please proceed, Ms. Mann.

19               MS. MANN:

20                   As I said, this project was started

21   January of 2016.  The installation was completed in May

22   of 2016, then the, you know, the executive order came

23   out in June 24th of 2016, so this project, the

24   investment was made in advance of the executive order,

25   but under the previous process with MCAs, when you made
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 1   your investment, you then applied by March 31st of the

 2   following year.  So that's the reason that this

 3   application came after the executive order, although

 4   this investment was all made in advance.  So that's why

 5   we're here today in this position.

 6                   This was a $3.5-million investment that

 7   resulted in six direct new jobs.  This was work that was

 8   being done in Texas.  We brought work back to Louisiana

 9   through this under this Century Marketing Solutions.

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   So, in essence, what has occurred with

12   your application is no different than what had occurred

13   with those that we took up earlier that were actually

14   filed and completed prior to 24th where we said if

15   they're tied to jobs, we accept it.  If they don't have

16   any jobs, we don't.  It's my understanding that you have

17   added new jobs.

18               MS. MANN:

19                   Correct.

20               MR. ADLEY:

21                   And so if you were in that rule, by our

22   own action, we would have approved that.

23               MS. MANN:

24                   Correct.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   And I have to tell you, I don't think

 2   that the Governor's office has any objection whatsoever

 3   to doing that with your application simply because that

 4   is what we had done with the others.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All right.  Thank you, Mr. Adley.

 7                   Representative Carmody.

 8               MR. CARMODY:

 9                   Yes, sir.  I'll go ahead and move in

10   favor of Century Marketing Solutions in that they

11   created jobs.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   All right.  Seconded by Secretary

14   Pierson.

15                   Any comments from the public?

16                   Please step forward.  Please identify

17   yourself.

18               MR. BAGERT:

19                   Roderick Bagert with Together Louisiana.

20                   There's a strange sensation of being in

21   this situation because at some point one starts to hope

22   that some things are settled, and the Governor's

23   executive order couldn't be more clear and explicit on

24   directly this point.  Section 2 reads, "For all pending

25   contractural applications for which no advanced
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 1   notification is required under the rules of the Board of

 2   Commerce & Industry, except for such contracts that

 3   provide for new jobs at completed manufacturing plants

 4   or establishments.  This order is effective

 5   immediately."  And then further on, it explicitly says,

 6   "Any further applications submitted subsequent to June

 7   24th, 2016 that are Miscellaneous Capital Additions that

 8   do not have advanced notices are no longer eligible."

 9                   On the day that the Governor announced

10   and signed his executive order, he sat right there and

11   he said, "We have scratched the constitutional

12   definition of addition and expansion beyond all

13   reasonable interpretation."  Where routine replacements

14   of machinery are being considered additions and

15   expansions of new manufacturing, this entire category of

16   Industrial Tax Exemption, one could argue is not

17   acceptable under the constitution.

18                   The Governor now has said, "We're

19   setting the deadline.  Any created jobs -- that created

20   jobs before that we can consider."  This is clearly not

21   an in that category.  This was not submitted at the time

22   that the Governor signed his executive order, and to

23   make this exception would be to do something that this

24   Board has not yet done, which was to explicitly and

25   directly counteract the intention of the Governor.
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 1               MR. PIERSON:

 2                   You said she said January '16, not

 3   January '17.

 4               MR. BAGERT:

 5                   When she made the investments.  When

 6   they made the investment, not the submission of

 7   application.  Most of the MCAs are retroactive in terms

 8   of when the actual investments were being made.  This

 9   entire year we'll see MCAs or applications submitted in

10   Calendar Year 2017 on investments made in the prior

11   calendar year because that's how MCAs are structured.

12   So to create this loophole would be to say, "We are

13   going to have a different interpretation from what the

14   Governor said and we're not going to make it not when

15   they were submitted, but when the investments were

16   made," which is categorically not what the Governor's

17   executive order intended.

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   I'm going to back up and make it very

20   clear that the Governor felt very strongly that those

21   that -- we never expected nor saw those that came in did

22   the work before and then they filed at the end because

23   that the process.  When I discussed this issue with him,

24   the language that you just read a minute ago about jobs,

25   what he pointed to, he told me, if they create jobs,
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 1   yes.  If they don't create jobs, no.  I went to this

 2   application and looked to make sure jobs were being

 3   created here, and I see that they are.  So is your

 4   objection to the fact that the jobs that they were lying

 5   on jobs or is it that you're saying this is not

 6   manufacturing?

 7               MR. BAGERT:

 8                   The standard of job creation or no job

 9   creation is in play in the executive order for

10   Miscellaneous Capital Addition applications submitted

11   prior to June 24th, 2016.  That standard is not relevant

12   to applications submitted subsequent to June 24th, 2016.

13   This application was submitted subsequent to June 24th,

14   2016, therefore, the distinction between whether or not

15   it created jobs isn't relative in the view of the

16   Governor's executive order.  It is a new application

17   submitted after the Governor's executive order.  The

18   executive order applies Miscellaneous Capital Additions

19   for when the initial exemption was submitted should not

20   be eligible.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Secretary Pierson.

23               SECRETARY PIERSON:

24                   I hear part of your argument as an

25   interpretation of what the Governor seeks to address
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 1   here.  The Governor will get that chance.  This will

 2   pass across his desk.  It's a motion and we're happy to

 3   receive the discussion today, but it's the Board that's

 4   taking that position as to their interpretation of this.

 5   We're seeing jobs come to Louisiana from Texas that are

 6   created by this investment that was money spent, the

 7   pathway forward prior to this executive order being at

 8   issue.  So we recognize the difference of opinion, but

 9   we don't have the final say.  This is part of the

10   process.

11               MR. BARHAM:

12                   And in this case, all of the work was

13   completed prior to the executive order being issued.

14               MR. BAGERT:

15                   Under that standard, Miscellaneous

16   Capital Additions would still apply for time in

17   mourning, but this is a very troubling precedent and

18   something this Board has not yet done.

19               SECRETARY PIERSON:

20                   So they'll sign them in the future as

21   projects because they'll know that they're projects, and

22   that's the way that we'll want them packaged and they

23   will file advanced notifications and they will come to

24   us with more than five jobs and they'll qualify.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Mr. Miller.

 2               MR. MILLER:

 3                   My question is for Century Marketing.

 4                   This is a project.  It wasn't

 5   necessarily a Miscellaneous Capital Addition; is that

 6   correct?  It was going to be under $5-million, so you

 7   didn't have to do an advanced notification.

 8               MS. MANN:

 9                   That is correct.  This was a new

10   investment, a new project that we felt was under the

11   $5-million threshold, so we went through the MCA

12   process.

13               MR. MILLER:

14                   Okay.  If so, I think that answers my

15   question.  It's a brand new project.  It's not even a

16   Miscellaneous Capital Addition.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   That's what I'm reading here.

19               MR. MILLER:

20                   It was a small project and so...

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   It says, Century Marketing Solutions

23   placed in service two new pieces of equipment in 2016 to

24   further enhance their operations and allow them to make

25   consumer demand."  This Board encourages that.  I mean,
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 1   that's what we're here for, to meet consumer demand,

 2   create jobs.

 3               MR. MILLER:

 4                   And I guess that's it.

 5                   Mr. Roderick, you're asking us -- in

 6   meetings previously you asked us to put it in front of

 7   the Governor and do something different, don't just

 8   follow rules.  That's what we're doing.  We're taking on

 9   our responsibility to the Board what we believe is

10   beneficial to Louisiana, and I believe these people came

11   in good faith, did everything they thought they were

12   supposed to do.  If they had done just an advance

13   notification, even though it was under $5-million,

14   they'd be fine right now.  There wouldn't be any

15   question whatever.  And there's a lot of these questions

16   in meetings before that many of these Miscellaneous

17   Capital Additions truly are projects, they just dont --

18   they're going in underneath, so they just did it this

19   way and they added them up.  So I think this is one of

20   those exceptions.  You don't make rules for the

21   exception.  You have rules, then there are exceptions.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   All right.  Question's been called.

24                   Any further discussion?

25               (No response.)
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 1                   All in favor of -- I'm sorry.  Go back

 2   to the motion.  The motion was to approve all of the

 3   ones with jobs.

 4                   Any further discussions?

 5               (No response.)

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   From the public?

 8                   Yes, one more gentleman that wants to

 9   address the board.

10                   I'm sorry.  This one is Century

11   Marketing specific.  Let's do Century Marketing

12   specifically.

13                   Question has been called.

14                   All in favor of passing the request for

15   exemption for Century Marketing Solutions indicate with

16   an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed.

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.

23                   All right.  So are there any other

24   members of the public that are here associated with

25   Miscellaneous Capital Additions that created jobs who
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 1   would like to address this situation?  If so, please

 2   come forward.

 3                   Sir.

 4               MR. DAVIS:

 5                   My name is William Davis.  I'm with the

 6   Stupp Corporation.  This is in regards to Application

 7   20170149, what's called as a Miscellaneous Capital

 8   Addition.  This is new manufacturing capacity.  It is

 9   not replacement.  It is not environmental requirements.

10   It does provide six new jobs, and production was

11   completed in 2016.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   And when was it completed?

14               MR. DAVIS:

15                   In June of 2016, and I don't have the

16   exact date unfortunately.  I know it falls within a very

17   time limited.

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   You're suggesting to us that you're

20   creating new jobs, but your application says zero; is

21   that correct?

22               MR. DAVIS:

23                   No, sir.  It says six.  The application

24   says six.

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   We deferred the one that had zero jobs,

 2   and we left the one that --

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   You created six jobs?

 5               MR. DAVIS:

 6                   Yes, sir.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   We're fixing to approve it.

 9               MR. DAVIS:

10                   Oh, I'm sorry.  That wasn't my

11   understanding.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   But I think that's part of the

14   confusion, Robert.  It still had to be completed before

15   June 24th.  All of the rest of these had to be completed

16   before June 24th, also.  Even though these created jobs,

17   June 24th is the drop dead date.

18                   In the case of Century Marketing, their

19   project was initiated and completed prior to June 24th.

20   Yours is going to need to be evidenced that you were

21   completed before June 24th.

22               MR. DAVIS:

23                   The project was initiated in 2015, but

24   it wasn't completed until June 2016.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Before June 24th?

 2               MR. DAVIS:

 3                   I can't confirm that date,

 4   unfortunately.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   I think that's an important factor.

 7               MR. DAVIS:

 8                   I understand.  And it wasn't -- because

 9   it was under $5-million, it wasn't filed with an advance

10   notification attached.  It was filed as an individual

11   project, but it is -- it's a standalone, new expansion

12   in a manufacturing capacity of the current existing one.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   So what's the pleasure of the Board?

15                   The motion has been made to defer the

16   Stupp application until you can validate and verify the

17   completion date.

18               MR. DAVIS:

19                   Yes, sir.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   Second by Dr. Wilson.  The motion was

22   made by Robert Barham, Mr. Barham.

23                   Any further discussion?

24               (No response.)

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Any comments from the public?

 2                   I'm sorry.

 3               MR. FAJARDO:

 4                   I want to make it clear.  I know that we

 5   have two applications, so we're going to defer the one

 6   application, but we're denying the other?

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   No.  Ultimately both of them will be

 9   deferred for no job creation.

10               MR. FAJARDO:

11                   Okay.  I'm just making sure.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Correct.

14                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

15               (Several members respond "aye.")

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All opposed with a "nay."

18               (No response.)

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Motion carries.

21               MR. DAVIS:

22                   Thank you.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Now, we have the ones -- I'm sorry.

25   Please step forward, identify yourself and your
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 1   application.

 2               MR. PATE:

 3                   Good morning, or good afternoon, I

 4   guess, now.  My name is Bob Pate.  I'm the Accounting

 5   Manager for FMT Shipyard & Repair.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   FMT.  That's Application Number

 8   20170084, FMT Shipyard & Repair.

 9               MR. PATE:

10                   That is correct.  Thank you.  Thank you

11   for allowing me to speak today.  I just want to point

12   out a couple of things in our application.  Yes, we did

13   add jobs.  We added a new division to our company.  We

14   added approximately 30 jobs with this new division of

15   building 120-foot tow boats.  These jobs were moved from

16   Alabama to Louisiana.  We do think that's important.

17   The jobs -- excuse me.  The process of making these

18   asset acquisitions was begun approximately January 1st,

19   2016.  There were numerous components to this.  There

20   was equipment.  There were land improvements that were

21   made.  Some of those improvements -- and there is a list

22   that was attached to the application.  Slabs that had to

23   be constructed, electrical improvements that had to be

24   made, gas line expansions.  That, in total, took, that

25   was approximately a million two of the 2.5-million just
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 1   in those components.

 2                   That's not something that I can go buy

 3   off the shelf.  It takes a period of time, and I'm

 4   willing to -- I didn't look at the dates here, but they

 5   were begun in January, probably did not complete prior

 6   to June 24th.  Okay?

 7                   And, in addition, the equipment that was

 8   purchased here, there was one item here, $832,000 for a

 9   used crane.  That was purchased in March of 2016.  The

10   application for Miscellaneous Capital Additions does not

11   require a date or list a date.  I'd be happy to go back

12   and do that if that makes a difference in whether our

13   application would be approved, denied or deferred.

14                   As far as --

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   So let me ask you this related to the

17   crane.  Were you able to place the crane in service

18   prior to the completion of the rest of the construction?

19               MR. PATE:

20                   Yes, sir, we were.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   And did you?

23               MR. PATE:

24                   Yes, we did.  Yes.  It was delivered

25   early April 2016.  We purchased it, it was purchased
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 1   from an out-of-state company, so it would qualify for

 2   Industrial Tax Exemption, and it was purchased prior to

 3   April -- excuse me.  Well, in March of 2016 and was

 4   delivered April.  It was on eight trucks that it had to

 5   be delivered to our physical location.

 6                   So it, again, we were within the rules

 7   at the time, and the rules say that if it's less than

 8   $5-millian, you accumulate all of the purchases and then

 9   apply once after yearend and prior to March 31st of the

10   following year, which is what we did.  So I would ask

11   your consideration that we were within the rules.  We

12   had no prior knowledge of the Governor's decision to

13   change the rules after the fact.  And, you know, I

14   understand why you're making these decisions, and God

15   bless the -- but we would appreciate your consideration

16   of this activity.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Are there any questions by any Board

19   members of Mr. Pate?

20                   Motion has been made to approve by

21   Mr. Fabra.

22                   Is there a second?

23                   Seconded by Mr. Williams.

24                   And that's to approve it in its

25   entirety.
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 1               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 2                   Steve, we don't have a quorum.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   I don't think we have a quorum.  They'll

 5   be back in a moment.

 6                   So a lot of our quorum, we were talking

 7   about FMT Shipyard & Repairs and a motion was made to

 8   approve it in its entirety and I would like to entertain

 9   a discussion on that concerning what was spent.

10                   Mr. Pierson, you want to talk about it

11   or you want me to -- okay.

12                   So the motion has been made to approve

13   it in its entirety, and it's been properly seconded to

14   approve in its entirety.  The question that I have for

15   this Board is maybe a substitute motion.  The dollars

16   that were spent for assets that were received prior to

17   the issuance of the executive order, that those be

18   approved if it's not.  Mr. Bank, if it's 90 percent,

19   then it's 90 percent.  If it's 20 percent, then it's 20

20   percent.  But going back and forth in my head, I

21   understand the executive order, but our industries and

22   our companies who really do value spent money during

23   that period of time, and if they had known that this

24   executive order was coming, then the could have filed an

25   advance or they would have filed an advance and then
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 1   everything would have been eligible because these were

 2   projects.  So that's my thought.

 3                   Any discussion on that?

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   I have to get a second.  I don't know --

 7               MR. FABRA:

 8                   Mr. Chairman, I just got this little

 9   point of information.  I mean, if we are going to

10   continue to look at each one of these applications on an

11   individual basis, then we can't do a clean sweep.  We

12   are going to have to look at each one and find out the

13   exact completion date of each project.  I mean, if we

14   are going to go through that process, you know, if it's

15   got to meet that certain deadline, then we have to give

16   that consideration.  I was under the impression that --

17   I understand the fact that the MCAs in compliance with

18   the executive order are they're gone after that said

19   date, but I do understand that it was discussed that if

20   the Governor looks at these applications and these are

21   projects, not additions, and it creates jobs, then I

22   don't think he's going to have any issues with action

23   taken on job creation.

24                   So I'm just kind of confused on back and

25   forth, you know, first a clean sweep on a motion, if it
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 1   creates job now, there's some deadlines involved, and,

 2   you know.  So if we are going to do it, let's go

 3   individually and look at the completion dates of each

 4   project, or if the Governor's not going to have an issue

 5   and it creates jobs, let's just do a clean sweep across

 6   the board and move forward.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   All right.  So as we pointed out, we do

 9   have a motion and a second on FMT.  There's no

10   substitute motions on it, so we'll call for the vote.

11                   All in favor of approval for FMT

12   Shipyard & Repair, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.)

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.  FMT is approved.

19                   I think that is what I was trying to do

20   is have the companies that were here come up and plead

21   their cases.  The companies that are not here -- are

22   there any other companies that have not been heard.  If

23   so, raise your hand.

24                   One, two.  Just two companies.  So we're

25   kind of going along that line, and then we'll have to
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 1   decide what we'll do with the ones that are not here and

 2   are not pleading their case.

 3                   Ma'am, if you'll please step forward,

 4   and, sir, if you'll be on deck.

 5               MS.

 6                   I'm Melinda Maxwell.  I'm the Financial

 7   Director with Shield Pack in West Monroe.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   I'm sorry.  Which one?

10               MS. MAXWELL:

11                   Shield Pack in West Monroe.

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   That's 20170083, Shield Pack, LLC in

14   Ouachita Parish.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   The name again, please.

17               MS. CHENG:

18                   Shield Pack.

19               MS. MAXWELL:

20                   Shield Pack, Shield, S-H-I-E-L-D.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All right.  Go ahead, ma'am.  Don't wait

23   on me to be looking.

24               MS. MAXWELL:

25                   Okay.  We made several additions to
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 1   position and strengthen our company growth in the IBC

 2   market.  IBC is intermediate mediate bulk containers.

 3   We sell to chemical companies for hygroscopic resins.

 4                   We also are entering and growing into

 5   the market for aseptic and non-aseptic food products.

 6   This is not a market that we've served heavily in the

 7   past, but we've invested a lot into this market, and

 8   while we did create six jobs last year, we invested

 9   heavily in equipment.  You have to understand the

10   testing process in order to get into this market,

11   because what you would do, you would probably most

12   likely and what we have done is we will hand make five

13   to 10 packages and send to a food company and they will

14   test those.  If we pass that test, then the next year --

15   and we're talking about the harvest seasons of oranges

16   or tomatoes or sweet potatoes and all kinds of fruits.

17   And so then the next season, you may get to test 100

18   liners, and if you pass that, then you get maybe 10,000

19   liners.  And so it may be four years past your

20   investment where we will receive job growth tied to our

21   investment, so it's a lag there.  This makes it very

22   difficult for me to show these jobs that we are hoping

23   to create because, right now, we're sold out on the

24   first ship and we certainly hope and expect, you know,

25   if our studies come through, that we will be able to
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 1   sell out the second and third shipment of those

 2   machines, and that's what our goal is.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   Ma'am, I'm going to say this because I

 5   just think the committee needs to hear this.  A moment

 6   ago when we had our vote, our 9/6 vote, since that time,

 7   I've just kind of sat here and just waited for things to

 8   play out and let the Board do whatever it's going to do,

 9   but I'm here to tell you that when it gets to the

10   Governor's desk, there is no assurance that he's not

11   going to expressly interpret his executive order.  So,

12   you know, you can do whatever you want to.  It's still

13   got to go to him, and I just didn't want to get your

14   hopes that the Board's doing things with no assurance

15   that it's going to the Governor's approval.

16               MS. MAXWELL:

17                   You know, if I had a project that had

18   started, and some of these things that are included here

19   started early in last year, prior to the executive

20   order, there was no opportunity for me to file an

21   advanced notification because I was already into the

22   project.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   Right.

25               MS. MAXWELL:
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 1                   So I did not have the opportunity to

 2   file that.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   Let me just -- when I read your

 5   application, which there's not many of them I didn't

 6   have questions on, I didn't have any on yours because it

 7   clearly looked like you were doing the right thing, for

 8   whatever it's worth.

 9               MS. MAXWELL:

10                   Thank you.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Any other questions by any of the Board

13   members?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Do you have your expenditures scheduled

17   in when you put that equipment into service?  I'm going

18   to go back on that a bit because I do believe that's a

19   factor on how this is done for this Board.

20               MS. MAXWELL:

21                   When it's completed, no.  I don't have

22   the schedules with me, no, but it was completed, you

23   know, during this period.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   During the entire year?

0174

 1               MS. MAXWELL:

 2                   Yeah.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   So I hate to say this, and being --

 5               MS. MAXWELL:

 6                   I know one large piece of equipment was,

 7   I think it was, pretty early.  We spend anywhere from

 8   probably 40 to $120,000 on molds because every different

 9   customer that we go to has a different filling equipment

10   and we have to make molds, and so those were investments

11   that we're making throughout the year and had several of

12   those injection molds, equipment.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   I guess without knowing that, I'm

15   reluctant to approve these because these expenditures

16   could have began, you know, July the 1st and been on the

17   second half of year and people are just rolling the

18   dice.  I don't feel that that's fair to put the Governor

19   in that position.  I don't feel it's fair to this Board.

20   So without knowing that information personally, I'm

21   reluctant to vote for them.

22               MS. MAXWELL:

23                   I do think what we spent last year would

24   have been budgeted in the previous year, so it would

25   have been budgeted at the end of 2015 for the 2016
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 1   application, so even though the money was spent in '16,

 2   the process started in '15.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   But it still would have been, in my

 5   eyes, had to have been spent before the June 24th

 6   deadline, which everyone knew.  They knew after June

 7   24th MCAs are ineligible.  So if someone wanted to do

 8   something in that period of time, they --

 9               MS. MAXWELL:

10                   It's not like a down payment on a piece

11   of equipment in March and receive that piece of

12   equipment until December and it may not get installed,

13   so that, you know, I've got long time periods here that

14   I'm dealing with.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Sure.  I understand.

17               MS. MAXWELL:

18                   But definitely, we are, you know, we

19   want to grow our business and we're investing a lot of

20   money.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   We want you to, too.  Please don't take

23   this --

24               MS. MAXWELL:

25                   We're really working on that one.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   -- this line of questioning being

 3   opposed.  We want to support you.

 4                   So is there a motion or is there a

 5   discussion on the remaining ones in addition to this

 6   one?

 7               (Inaudible.)

 8               That's why we need verification that the

 9   investments they made prior to the executive order,

10   which is --

11               MS. MAXWELL:

12                   Was it made or was it started prior to

13   that.

14               MR. BARHAM:

15                   If you make a deposit, you said you made

16   a deposit.

17               MS. MAXWELL:

18                   I'm sorry.  I can't understand you.

19               MR. BARHAM:

20                   I'm sorry.  You said you made a deposit.

21   You believe you made a deposit.

22               MS. MAXWELL:

23                   We do that frequently.

24               MR. BARHAM:

25                   You want to defer and come back and
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 1   warrant to us the time that you're looking at on your

 2   investments?

 3               MS. MAXWELL:

 4                   Yeah, we can give a time limit on, you

 5   know, everything, definitely, you know, from the time

 6   that, you know, that the plans were drawn for and then,

 7   you know, the initial down payments to the delivery to

 8   the final selection.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   We have a motion to defer made by

11   Mr. Barham; seconded by Representative Carmody.

12                   Any further discussions on the deferral?

13               (No response.)

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All in favor of the deferral, indicate

16   with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed with a "nay."

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.  We look forward to

23   seeing you back here in June.

24                   All right.  We have -- there's some

25   more?  I'm sorry.  One more person.
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 1                   Oh, yes, sir.  Please step forward.

 2               MR.

 3                   Good afternoon.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Please identify yourself and who you

 6   represent.

 7               MR.

 8                   My name is Bernie David.  I represent

 9   Compass Minerals Louisiana.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Compass, C-O-M-P-A-S-S?

12               MR. DAVID:

13                   Yes, sir.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All right.  Bear with us.

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   20170169, Compass Minerals Louisiana,

18   Inc. in St. Mary Parish.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   All right.  Go ahead.

21               MR. DAVID:

22                   We just want to say couple things about

23   our application.  We, as you'll see on our application,

24   we did not add any full-time jobs because of any these

25   capital improvements, but we did spend, you know,
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 1   upwards of 5-million bucks on some things that really

 2   helped our manufacturing facility and helped out our

 3   local economy.  Again, going back to the lady who was

 4   before me, you know, these projects were completed at

 5   different times during 2016.  They weren't all completed

 6   before or after June.  If that has any impact.

 7                   We also made a general rule of thumb

 8   where we could use local suppliers and local vendors to

 9   complete these projects.  I have a listing of a lot of

10   those that we used and I think we submitted on our

11   application or some backup documentation.  We just want

12   you guys to consider us for acceptance of our

13   application.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All right.  Thank you.

16                   Any questions by any of the Board

17   members?

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   I show zero jobs; is that right?

20               MR. DAVID:

21                   That is correct, no additional jobs, but

22   we do employ about 170 people.  These were all capital

23   projects to help us out in manufacturing, become more

24   efficient, things like that, but, no, no direct hires

25   because of this.
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 1               MR. ADLEY:

 2                   Add when you say you manufacturing salt,

 3   just give me some example.  I assume you you're not

 4   making salt.  What are you doing?

 5               MR. DAVID:

 6                   We mine salt.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   You mine salt?

 9               MR. DAVID:

10                   Yes, sir.  We are a salt mine, so we are

11   a unique, I suppose, type of industry for Louisiana

12   because there's not a whole lot of salt mines, but part

13   of our operation, I suppose, could be considered mining

14   and some have, and the other part can be considered

15   manufacturing.  We're underground and we're actually

16   drilling and blasting for salt.  We run it through

17   different processes and then ship it out.  That part I

18   think would be considered manufacturing.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   But if you look at the other

21   applications that the Board has decided to either defer

22   or grant, they were all tied to jobs.  You're telling us

23   there are no jobs associated with this one?

24               MR. DAVID:

25                   No, sir.  That is correct.  Now, that
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 1   doesn't mean that potentially because of this in the

 2   future, we may have some jobs because of this, but right

 3   now, no.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   I got it.  Thank you.  I appreciate your

 6   honesty.  Thank you very much.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   I believe we've already voted on the

 9   ones that had zero jobs.

10               MS. CHENG:

11                   That's correct.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   I thought so.

14                   Is there any action to reconsider this

15   one?

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   No.

19                   Thank you for your comments.

20               MR. DAVID:

21                   All right.  Thank you.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Anyone else from the public for any of

24   the jobs or any of the companies?

25                   Please step forward.  I know you're not
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 1   with a company.  Please step forward, identify yourself.

 2               MS. DUNN:

 3                   My name is Ann Dunn and I'm with

 4   Together Louisiana and this is just a general comment on

 5   all of these that have been received after June the

 6   24th.  To reiterate what the executive order says, the

 7   Governor very specifically says the applications for

 8   Miscellaneous Capital Additions will not be approved or

 9   issued contracts by the Governor, and there's, of

10   course, an exception for those that were pending and

11   were filed before the June the 24th, but that does not

12   apply to these.

13                   I also want to point out that the

14   executive order also requires in Sections 5, 6 and 7

15   that the application include a cooperative endeavor

16   agreement with the State on a part of the applicant and

17   have an exhibit showing the approval of the local

18   government, and I know the rules are not yet in effect,

19   but the whole concept is a cooperative endeavor

20   agreement.

21                   As Secretary Pierson pointed out

22   earlier, it's really related to constitutional

23   provisions under the pledge of any kind of thing of

24   valuable belonging to the State, and this certainly is,

25   and so the whole idea of cooperative endeavor agreement
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 1   showing what the applicant will provide to the State as

 2   well as what the State is providing to the applicant is

 3   certainly something that ought to be very seriously

 4   considered by this Board.  And since the executive order

 5   is in effect and the Governor's going to be look at

 6   those issues, I particularly think that's important, as

 7   well as, of course, which we've talked about a lot in

 8   consideration of the committee, the commission's, rules,

 9   the whole idea of what do the local governments have to

10   say about this.

11                   So I just wanted to say, the executive

12   order is in effect.  There's an exception because we

13   know the ones here that were filed before June the 24th

14   and that did provide for jobs.  Aside from that, there's

15   no exceptions, so that's what the Governor has said.

16                   Thank you.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Thank you very much, Ms. Dunn.

19                   Are there any other questions at this

20   time from the Board?

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   All right.  At this time, we had a few

24   of the outliers and ones that did not have

25   representation here to address, so the Board now needs
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 1   to consider.  We had a package of zero jobs that had

 2   been eliminated.  We've had some deferrals.  We've

 3   approved one or two or three, but now we have some

 4   companies that were not represented here today, they do

 5   have jobs that they indicate that they have, but we

 6   don't know about the timing.  We don't have the ability

 7   to address the company specifically, so the Board is

 8   going to have to consider how they wish to proceed.

 9                   Representative Carmody.

10               MR. CARMODY:

11                   I would make a motion that these

12   applicants did show that they did create jobs, but

13   they're not here today, to go ahead and defer them to

14   allow them to come back before the Board and explain.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   All right.  And we'll notify them.

17               MR. CARMODY:

18                   Yes.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Is there a second to that?

21                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.

22                   All in favor of the motion to defer the

23   ones that were not discussed today, indicate with an

24   "aye."

25               (Several members respond "aye.")
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   All opposed with a "nay."

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Motion carries.

 6                   Please proceed.

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   I have 98 renewals --

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   Let me just ask a general question so we

11   don't have to go through all 98 of these.  These all

12   fall within prior to June 24th, the agreement that we

13   made on the five year and the five-year ITEP

14   applications and y'all have reviewed every one of them

15   and they meet all of the guidelines and requirements for

16   renewal?

17               MS. CHENG:

18                   Yes, sir.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   And they were done prior to the

21   executive order?

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   Correct.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Is there a motion to approve these in
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 1   globo?

 2                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by

 3   Major Coleman.

 4                   Any discussion from the public

 5   concerning the renewals?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any further discussion from the Board

 9   members?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.")

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.

19               MS. CHENG:

20                   I have 16 late renewals.  I do want to

21   mention, I provided y'all with a revised late renewal

22   agenda because there was an issue with the spreadsheet

23   showing 32,943,947 as the ad valorem.  That is

24   incorrect.  It's been corrected, and it would only be

25   610,835.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   And do we have representatives from the

 3   companies concerning their late renewals?

 4                   All right.  Please proceed.

 5               MS. CHENG:

 6                   We have 20100898, Blade Dynamics, LLC in

 7   Orleans Parish.  Their initial contract expired on 7/31

 8   of '16.  They requested their renewal on 9/21 of '16.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Is there a representative from Blade

11   Dynamics?

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   No representative from Blade Dynamics,

15   and they were two months late.  In the past, I believe

16   it's been one year when they're late, so is there a

17   motion to reduce their exemption by one year?

18               Mr. ADLEY:

19                   Now, wait a minute.  I'm trying to find

20   out exactly how we've been handling this.  When they

21   were late and they were here, we had penalized them by a

22   year?

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   Yes, sir.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   If they were not here at all --

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   They were denied.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   I believe we've been -- have we been

 6   denying them?

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   Yes, sir.

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   That's what I thought.  I think if we

11   follow consistency, we need to make a motion to deny

12   them because they have no representation here.

13               MR. PIERSON:

14                   What I would like to let the record

15   reflect, in terms of Blade Dynamics, they are located in

16   NASA Michoud where the tornado impacted their operations

17   with significant damage.  That is not a total excuse, I

18   do understand, but certainly I think it's a contributing

19   factor.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   This one was deferred at the last board

22   meeting already.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   This one was deferred?

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   At the last board meeting.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   Have we contacted them?

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   Yes, sir.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Is there a motion -- motion is to deny

 8   made by Mr. Fajardo; seconded by Dr. Wilson for denial

 9   of the renewal.

10                   Any discussion from the public?

11               (No response.)

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Any discussion from the Board?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Motion carries.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   20100221, Hydra Tech Systems, Inc. in

22   Ouachita Parish.  Their initial contract expired on

23   12/31/15.  Their late renewal was received 12/21 of '16.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Is there a representative from Hydra
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 1   Tech?

 2                   Were they asked last time -- have they

 3   been deferred before?

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   No, sir.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Okay.

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   I do want to mention that we do notify

10   all applicants that their renewals and applications are

11   coming before the Bard.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   They have all been notified?

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   Yes.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   What's the pleasure?

18                   Millie.

19               MS. ATKINS:

20                   I'd like to make a motion to defer this

21   one.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Motion to defer?

24               MS. ATKINS:

25                   Yes.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Is there a second?

 3                   By Representative Carmody.

 4                   Any further discussion from the public

 5   on this deferral for Hydra Tech Systems?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any further discussion from the Board

 9   members?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.")

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.

19               MR. CARMODY:

20                   Can I ask one question of the staff?

21                   When y'all contact these applicants and

22   let them know that the Board has moved to defer and we

23   will be convening at our next meeting and you give them

24   that date?

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   Yes, sir.

 2               MR. CARMODY:

 3                   They were aware that these are follow-up

 4   questions, you have a representative that will be

 5   attending and --

 6               MS. CHENG:

 7                   We tell them to have a representative

 8   attending and then -- we tell them it's been deferred

 9   and that it will go to the next board meeting.  And then

10   once we create this agenda, once it's final for the next

11   meeting, they're notified again.

12               MR. CARMODY:

13                   Okay.  That's proper notice, I would

14   think, constructive notice that the only other thing you

15   can tell them that the custom of the committee, that

16   those who don't appear, have been denied.  Just a

17   little -- all right.

18                   Thank you, sir.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Mr. Williams.

21               MR. WILLIAMS:

22                   I just wanted to point out,

23   Mr. Chairman, Blade Dynamics, we denied that one when

24   they requested two months after the expiration date, and

25   Hydra Tech was a full year after their expiration date
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 1   and we deferred it.  Just wanted to point that out.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   And I believe we had already deferred

 4   Blade once in a previous meeting.

 5               SECRETARY PIERSON:

 6                   Once.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   They were given a chance.

 9               SECRETARY PIERSON:

10                   So we'll give Hydra Tech once.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   We'll give them one shot to be deferred,

13   which is why I had asked them to be deferred before.

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   We have 20110187, Ardagh Glass in

16   Lincoln Parish.  Initial contract expired 12/31 of '15.

17   Late renewal was requested on 11/15 of '16.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Is there a representative from Ardagh

20   Glass here?

21                   Please step forward and identify

22   yourself.  Please identify yourself.

23               MR. SHONKWILER:

24                   Jeff Shonkwiler.  I'm the Tax Director

25   for Ardagh Glass.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   All right.  Can you tell us why you were

 3   late?

 4               MR. SHONKWILER:

 5                   We've had several of these in the past

 6   that the process had been for years that Lori Weber with

 7   LED would just send us the renewal forms when one of

 8   these were coming up, and we didn't receive the renewal

 9   forms and realized the next year after we filed our

10   property tax return that that one should have probably

11   been renewed and that's why it's late.  So we should

12   have caught it, but I think it was just change in the

13   process is why it slipped through the cracks.

14               MR. ADLEY:

15                   I just want to say that all of these

16   prior to you that have come in like that that were

17   depending upon them telling them, albeit, I don't know

18   if they had or they hadn't, these exceptions are for the

19   benefit of the company.  And as we have always pointed

20   out that it's critical that you file and that you file

21   on time, and unlike what people seem to think, that it's

22   just automatic, they send you a notice and everything

23   gets renewed, I hope after sitting through five or six

24   hours today, you recognize that that's not the case.

25   Under the law, we are limited to certain things that we
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 1   can and cannot do, I guess, approve or deny or limit.

 2   Now, what the Board has done in the past on all late

 3   renewals is to remove one year of the exemption, which

 4   is a 20 percent reduction, and I would make that motion

 5   again today.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Secretary Pierson.

 8               SECRETARY PIERSON:

 9                   Mr. Shonkwiler, did Lori send those to

10   Ardagh or did she send these documents to Saint-Gobain?

11               MR. SHONKWILER:

12                   She sent them to both.  Ardagh is

13   nothing more than a name change to Saint-Gobain

14   Containers.

15               SECRETARY PIERSON:

16                   And how long has the name change been in

17   effect?

18               MR. SHONKWILER:

19                   2014.

20               SECRETARY PIERSON:

21                   I'm just trying to look for -- we always

22   working towards staff improvement and process

23   improvement, so I'm trying to understand why anything

24   would have changed.  Of course, Lori Weber is no longer

25   with the department due to retirement.  Your company has
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 1   had a change of name.  I don't know personally at

 2   Saint-Gobain or Ardagh, you know, whether there were any

 3   personnel changes there, but just trying to understand.

 4   We think the onus is on the company to follow through,

 5   but certainly as a staff courtesy and staff

 6   responsibility that I direct that we try to make the

 7   most supportive efforts that we can, but at the end of

 8   the day, I don't feel like we can manage in 64 parishes

 9   all of the companies and when their renewals aren't

10   present.  We have to allow the corporate folks to do

11   that.

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   Secretary Pierson, there was a process

14   change internally.  Prior to 2014, we did send all of

15   the renewal documents to the company, but in 2014, we

16   had the company start requesting renewals from the

17   department.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   There's a motion on the floor.

20               MR. SHONKWILER:

21                   We always got them, so it was just there

22   was no notice there was going to be a change in

23   procedure.  I think the 20 percent reduction is fair,

24   but you asked me to explain, and that's our response.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   I do appreciate your explanation.

 2                   Motion has been made to reduce by one

 3   year the Industrial Tax Program.

 4                   Representative Carmody has seconded the

 5   motion.

 6                   Is there any further discussion on the

 7   motion?

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

11               (Several members respond "aye.")

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   All opposed with a "nay."

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Motion carries.

17                   Thank you, sir.

18               MS. CHENG:

19                   20110384, Calumet Lubricants Company, LP

20   in Webster Parish.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                    Are all of the Calumets represented by

23   the same individual?

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   Yes, sir.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Please step forward.

 3                   And you can finish reading.

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   Calumet, 20110385, Calumet Lubricants

 6   Company, LP in Bossier Parish; 20100329, Calumet

 7   Packaging, LLC in Caddo Parish; 20110386, Calumet

 8   Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo Parish;

 9   20110387, Calumet Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in

10   Caddo Parish; 20110388, Calumet Shreveport Lubricants &

11   Waxes, LLC in Caddo Parish; 20110389, Calumet Shreveport

12   Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo Parish; and 20110392,

13   Calumet Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo

14   Parish.  The initial contracts expired on 12/31 of '15.

15   We received late renewal on 12/19 of '16.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Please identify yourself and tell us why

18   you're late.

19               MR. MILLS:

20                   Robert Mills, Calumet Specialty Products

21   from Shreveport, and our tax director is in

22   Indianapolis, Indiana.  And I have heard a story that

23   involves prior, previous staff, and I really hate to get

24   into that she-said type of issue.  And if I can't, I

25   would respectfully ask to defer this, let my tax
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 1   director tell you that story.  I don't want to interpret

 2   what she told me, and I'm sure there's clerical error

 3   and oversight, especially on both parties' sides.  So,

 4   you know, if I can defer it and have her explain it,

 5   that's fine.  If you want to make a decision today, just

 6   treat me as you do everybody else, and I certainly can't

 7   complain about that.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   I want this committee to know something,

10   Robert.  I just told Mr. Carmody, you happen to be one

11   of the closest friends I have in the world, as you know,

12   and we've known each other for a long, long time and I

13   have all of the respect in the world for you.  And God

14   knows I hate to be standing here to vote against you,

15   but I have to tell you that it is the obligation of the

16   companies to get it in, and we have only three choices

17   by law.  We can either reject it outright or reduce it

18   or approve it, and we've not approved any that came in

19   late.  And early on, we decided that if it's a five-year

20   renewal, we remove one year, it's a 20 percent

21   reduction, meaning you'll get four years and not five.

22                   And in fairness, regardless of what they

23   would say, we really -- everybody's got a different

24   story about why and how it happens, but to be

25   consistent, I don't think we have any choice but to do
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 1   that.

 2               MR. MILLS:

 3                   As I said, just fair and consistent, and

 4   with 2,000 employees, I assure you, this is not my only

 5   problem.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   I'll take that as a motion.

 8               MR. CARMODY:

 9                   I'll second the motion.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Representative Carmody seconds.

12                   Any further discussion?

13               (No response.)

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

16               (Several members respond "aye.")

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   I am glad I told you to be sure and be

21   here today.  I am glad.  It would have been a denial

22   outright, so I'm glad you came.

23               MR. MOMS:

24                   There's a new day.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Ms. Cheng.

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   We have 20140960, CARBO Ceramics, Inc.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Is there a representative for CARBO

 6   Ceramics?

 7                   Please step forward and tell us why

 8   you're late.

 9               MS. TUCKER:

10                   I'm Katie Tucker, CARBO Ceramics' tax

11   manager.

12                   So we kind of sat here and explained why

13   we're late.  We actually requested renewal back in

14   before, I think, June 8th, 2016, before all of this kind

15   of went a different direction, but same excuse as

16   everyone else.  It just slipped through the cracks.  We

17   had, you know, personnel changes, and, also,

18   historically, before all of the changes, when you did

19   have a late renewal, it was just kind of automatically

20   approved.  It wasn't considered different, I think.  So,

21   I mean, we don't really have a good reason, but I will

22   say it was before June 24th, 2015, and hopefully that

23   would be considered.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Mr. Adley.
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 1               MR. ADLEY:

 2                   I appreciate your honesty and it gains

 3   you 80 percent being honest here today.

 4               MS. TUCKER:

 5                   It's been deferred many times because

 6   the first time that I did come and explain, you know,

 7   you guys had asked us to get local support, which we

 8   have done for the most part.  We haven't really been

 9   able to get in touch with the sheriff's office.  I

10   believe they have kind of their hands full with some

11   legal matters.

12                   Mr. Windham has kind of been helpful in

13   trying to help us contact them and get them, and it's

14   been unsuccessful, but I will say the parish council

15   approved the resolution to support all of our -- the

16   continuation of all of our contracts knowing that we are

17   in a downturn.  We have had some layoffs unfortunately.

18   The school aboard also approved it at a 12-to-1 vote, so

19   we do have local support for the most part.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All right.  Thank you, Ms. Tucker.

22                   Mr. Adley, I assume you are going to

23   make a motion?

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   Yes.  I think to be consistent, we
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 1   reduce it by 20 percent, meaning one year, and receive

 2   the ITEP for four.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.

 5                   Any further discussion?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   All in favor, please vote with an "aye."

 9               (Several members respond "aye.")

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All opposed with a "nay."

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion carries.

15               MS. TUCKER:

16                   While I'm up here, I just wanted to ask,

17   you know, again, months ago whenever we asked for just

18   our contract continuations --

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   We're going to do that all at once.

21               MS. TUCKER:

22                   I'm not sure I'm on there.

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   It's not on this one because they were

25   not in the group from December that were asked to come
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 1   back in April.  So the CARBO Ceramics contracts are not

 2   on this agenda.

 3               MS. TUCKER:

 4                   Is that able to change or we're done

 5   with CARBO for the day?

 6               MS. CHENG:

 7                   We're done.  We can add it to the June

 8   agenda.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Yeah, let's do it in June.

11               MS. TUCKER:

12                   Okay.  No problem.  Thank you.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Thank you.

15                   Ms. Cheng.

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   20110338, General Electric Company.  The

18   initial contract expired on 12/31/15 and late renewals

19   requested on 8/25 of '16.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   Is there a representative from GE,

22   General Electric?

23               (No response.)

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   Holy moly.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Wow.  All right.  Pleasure of the Board

 3   is to defer?

 4               MR. MILLER:

 5                   Is this their first time up or the

 6   second?

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Is this their first time?

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   I believe it was up one time and they

11   requested to defer it.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   Did you say it's General Electric?

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   Yes, sir.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   Fellows, ladies, clearly there are

18   enough employees in that facility to have somebody here

19   if it was that important to them.

20                   I'm going to move to deny.  I mean,

21   sooner or later you have to do that.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Is there a second?

24                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.  Moved by

25   Mr. Adley.
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 1                   Any discussion on the denial of General

 2   Electric's renewal?

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 6               (Several members respond "aye.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   All opposed with a "nay."

 9               (No response.)

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Motion carries.

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   20110529, Southern Recycling in Orleans

14   Parish.  Initial contract expired on 7/31 of '16.  Late

15   renewal was requested 12/29 of '16.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Representative -- yes.  Please step

18   forward and identify yourself.

19               MR. LEONARD:

20                   Jimmy Leonard with Advantous Consulting.

21               MR. DIEFENTHAL:

22                   Eddie Diefenthal with Southern

23   Recycling.

24               MR. LEONARD:

25                   We had five locations approved many
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 1   years ago for the exemption.  All five of those

 2   locations got entered into the deadline.  They were

 3   faced with the same deadline of this coming up the last

 4   December.  It was not until we started processing those

 5   locations that the erroneous deadline date for the

 6   Orleans Parish application got entered in.  Orleans

 7   Parish is the one parish of the state that has a

 8   different deadline from all of the exemption

 9   applications, and as you can see, it was filed along

10   with all of the other renewals, so it was -- what

11   brought us here today was a misstep in our tax calendar.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   So it's reduced, it will only be reduced

14   under the one parish?

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   Yes.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   All of the others will be at 100

19   percent?

20               MR. LEONARD:

21                   Yes.  All of the other locations were

22   filed timely in December.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   Then I would make the same motion for

25   the one that was late.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Motion made by Mr. Adley; seconded by

 3   Major Coleman.

 4                   Any further discussion on Southern

 5   Recycling?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 9               (Several members respond "aye.")

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All opposed with a "nay."

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion carries.

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   I have 10 changes in name.  This is for

17   Hunt Forest Products, Inc. for contracts 20090342,

18   20100314, 20110273, 20120364, 20130873, 20140314 and

19   20150381.  This is in Grant Parish.  They're changing

20   their name to Hunt Forest Products, LLC.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Is there a motion to approve the name

23   change?

24                   Made by Representative Carmody; seconded

25   by Mr. Williams.
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 1                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 2               (Several members respond "aye.")

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   All opposed with a "nay."

 5               (No response.)

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Motion carries.

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   We have Hunt Forest Products, Inc.,

10   Contracts 20100393, 20130874, 20150481 in LaSalle

11   Parish.  They're changing their name to Hunt Forest

12   Products, LLC.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion made by Representative Carmody;

15   seconded by Mr. Miller.

16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed with a "nay."

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   I have five transfers of Tax Exemption

25   contracts:  Nestle Health Sciences-Pamlab, Inc. in Caddo
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 1   Parish, 20120609, 20130503, 20140600, 20150395 and

 2   20161224.  They're being transferred to ALFASIGMA USA,

 3   Inc.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by

 6   Mr. Fajardo.

 7                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 8               (Several members respond "aye.")

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   All opposed with a "nay."

11               (No response.)

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Motion carries.

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   I have 15 contract cancelations.  I have

16   a correction to make on this first one, Entergy New

17   Orleans, Inc.-Michoud is not in Caddo Parish.  It's in

18   Orleans Parish.  And they're requesting to cancel all of

19   their active contracts because the facility is no longer

20   operational.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   So we'll take that motion in globo to

23   cancel all of their active contacts in the Orleans

24   facility.

25                   Is there are a motion?
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 1                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by

 2   Mayor Brasseaux.

 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 4               (Several members respond "aye.")

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All opposed with a "nay."

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Motion carries.

10               MS. CHENG:

11                   Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.,

12   20080132 and 20080878 in Vermilion Parish.  The facility

13   was closed.  The company requests cancelation.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   Cancelation motion by Major Coleman;

16   seconded by Ms. Malone.

17                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

18               (Several members respond "aye.")

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   All oppose with a "nay."

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Motion carries.

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   I have 14 special requests.  These are
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 1   the contract continuations that were brought before

 2   y'all in December and they were asked to go to their

 3   local governing authorities to receive approval for

 4   these contracts to be continued as they're currently

 5   idle.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   And I believe we have representation for

 8   Halliburton.

 9                   Please step forward.

10                   As you guys will -- guys and ladies will

11   remember, this was the idle facility that needed to get

12   the local support from their local bodies being the

13   police jury, the sheriff's office or the school board so

14   that the continuation of exemption can exist during this

15   economic downturn that we have in these areas.

16                   So please identify yourself.

17               MR. LEBLEU:

18                   Mr. Chairman, members of the Board, my

19   name is Doug Lebleu.  I'm representing Halliburton on

20   these idle facility requests.  I think we should just

21   start with Bossier.  I mean, I have three parishes.

22                   We do not have today what you requested.

23   You requested a letter from the sheriff's office

24   supporting the continuation, a resolution from the

25   school board and a resolution from the police jury.
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 1                   We began discussions with these entities

 2   in January.  I think we were on a pretty good track to

 3   the point where on April the 6th I traveled to Bossier

 4   from Baton Rouge to answer questions and concerns of the

 5   school board.  They had a finance committee on April 6th

 6   followed by a board meeting where I believe they were

 7   going to vote an recommendation to the finance committee

 8   to approve of this continuation.  About five minutes

 9   before the meeting started, the attorney for the school

10   board came up, introduced himself to me and informed me

11   that the agenda item was being pulled for consideration.

12   And when I ask why, he told me there seemed to be

13   confusion as to whether LED was actually -- or the Board

14   of Commerce & Industry was actually requiring this

15   particular resolution.

16                   At that point, I didn't have a whole lot

17   of credibility with them other than to simply say I'm

18   here at the direction of the board.  The folks at the

19   department have a different interpretation of what I

20   had, so that was their side of the story.  And I'm glad

21   Kristen's here because Kristen received a phone call

22   right prior to that meeting from the local economic

23   development official with a completely different

24   question.  It didn't have anything to do with the

25   continuation.
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 1                   As you know, this request that you made

 2   was not in the rules.  It was made to be in the support

 3   of what the Governor is attempting to accomplish here

 4   and that us get local involvement in the process.

 5                   Subsequent to that, we have not been

 6   rescheduled on the school board.  At this point, I

 7   really have to thank Chairman Windham, who has been

 8   involved in this process, not as an advocate for

 9   Halliburton, but as one who has picked up the phone and

10   called officials to explain to them what the intent of

11   the Board is what can he do to move the process along.

12   We have a deadline of April 26th.  In fact, last week he

13   had discussions with Mr. Bill Altimus, that's who the

14   parish school board --

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Let me interrupt you right there.

17   He's -- the police jury did send me a letter that I was

18   unable to print out and it basically asks for a

19   continuation.  It says, "Dear, sir," per me.  I called

20   all of these parishes and all of these entities.  "May

21   4th, '17, May 4, 2017 meeting, the Bossier Parish Police

22   Jury will have an item on its agenda to discuss the

23   continuation of Halliburton Industry Services Industrial

24   Exemption Contracts Numbers 24 and 24A for one

25   additional year.  This date is the first available date
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 1   for the police jury to meet and take any official action

 2   on this matter.  I apologize for any inconvenience this

 3   may cause.  If you have any questions or need any

 4   information, please let me know."

 5                   So we can defer again?

 6               MR. LEBLEU:

 7                   Mr. Chairman, that's what we would like

 8   to request, another deferment for two more months to see

 9   if we can wrap this process up, and we would really

10   appreciate your consideration for this.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   And that's just the Bossier because the

13   other ones came through.  I think we got something from

14   them.

15               MR. LEBLEU:

16                   We have everything done with them.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   So there's been a motion by

19   Representative Carmody; seconded by Dr. Wilson to defer

20   that one till the next board meeting to get those

21   letters of support.

22               MR. LEBLEU:

23                   Thank you very much.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Is there any discussion?
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 1               (No response.)

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 4               (Several members respond "aye.")

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All opposed with a "nay."

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. LEBLEU:

 9                   Cameron Parish, we have everything from

10   Cameron Parish that the Board required, and Ms. Cheng

11   has a copy of the resolutions and the letter from the

12   sheriff.

13                   The third one, Plaquemines Parish --

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All right.  Let's take care of the

16   second one then.

17               MR. LEBLEU:

18                   I'm sorry.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   For the second one, you have all of the

21   information, Ms. Cheng?

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   I do have it.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   And it's all in support?
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 1               MS. CHENG:

 2                   Yes.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Is there a motion to allow the

 5   continuation for the Cameron Parish contracts?

 6                   Made by Ms. Millie; seconded by Mr.

 7   Coleman.

 8                        All in favor -- any further

 9   discussion on that one?

10                   (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.")

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   That continuation is approved.

19               MR. LEBLEU:

20                   Thank you very much.

21                   Item number three for us is Plaquemines

22   Parish.  Again, we began discussions with Plaquemines

23   Parish officials back in the middle of January.  My

24   initial discussions were with the attorney for the

25   sheriff's office.  He informed me that there was going
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 1   to be a meeting between the school board, the police

 2   jury and the sheriff's office to discuss this issue.

 3   That meeting occurred.  They had a second meeting where

 4   they asked a member of LED staff to come in and explain

 5   exactly what was being required and what the

 6   implications were.  Then there was a third meeting on

 7   March 31st with that same group where I traveled to

 8   Belle Chasse, met with that group and answered their

 9   questions.

10                   We have not heard anything from any of

11   these entities since March 30th.  I spoke with

12   Representative Chris Leopold on Monday, and, again, I

13   can't tell you Chris Leopold, Representative Leopold, is

14   for this issue, but he's advocating the decision be

15   made.  So I know he's making the phone calls to try to

16   move the process along.  So we would request

17   consideration as we did for Bossier on this one, also,

18   for another two months to see if we can wrap the process

19   up.

20               MR. COLEMAN:

21                   Make a motion.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Motion has been made by Mr. Coleman to

24   defer for one more board meeting, two months; seconded

25   by Dr. Wilson.

0219

 1                   Any further discussion on this one?

 2                   Representative Carmody.

 3               MR. CARMODY:

 4                   Affirmation that Representative Leopold

 5   approached me and said that there was an effort on his

 6   part to try to get resolution for this, and he did ask

 7   for consideration for deferment today.

 8               MR. LEBLEU:

 9                   Thank you very much.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All right.  Thank you.

12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.")

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.

19               MR. LEBLEU:

20                   Thank you very much.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Thank you, Mr. Lebleu.

23                   I think that's going to be one of the

24   changes these rules move forward is getting some of

25   these bodies because I know personally I called Altimus
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 1   one, two, three times and sent him three or four

 2   e-mails, you know, just describing it.  I sent him

 3   copies of the minutes showing what we had asked so that,

 4   you know, as Doug said, what it required.  Well, no.  It

 5   was requested for one of your companies here, and if you

 6   want to support them, then we need something, and that's

 7   all we needed.

 8               MR. LEBLEU:

 9                   You know, if I could make one comment.

10   I had a little discussion yesterday with Deputy Miller

11   at the sheriff's office in Bossier, and everyone is

12   taking this process very seriously because, you know,

13   it's coming home to roost they may lose revenues here,

14   so everyone's thinking very, very seriously.  As he

15   explained to me, he said, "Doug, you know, we don't have

16   to think just about this issue and this project.  We're

17   setting a precedent here.  We've got to ask the right

18   questions.  We've got to make the right decisions."

19                   So, Secretary Pierson, as you had

20   indicated, we are going through a learning curve here,

21   and I know you're -- the problem is going to be

22   providing direction and how the steps might go, the

23   considerations that might be made, but it's been an

24   interesting process.  I've got to meet a lot of great

25   people.  I admire the locals and the incent and due
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 1   diligence they're doing on these.  So thank you.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   Thank you, Mr. Lebleu.

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   M-I SWACO, Contract 060022 in Cameron

 6   Parish.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Please identify yourself.

 9               MR. MURPHY:

10                   Richard Murphy, Duff & Phelps,

11   representing M-I SWACO.

12                   At the last April meeting, y'all asked

13   for the three resolutions and the letter, and I do have

14   those.  I've asked for photocopies of each.  We got that

15   e-mail last night.

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   If y'all want to see them, I can make

18   copies.

19               MR. MURPHY:

20                   We have the letters and the resolution.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   You'll verify them?

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   I do have them.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   You do?  They're all good?

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   Yes.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Is there a motion to approve the

 6   continuation of M-I SWACO?

 7                   Made by Mr. Miller; seconded by

 8   Mr. Ricky.

 9                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

10               (Several members respond "aye.")

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All opposed with a "nay."

13               (No response.)

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   Motion carries.

16               MR. MURPHY:

17                   Thank you.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Thank you, Richard.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   Now, we have Quality Iron Fabricators,

22   Inc. in Livingston Parish.

23               MR. LEONARD:

24                   Thanks to the help of David Bennett and

25   the Livingston Economic Development Council, we also
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 1   appear before you today with the necessary resolutions

 2   and letter from the sheriff's office.  We were able to

 3   get support from all of the requisite parts.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Great job.

 6                   Please identify yourself.

 7               MR. BENNETT:

 8                   David Bennett, President of the

 9   Livingston Economic Development Council.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All right.  Is there a motion to approve

12   for continuation?

13               MR. COLEMAN:

14                   I so move, sir.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Motion is made by Mr. Coleman; seconded

17   by Millie Atkins.

18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

19               (Several members respond "aye.")

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All opposed with a "nay."

22               (No response.)

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Motion carries.  Thank you.

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   This concludes the Industrial Tax

 2   Exemption portion of the agenda.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   All right.  Next on the agenda is

 5   Consideration of Public Comments on ITEP Program Rules

 6   from the March '17 Potpourri.

 7               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 8                   Good afternoon.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Please identify yourself.

11               MS. CLAPINSKI:

12                   Danielle Clapinski, Staff Attorney at

13   LED.

14                   I'm sure all of you remember we met in

15   February and y'all approved some additional substantive

16   changes to the rules.  Those substantive changes were

17   published as Potpourri in the March 2017 Edition of the

18   Louisiana Register.  That also necessitated additional

19   public hearing and an additional public comment period.

20   That was public hearing was held last Thursday.  I

21   believe y'all received an e-mail Monday afternoon with a

22   copy of the Potpourri with the -- I'm sorry -- the

23   public comments received as well as LED's recommendation

24   to approve or not approve based upon the public

25   comments.
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 1                   I don't know how in depth you guys want

 2   me to go, comment by comment, or...

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   It would really just be helpful if we

 5   heard whatever you heard because I think there were like

 6   three or four minor changes.

 7               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 8                   There were, I think, a total of five

 9   specific concerns addressed, and of those five, LED

10   recommends making changes based upon two of those

11   comments.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Secretary Pierson.

14               SECRETARY PIERSON:

15                   Please outline, just so there's

16   understanding in the record, the difference between a

17   substantive change and these, well, non-substantive or

18   tweaks or whatever.  I think it's important that

19   everyone understands that there's a boundary that we

20   can't change major things, but we can align better for

21   more efficiency.

22               MS. CLAPINSKI:

23                   Sure.  So I have spoken to the Louisiana

24   Register on a couple of the comments that we recommend

25   changes on.  They have deemed those changes
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 1   non-substantive.  That's because those changes are

 2   clarify or they don't change the intent or the action or

 3   what anyone has to do.

 4                   Some of the other suggested comments or

 5   suggested changes would be considered substantive

 6   changes.  For purposes of rule promulgation purposes, a

 7   non-substantive change, the next step for us is they are

 8   approved and only non-substantive changes are approved,

 9   an oversight committee report would be sent to the House

10   and Senate Commerce committees where they would have a

11   30-day period to call their own hearing on the rules,

12   and at that point in time, they either approve or

13   disapprove the rules.  If they choose not to call a

14   hearing during that 30-day period, we can pro/SWAED file

15   promulgation.

16                   If the Board decides to make any further

17   substantive changes to the rules, that will require us

18   to publish another Potpourri and have another public

19   hearing period and another public comment and public

20   hearing.  So that's the different tracks that we would

21   be on depending upon what you decide today.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   All right.  And can you give us, of

24   those five, just a highlight of what those comments

25   were?

0227

 1               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 2                   Sure.  And I'll go through it.  I think

 3   everyone received that document that lays out who

 4   attended the hearing and who submitted the written

 5   comments, and I don't think there are really any

 6   comments that were different than the written comments.

 7   They were just reiterated at the public hearing.

 8                   So the first set of written comments was

 9   from LIDEA.  Their first comment was dealing with

10   Section 501(a)(1) where there was a redundant use of the

11   term "tax exemption" in a sentence.  That has been there

12   since the first version of the rules, however, the

13   Register does deem it a non-substantive change.  It

14   doesn't hurt anything to remove that.  It doesn't change

15   to intent.  So the Department has recommended adoption

16   of that change.

17                   The second is a concern by LIDEA that

18   there is a potential conflict because we allow, you

19   know -- we require now under these new rules new jobs or

20   a compelling reason for the retention of jobs.  However,

21   under the disallowance of environmentally-required

22   capital upgrades, we say that those are upgrades

23   required to avoid filing closure of a company.  I think

24   the problem is we still don't believe we should be

25   incentivising something the company has to do, and it's
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 1   a requirement.  It's not -- you know, they may retain

 2   some jobs, but they're still not necessarily creating

 3   new jobs.  So we do not recommend making that change.

 4                   The third comment from LIDEA is

 5   regarding posting -- I think at the last board meeting,

 6   one of the changes that was adopted was that LED and its

 7   website would be a central point for the publication of

 8   the written notices from the companies that they send

 9   out to the local governing authorities because we needed

10   a time to start that 120-day period for them to make a

11   decision.  And it was decided that LED would publish

12   those to be sort of a centralized location for those to

13   our website.

14                   There was a concern that LED being the

15   body to do that would somehow misrepresent our role in

16   that process and that we had some authority over the

17   locals.  I think, you know, LED's recommendation is to

18   not -- they wanted to require the locals to post it on

19   their website instead of LED.  We don't recommend making

20   that change.  We do think there is benefit to a

21   centralized location for all of these postings.  We will

22   place language that clearly states that this is for

23   information purposes only.  LED is not a part of the

24   local approval process, but our rules also cannot bind a

25   local governing authority on what they have to do.  So
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 1   even if they wanted to change that, we can't tell

 2   Cameron Parish Police Jury they have to publish it on

 3   their website.  So that was the reason we chose not

 4   recommend that change.

 5                   We also received two comments from

 6   Together Louisiana.  The first was that same issue about

 7   publication of a notice of the written request for

 8   governmental approval.  It doesn't proactively state on

 9   the website.  That was, I believe, the intent when we

10   discussed that.  It just on the website, it just says we

11   will post.  Where we will post did not get added.  We

12   have talked to Louisiana Register.  They've agreed that

13   on the website as a clarifying change to make the rule

14   clear where that's going to be published is

15   non-substantive.  We don't see any harm since that was

16   the intent all along, so we recommend making that

17   change.

18                   The last comment was that Together

19   Louisiana still believes that the part of the rules that

20   deals with compelling reason for the retention of jobs

21   is still very broad and allows for almost any situation

22   to potentially argue that there are compelling reason

23   for retention.  And I think, one, that would be a

24   substantive change and it would change the process that

25   we're under, but, additionally, LED does not recommend
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 1   making that change because the constitution allows the

 2   Board and the Governor that discretion.  And I think as

 3   you try to put very specific guidelines of "X" number of

 4   jobs or something like that to be retained, you limit

 5   that discretion.  And, you know, 25 jobs in North

 6   Louisiana and 25 jobs in Baton Rouge may not mean the

 7   same thing, and we did not want to pigeonhole ourself or

 8   the Board or the Governor into having that strict of

 9   requirements, so that's why we did not recommend that

10   change.

11                   There was a general comment received

12   from Mr. Patterson with LABI.  Not written, but just

13   verbal at the meeting.  It was a general comment about

14   the direction of the program, legislation that had been

15   passed last year dealing with inventory tax and ITEP.  I

16   have a little write-up for you on that page, but as

17   there were no specific requests to change language other

18   than a general concern about the direction of program,

19   he did not suggest any changes based upon that comment.

20   And Mr. Allison spoke.  He basically said echoes LIDEA's

21   comments and had some concerns about Together

22   Louisiana's comment wanting to more tightly define the

23   retention issue.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Are there any questions by any of the
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 1   Board members of any of the comments concerning the

 2   Potpourri rules?

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Any comments from the public concerning

 6   the comments?

 7                   Kind of redundant itself.

 8                   Please step forward, Ms. Dunn, and

 9   identify yourself.

10               MS. DUNN:

11                   I'm Anne Dunn with Together Louisiana.

12                   I particularly want to comment on the

13   concern about posting on the website things that the

14   Board was indicating was their intent and follow that up

15   with a statement and make sure that was a

16   non-substantiative change.

17                   What I want to says is that we do have

18   continuing concerns about how you go about determining

19   what a compelling reason is for retaining jobs, and I

20   think the discussion that we had at the rules meeting

21   was basically that this is really a tough call.  And

22   they asked us to bring a recommendation, and we're not

23   prepared to do that at this time, but we would like to

24   take the opportunity to see what's in the best practices

25   are around the country and see if we can come up with
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 1   something that would be helpful to the Board just to

 2   kind of, you know, give you a courage when you make the

 3   decisions.

 4                   So thank you very much.  We're pleased

 5   to see what's happening.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Thank you, Ms. Dunn.  Thank you,

 8   Together Louisiana for their input in this process,

 9   also.

10               All right.  With that, Mr. Adley, I believe

11   it's appropriate for you to make a motion to move the

12   rules to the next step.

13               SM. CLAPINSKI:

14                   I think we need to approve or not

15   approve any of the changes as recommended by the

16   Department and then to move forward with the rules

17   process.

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   Let me move that we accept the

20   recommendations of the changes and get that done first.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Is there a second?

23                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.

24                   Is there any further discussion on the

25   new rules, Potpourri rules or any other rules with this
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 1   program?

 2               (No response.)

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 5               (Several members respond "aye.")

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   All opposed with a "nay."

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Motion carries.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   I would now move that we move forward

13   with the proper notification, whatever we have to do to

14   get --

15               MS. CLAPINSKI:

16                   Oversight committee, yes, sir.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   -- to move forward and follow the

19   Administrative Procedures Act.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All right.  So there's a motion and a

22   second made by Representative Carmody.

23                   Any further discussion on moving forward

24   for promulgation of these rules from the public or the

25   Board?
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 1               (No response.)

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 4               (Several members respond "aye.")

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All opposed with a "nay."

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   I want to thank all of the staff for

10   their hard work with this, too.

11                   Now we're election of officers.

12                   Mr. Adley.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Can I just make a comment?  What I've

15   been told is normally what happens is the Chairman

16   rules, the committee moves the chair and then we put

17   somebody in there.  I'm going to ask you, from the

18   Governor's office, if you will, if you'll allow us to

19   leave Steve in place until we finish this rules process.

20   We thought it would already be done.  We don't know when

21   it is going to be done, but I'd like make a motion that

22   we let him remain as chairman until the Board decides

23   what they want to do from there if that's okay.

24               MR. FABRA:

25                   So moved.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Motion made and seconded.

 3                   Does anybody else want to run?

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   I accept the nomination I guess is the

 7   proper procedure.

 8                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 9               (Several members respond "aye.")

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All opposed with a "nay."

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion carries.

15                   All right.  Secretary Pierson, comments,

16   please.

17               SECRETARY PIERSON:

18                   I know the hour grows late, so I'll just

19   make these very brief remarks.  I apologize for my late

20   arrival this morning.  We are multitasking at the

21   Capital and other things going on.

22                   I want to echo Chairman Windham's

23   remarks regarding the staff that continue to operate on

24   two fronts.  One is the proper and appropriate adoption

25   of all of the rules that are associated with the
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 1   executive order and with the execution of all of the

 2   administrative elements with these very large numbers of

 3   contracts and notifications and all of the things that

 4   go into the day-to-day work that the staff has to do to

 5   cover 64 parishes.  So thank to each and every one of

 6   you for those efforts.

 7                   I want to call a note to just say that I

 8   hope it is observed, but we took all of the comments

 9   that came to us from the pubic and the public groups out

10   there very seriously.  We spent time with them.  We

11   spent dialog, and we want to continue to do that.  We

12   think it's a very important part of the process.

13                   I can recall times in the past where,

14   you know, we'd just check the blocks and said, "Yep, we

15   talked to them," and away we go.  I think this has been

16   a very engaged and active dialog that will continue, and

17   so I thank the Board for that opportunity and the

18   leadership that's been exhibited along the way.  And

19   certain what the board has stood for today, which is

20   what we're trying to implement relative to

21   accountability and bringing that statement from the

22   corporations as to what they're going to provide and

23   being sure that that has a return back to the public.

24   So thank you for all of people that have been very

25   active in that effort, certainly all of the members of
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 1   this Board.

 2                   Doug Lebleu, thanks for being the tip of

 3   the spear to go out there and begin the engagements with

 4   the communities, these political subdivisions.  I know

 5   this is not new territory to you, that probably 25 years

 6   ago you were standing in front of those same bodies

 7   asking if they wanted to grant a resolution to

 8   participate in the Enterprise Zone Program or all of the

 9   other programs that we've had out there, but that local

10   voice is back at the table.  And we know it's a learning

11   curve associated with it, as you noted, but that's

12   important and we'll get that job done.

13                   We are working internally at LED to

14   conduct these regional workshops throughout the state,

15   both with the economic development professionals and the

16   political subdivisions.  We've done some.  We have a lot

17   more to do, and as soon as we get everybody trained, a

18   lot of them will leave office and new people will be

19   training.  So we know it's an ongoing effort and we'll

20   be glad to have that.  That's what it takes to get the

21   program effectively working and we're pledged to that.

22                   Thank you very much.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Thank you, Mr. Secretary.

25                   Do we have a motion to adjourn?
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 1                   Oh, I'm sorry.  Don't adjourn.  Don't

 2   leave.

 3                   Ms. Clapinski.

 4               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 5                   Just because the board rules do require

 6   annual election of officers, there was a motion made on

 7   the chair, but not the vice chair position, so is the

 8   intent to have both stay?  I just need for a point of

 9   order just to have that clarified for us.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Yes.  Who's vice chair?  You are?  All

12   right.

13                   So I guess the motion has been made by

14   Representative Carmody; seconded by Dr. Wilson.

15                   All in favor of Robert Adley staying as

16   vice chair, indicate with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed with a "nay."

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.

23                   Meeting's adjourned based upon the

24   motion by Mr. Fajardo and seconded by Mr. Williams.

25               (Meeting concludes at 1:22 p.m.)
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		34						LN		2		4		false		     Major Coleman				false

		35						LN		2		5		false		 5   Ricky Fabra				false

		36						LN		2		5		false		     Manual "Manny" Fajardo				false

		37						LN		2		6		false		 6   Heather Malone				false

		38						LN		2		6		false		     Charles R. "Robby" Miller				false

		39						LN		2		7		false		 7   Jan K. Moller				false

		40						LN		2		7		false		     Don Pierson				false

		41						LN		2		8		false		 8   Ronnie Slone				false

		42						LN		2		8		false		     Bobby Williams, Jr.				false

		43						LN		2		9		false		 9   Dr. Woodrow Wilson, Junior				false

		44						LN		2		9		false		     Steve Windham				false

		45						LN		2		10		false		10				false

		46						LN		2		10		false		     Staff members present:				false

		47						LN		2		11		false		11				false

		48						LN		2		11		false		     Susan Bigner				false

		49						LN		2		12		false		12   Eric Burton				false

		50						LN		2		12		false		     Kristen Cheng				false

		51						LN		2		13		false		13   Danielle Clapinski				false

		52						LN		2		13		false		     Frank Favaloro				false

		53						LN		2		14		false		14   Brenda Guess				false

		54						LN		2		14		false		     Richard House				false

		55						LN		2		15		false		15   Becky Lambert				false

		56						LN		2		15		false		     Joyce Metoyer				false

		57						LN		2		16		false		16   Anne Villa				false

		58						LN		2		17		false		17				false

		59						LN		2		18		false		18				false

		60						LN		2		19		false		19				false

		61						LN		2		20		false		20				false

		62						LN		2		21		false		21				false

		63						LN		2		22		false		22				false

		64						LN		2		23		false		23				false

		65						LN		2		24		false		24				false

		66						LN		2		25		false		25				false

		67						PG		3		0		false		page 3				false

		68						LN		3		1		false		 1               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		69						LN		3		2		false		 2                   All right.  I call this meeting to				false

		70						LN		3		3		false		 3   order, the Board of Commerce and Industry meeting for				false

		71						LN		3		4		false		 4   April the 26th, 2017.  It's about 9:35.				false

		72						LN		3		5		false		 5                   Melissa -- I lost her.				false

		73						LN		3		6		false		 6               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		74						LN		3		7		false		 7                   Frank here for her.				false

		75						LN		3		8		false		 8               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		76						LN		3		9		false		 9                   I'm sorry.  Frank/Melissa, please call				false

		77						LN		3		10		false		10   the roll.				false

		78						LN		3		11		false		11               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		79						LN		3		12		false		12                   Robert Adley, sitting in for --				false

		80						LN		3		13		false		13               MR. ADLEY:				false

		81						LN		3		14		false		14                   Here.				false

		82						LN		3		15		false		15               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		83						LN		3		16		false		16                   Robert Barham, sitting in for Lieutenant				false

		84						LN		3		17		false		17   Governor.				false

		85						LN		3		18		false		18               MR. BARHAM:				false

		86						LN		3		19		false		19                   Here.				false

		87						LN		3		20		false		20               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		88						LN		3		21		false		21                   Representative Neil Abramson.				false

		89						LN		3		22		false		22               (No response.)				false

		90						LN		3		23		false		23               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		91						LN		3		24		false		24                   Millie Atkins.				false

		92						LN		3		25		false		25               MS. ATKINS:				false

		93						PG		4		0		false		page 4				false

		94						LN		4		1		false		 1                   Here.				false

		95						LN		4		2		false		 2               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		96						LN		4		3		false		 3                   Mayor Glenn Brasseaux.				false

		97						LN		4		4		false		 4               MAYOR BRASSEAUX:				false

		98						LN		4		5		false		 5                   Here.				false

		99						LN		4		6		false		 6               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		100						LN		4		7		false		 7                   Representative Thomas Carmody.				false

		101						LN		4		8		false		 8               (No response.)				false

		102						LN		4		9		false		 9               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		103						LN		4		10		false		10                   Yvette Cola.				false

		104						LN		4		11		false		11               (No response.)				false

		105						LN		4		12		false		12               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		106						LN		4		13		false		13                   Major Coleman.				false

		107						LN		4		14		false		14               MR. COLEMAN:				false

		108						LN		4		15		false		15                   Here.				false

		109						LN		4		16		false		16               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		110						LN		4		17		false		17                   Ricky Fabra.				false

		111						LN		4		18		false		18               MR. FABRA:				false

		112						LN		4		19		false		19                   Here.				false

		113						LN		4		20		false		20               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		114						LN		4		21		false		21                   Manny Fajardo.				false

		115						LN		4		22		false		22               MR. FAJARDO:				false

		116						LN		4		23		false		23                   Here.				false

		117						LN		4		24		false		24               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		118						LN		4		25		false		25                   Jerald Jones.				false

		119						PG		5		0		false		page 5				false

		120						LN		5		1		false		 1               (No response.)				false

		121						LN		5		2		false		 2               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		122						LN		5		3		false		 3                   Heather Malone.				false

		123						LN		5		4		false		 4               MS. MALONE:				false

		124						LN		5		5		false		 5                   Here.				false

		125						LN		5		6		false		 6               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		126						LN		5		7		false		 7                   Senator Danny Martiny.				false

		127						LN		5		8		false		 8               (No response.)				false

		128						LN		5		9		false		 9               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		129						LN		5		10		false		10                   Charles "Robby" Miller.				false

		130						LN		5		11		false		11               MR. MILLER:				false

		131						LN		5		12		false		12                   Here.				false

		132						LN		5		13		false		13               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		133						LN		5		14		false		14                   Jan Moller.				false

		134						LN		5		15		false		15               MR. MOLLER:				false

		135						LN		5		16		false		16                   Here.				false

		136						LN		5		17		false		17               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		137						LN		5		18		false		18                   Senator Morrell.				false

		138						LN		5		19		false		19               (No response.)				false

		139						LN		5		20		false		20               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		140						LN		5		21		false		21                   Secretary Don Pierson.				false

		141						LN		5		22		false		22               (No response.)				false

		142						LN		5		23		false		23               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		143						LN		5		24		false		24                   Mr. Scott Richard.				false

		144						LN		5		25		false		25               (No response.)				false

		145						PG		6		0		false		page 6				false

		146						LN		6		1		false		 1               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		147						LN		6		2		false		 2                   Darryl Saizan.				false

		148						LN		6		3		false		 3               (No response.)				false

		149						LN		6		4		false		 4               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		150						LN		6		5		false		 5                   Daniel Schexnaydre.				false

		151						LN		6		6		false		 6               (No response.)				false

		152						LN		6		7		false		 7               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		153						LN		6		8		false		 8                   Ronnie Slone.				false

		154						LN		6		9		false		 9               MR. SLONE:				false

		155						LN		6		10		false		10                   Here.				false

		156						LN		6		11		false		11               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		157						LN		6		12		false		12                   Bobby Williams.				false

		158						LN		6		13		false		13               MR. WILLIAMS:				false

		159						LN		6		14		false		14                   Here.				false

		160						LN		6		15		false		15               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		161						LN		6		16		false		16                   Steven Windham.				false

		162						LN		6		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		163						LN		6		18		false		18                   Here.				false

		164						LN		6		19		false		19               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		165						LN		6		20		false		20                   Dr. Wilson.				false

		166						LN		6		21		false		21               DR. WILSON:				false

		167						LN		6		22		false		22                   Here.				false

		168						LN		6		23		false		23               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		169						LN		6		24		false		24                   We have a quorum.				false

		170						LN		6		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		171						PG		7		0		false		page 7				false

		172						LN		7		1		false		 1                   Before we go forward, I'd like to thank				false

		173						LN		7		2		false		 2   everybody for attending today's meeting, and I will				false

		174						LN		7		3		false		 3   entertain a motion for the approval of last meeting's				false

		175						LN		7		4		false		 4   minutes.				false

		176						LN		7		5		false		 5                   Motion made by Mr. Moller; seconded by				false

		177						LN		7		6		false		 6   Dr. Wilson.				false

		178						LN		7		7		false		 7                   Any discussions?  Any changes?				false

		179						LN		7		8		false		 8               (No response.)				false

		180						LN		7		9		false		 9               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		181						LN		7		10		false		10                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		182						LN		7		11		false		11               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		183						LN		7		12		false		12               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		184						LN		7		13		false		13                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		185						LN		7		14		false		14               (No response.)				false

		186						LN		7		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		187						LN		7		16		false		16                   Motion carries.				false

		188						LN		7		17		false		17                   Mr. Burton, if you could do the Quality				false

		189						LN		7		18		false		18   Jobs Program, please.				false

		190						LN		7		19		false		19               MR. BURTON:				false

		191						LN		7		20		false		20                   Good morning.  I have two new				false

		192						LN		7		21		false		21   applications for Quality Jobs:  20151086, LACC, LLC US				false

		193						LN		7		22		false		22   in Calcasieu Parish; 20161392, Republic National				false

		194						LN		7		23		false		23   Distributing Company in Orleans Parish.				false

		195						LN		7		24		false		24                   That concludes the applications.				false

		196						LN		7		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		197						PG		8		0		false		page 8				false

		198						LN		8		1		false		 1                   All right.  Thank you, Mr. Burton.				false

		199						LN		8		2		false		 2                   Are there any questions concerning the				false

		200						LN		8		3		false		 3   two new applications for Quality Jobs?				false

		201						LN		8		4		false		 4               MR. ADLEY:				false

		202						LN		8		5		false		 5                   Yeah, just let me --				false

		203						LN		8		6		false		 6               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		204						LN		8		7		false		 7                   Mr. Barham (sic).				false

		205						LN		8		8		false		 8               MR. ADLEY:				false

		206						LN		8		9		false		 9                   Just a general question that I was asked				false

		207						LN		8		10		false		10   to ask while I was here.  It's my understanding that				false

		208						LN		8		11		false		11   under Quality Jobs, LED has no -- it's strictly				false

		209						LN		8		12		false		12   statutory and you're guided by what the statutes say; is				false

		210						LN		8		13		false		13   that correct?				false

		211						LN		8		14		false		14               MR. BURTON:				false

		212						LN		8		15		false		15                   That is correct.				false

		213						LN		8		16		false		16               MR. ADLEY:				false

		214						LN		8		17		false		17                   The question that is raised, the Quality				false

		215						LN		8		18		false		18   Jobs Program has grown from 70-million to 300-million.				false

		216						LN		8		19		false		19   Do you know the timeframe that occurred from the 70 to				false

		217						LN		8		20		false		20   300?				false

		218						LN		8		21		false		21               MR. BURTON:				false

		219						LN		8		22		false		22                   The 70 to the 149, approximately -- I				false

		220						LN		8		23		false		23   don't have the numbers with me, but I know we've gone				false

		221						LN		8		24		false		24   from 70 to 149 last fiscal year.  The projection of the				false

		222						LN		8		25		false		25   TEB, the Department of Revenue projected about				false

		223						PG		9		0		false		page 9				false

		224						LN		9		1		false		 1   291-million.				false

		225						LN		9		2		false		 2               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		226						LN		9		3		false		 3                   And that would be from fiscal year --				false

		227						LN		9		4		false		 4               MR. BURTON:				false

		228						LN		9		5		false		 5                   Fiscal '17, ending this June.  However,				false

		229						LN		9		6		false		 6   just as a little add along for the board, I did check				false

		230						LN		9		7		false		 7   with the Department of Revenue, and so far, what's been				false

		231						LN		9		8		false		 8   issued as of March 31st of 2017 was about $75-million				false

		232						LN		9		9		false		 9   for Quality Jobs, so that's going to be significantly				false

		233						LN		9		10		false		10   lower than the $291-million projected by TEB Department				false

		234						LN		9		11		false		11   of Revenue.				false

		235						LN		9		12		false		12               MR. ADLEY:				false

		236						LN		9		13		false		13                   What number would be a fair number to				false

		237						LN		9		14		false		14   use?				false

		238						LN		9		15		false		15               MR. BURTON:				false

		239						LN		9		16		false		16                   That's kind of hard to guess, but if I				false

		240						LN		9		17		false		17   had to go an a ballpark, because it depends on when they				false

		241						LN		9		18		false		18   decide to actually submit their filings with Department				false

		242						LN		9		19		false		19   of Revenue, but a good estimate on time lag and how				false

		243						LN		9		20		false		20   revenue would have to submit it, I'd say between 90 and				false

		244						LN		9		21		false		21   100.				false

		245						LN		9		22		false		22               MR. ADLEY:				false

		246						LN		9		23		false		23                   Thank you very much.				false

		247						LN		9		24		false		24                   But that's in addition to the 70 that we				false

		248						LN		9		25		false		25   had?				false

		249						PG		10		0		false		page 10				false

		250						LN		10		1		false		 1               MR. BURTON:				false

		251						LN		10		2		false		 2                   That would just be a total of 90 to				false

		252						LN		10		3		false		 3   100-million.				false

		253						LN		10		4		false		 4               MR. ADLEY:				false

		254						LN		10		5		false		 5                   Thank you very much.				false

		255						LN		10		6		false		 6               MR. BURTON:				false

		256						LN		10		7		false		 7                   No problem.				false

		257						LN		10		8		false		 8               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		258						LN		10		9		false		 9                   Any other questions?				false

		259						LN		10		10		false		10               (No response.)				false

		260						LN		10		11		false		11               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		261						LN		10		12		false		12                   Any comments from the public concerning				false

		262						LN		10		13		false		13   these new applications for Quality Jobs?				false

		263						LN		10		14		false		14               (No response.)				false

		264						LN		10		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		265						LN		10		16		false		16                   Any questions from the board members?				false

		266						LN		10		17		false		17               (No response.)				false

		267						LN		10		18		false		18               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		268						LN		10		19		false		19                   Is there a motion for approval?				false

		269						LN		10		20		false		20               MR. ADLEY:				false

		270						LN		10		21		false		21                   So moved.				false

		271						LN		10		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		272						LN		10		23		false		23                   Mr. Adley made the motion; seconded by				false

		273						LN		10		24		false		24   Dr. Wilson.				false

		274						LN		10		25		false		25                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		275						PG		11		0		false		page 11				false

		276						LN		11		1		false		 1               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		277						LN		11		2		false		 2               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		278						LN		11		3		false		 3                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		279						LN		11		4		false		 4               (No response.)				false

		280						LN		11		5		false		 5               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		281						LN		11		6		false		 6                   Motion carries.				false

		282						LN		11		7		false		 7                   Next I believe we have the renewals.				false

		283						LN		11		8		false		 8               MR. BURTON:				false

		284						LN		11		9		false		 9                   We have five renewals for Quality Jobs:				false

		285						LN		11		10		false		10   20120993, Gremillion & Pou and Associates, Inc. in Caddo				false

		286						LN		11		11		false		11   Parish; 20121010, John H. Carter, Inc. AND ControlWorx,				false

		287						LN		11		12		false		12   LLC in East Baton Rouge Parish; 20120962, Mechanical				false

		288						LN		11		13		false		13   Equipment Company, Inc. in St. Tammany Parish; 20129999,				false

		289						LN		11		14		false		14   Sasol USA Corporation in Calcasieu Parish; 20121170, UPS				false

		290						LN		11		15		false		15   Midstream Services, Inc. in La Salle Parish.				false

		291						LN		11		16		false		16                   This concludes the renewal summaries.				false

		292						LN		11		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		293						LN		11		18		false		18                   Thank you, Mr. Burton.				false

		294						LN		11		19		false		19                   Are there any comments from the public				false

		295						LN		11		20		false		20   concerning these five renewals?				false

		296						LN		11		21		false		21               (No response.)				false

		297						LN		11		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		298						LN		11		23		false		23                   Any comments from the board members?				false

		299						LN		11		24		false		24               (No response.)				false

		300						LN		11		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		301						PG		12		0		false		page 12				false

		302						LN		12		1		false		 1                   Is there a motion to approve?				false

		303						LN		12		2		false		 2                   Made by Mr. Slone; seconded by Ms.				false

		304						LN		12		3		false		 3   Malone.				false

		305						LN		12		4		false		 4                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		306						LN		12		5		false		 5               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		307						LN		12		6		false		 6               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		308						LN		12		7		false		 7                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		309						LN		12		8		false		 8               (No response.)				false

		310						LN		12		9		false		 9               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		311						LN		12		10		false		10                   Motion carries.				false

		312						LN		12		11		false		11                   Next I believe we have one late renewal.				false

		313						LN		12		12		false		12               MR. BURTON:				false

		314						LN		12		13		false		13                   That is correct.  We have one late				false

		315						LN		12		14		false		14   renewal.  It's going to be 20080750, Blake International				false

		316						LN		12		15		false		15   USA Rigs, LLC in Terrebonne Parish.  The contract				false

		317						LN		12		16		false		16   effective date for this contract was May 15th, 2008.				false

		318						LN		12		17		false		17   Board approval date was 6/22/2010.  The signed contract				false

		319						LN		12		18		false		18   was returned to Louisiana Economic Development on				false

		320						LN		12		19		false		19   10/14/2015.  The contract was executed by the Governor				false

		321						LN		12		20		false		20   on 10/19 of 2015.  The initial contract expiration date				false

		322						LN		12		21		false		21   for this contract is 5/14 of 2013, and the late renewal				false

		323						LN		12		22		false		22   request date made by the company is going to be				false

		324						LN		12		23		false		23   4/18/2016.				false

		325						LN		12		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		326						LN		12		25		false		25                   Is there a representative from the				false

		327						PG		13		0		false		page 13				false

		328						LN		13		1		false		 1   company?				false

		329						LN		13		2		false		 2                   Please step forward and identify				false

		330						LN		13		3		false		 3   yourself.  I'm sure there are some questions related to				false

		331						LN		13		4		false		 4   these time lags.				false

		332						LN		13		5		false		 5               MR. ADLEY:				false

		333						LN		13		6		false		 6                   Before they get up, can we ask the				false

		334						LN		13		7		false		 7   staff, is there no set guidelines in the rules how to				false

		335						LN		13		8		false		 8   deal with the late renewals as there are with ITEP?				false

		336						LN		13		9		false		 9               MR. BURTON:				false

		337						LN		13		10		false		10                   We do have some language on the top, if				false

		338						LN		13		11		false		11   you'll see on your renewal, renewal documents, it says				false

		339						LN		13		12		false		12   in the rules that, "An application to renew a contract				false

		340						LN		13		13		false		13   shall be filed within 60 days of the initial contract				false

		341						LN		13		14		false		14   expiring.  The Board may approve a request for renewal				false

		342						LN		13		15		false		15   filed more than 60 days, but less than five years after				false

		343						LN		13		16		false		16   expiration of the initial contract, and may impose a				false

		344						LN		13		17		false		17   penalty for the late filing of the renewal request,				false

		345						LN		13		18		false		18   including a reduction of the five-year renewal period."				false

		346						LN		13		19		false		19   That's verbatim from the Quality Jobs rules.				false

		347						LN		13		20		false		20               MR. ADLEY:				false

		348						LN		13		21		false		21                   What we have done on the renewals of the				false

		349						LN		13		22		false		22   ITEP, as I remember, we reduced the five years to four.				false

		350						LN		13		23		false		23   Is that how we've been doing it?				false

		351						LN		13		24		false		24               MR. BURTON:				false

		352						LN		13		25		false		25                   I think y'all went per rules on the				false

		353						PG		14		0		false		page 14				false

		354						LN		14		1		false		 1   ITEP, which I think is it's per one year for every one				false

		355						LN		14		2		false		 2   month late, which that's going to be set --				false

		356						LN		14		3		false		 3               MR. ADLEY:				false

		357						LN		14		4		false		 4                   I think the board's action when they --				false

		358						LN		14		5		false		 5   I see you nodding your head, because there's going to be				false

		359						LN		14		6		false		 6   some more late renewals, so I'm just trying to get us to				false

		360						LN		14		7		false		 7   be consistent if we can.  It applied to ITEP; we had				false

		361						LN		14		8		false		 8   these same guidelines.  We, the Board, decided to make a				false

		362						LN		14		9		false		 9   reduction by one year.  That's what we have done in the				false

		363						LN		14		10		false		10   past; that's correct, is it not?				false

		364						LN		14		11		false		11               MR. BURTON:				false

		365						LN		14		12		false		12                   Yes.				false

		366						LN		14		13		false		13               MR. ADLEY:				false

		367						LN		14		14		false		14                   Okay.  That's all I wanted to know.				false

		368						LN		14		15		false		15   Thank you.				false

		369						LN		14		16		false		16               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		370						LN		14		17		false		17                   Yes, Mr. Miller.				false

		371						LN		14		18		false		18               MR. MILLER:				false

		372						LN		14		19		false		19                   Eric, for the new members here, the				false

		373						LN		14		20		false		20   effective date was '08.  The Governor didn't sign it				false

		374						LN		14		21		false		21   until '15; is that normal?				false

		375						LN		14		22		false		22               MR. BURTON:				false

		376						LN		14		23		false		23                   No, this is not a normal occurrence.				false

		377						LN		14		24		false		24               MR. MILLER:				false

		378						LN		14		25		false		25                   Do you have an explanation on why				false

		379						PG		15		0		false		page 15				false

		380						LN		15		1		false		 1   this -- I mean, '08 and the Board approved it two years				false

		381						LN		15		2		false		 2   later and then the contract was signed by LED in '15 and				false

		382						LN		15		3		false		 3   the Governor in '15.				false

		383						LN		15		4		false		 4               MR. BURTON:				false

		384						LN		15		5		false		 5                   The only lag that we mostly have, as you				false

		385						LN		15		6		false		 6   can tell, in QJ contracts, there's going to be possibly				false

		386						LN		15		7		false		 7   about a two-year lag from the advance date and the				false

		387						LN		15		8		false		 8   application being due by rules, so you may see some				false

		388						LN		15		9		false		 9   about two years later than the advance fee has.				false

		389						LN		15		10		false		10   However, this one does have some special occurrences				false

		390						LN		15		11		false		11   that happened that maybe the company would like to speak				false

		391						LN		15		12		false		12   on that lagged this further back to where we would have				false

		392						LN		15		13		false		13   a signed contract not received until almost after five				false

		393						LN		15		14		false		14   years from what the Board approval date is.				false

		394						LN		15		15		false		15               MR. MILLER:				false

		395						LN		15		16		false		16                   Would you like to explain that?				false

		396						LN		15		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		397						LN		15		18		false		18                   Yes.  Please identify yourself.				false

		398						LN		15		19		false		19               MR. HENSON:				false

		399						LN		15		20		false		20                   Thomas Henson, attorney for Blake				false

		400						LN		15		21		false		21   International --				false

		401						LN		15		22		false		22               MR. ADLEY:				false

		402						LN		15		23		false		23                   Can you get a little closer to that				false

		403						LN		15		24		false		24   thing?				false

		404						LN		15		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		405						PG		16		0		false		page 16				false

		406						LN		16		1		false		 1                   Is it working?				false

		407						LN		16		2		false		 2               MR. HENSON:				false

		408						LN		16		3		false		 3                   Good morning, Board.  Thomas Henson on				false

		409						LN		16		4		false		 4   behalf of Blake International.  With me today is Jules				false

		410						LN		16		5		false		 5   Haydel, Human Resources Manager.				false

		411						LN		16		6		false		 6                   In this case, Blake International filed				false

		412						LN		16		7		false		 7   advanced notification in 2008, mid-2008.  It was a new				false

		413						LN		16		8		false		 8   company.  There was some disputes with LED as to				false

		414						LN		16		9		false		 9   coverage of some former Pride employees.  This was an				false

		415						LN		16		10		false		10   asset sale strictly in 2008, and there was some issues				false

		416						LN		16		11		false		11   raised by LED as to whether certain of the jobs created				false

		417						LN		16		12		false		12   qualified for Quality Jobs benefits.  There was a formal				false

		418						LN		16		13		false		13   application and an amended application, and there was				false

		419						LN		16		14		false		14   also some litigation over not only the Pride issue, but				false

		420						LN		16		15		false		15   over the wording of the contract.				false

		421						LN		16		16		false		16                   Because of the Pride issue, there was				false

		422						LN		16		17		false		17   some provisions in the contract that Blake was concerned				false

		423						LN		16		18		false		18   might preclude it from Quality Jobs benefits, and so				false

		424						LN		16		19		false		19   that was all hashed out.  And it was not until that				false

		425						LN		16		20		false		20   litigation was concluded that we actually had a contract				false

		426						LN		16		21		false		21   form acceptable that was signed up, and that's the				false

		427						LN		16		22		false		22   reason for the delay.				false

		428						LN		16		23		false		23               MR. ADLEY:				false

		429						LN		16		24		false		24                   I see the staff shook their head behind				false

		430						LN		16		25		false		25   you.				false

		431						PG		17		0		false		page 17				false

		432						LN		17		1		false		 1                   Do y'all disagree with that statement?				false

		433						LN		17		2		false		 2               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		434						LN		17		3		false		 3                   Good morning.  Danielle Clapinski, staff				false

		435						LN		17		4		false		 4   attorney at LED.				false

		436						LN		17		5		false		 5                   I don't disagree that that was the point				false

		437						LN		17		6		false		 6   in time that the contract was executed, that the				false

		438						LN		17		7		false		 7   contract we offered back in 2010 and the one that was				false

		439						LN		17		8		false		 8   signed were not substantially different.  I mean, there				false

		440						LN		17		9		false		 9   was litigation in between, but --				false

		441						LN		17		10		false		10               MR. ADLEY:				false

		442						LN		17		11		false		11                   Did they get credit for Quality Jobs				false

		443						LN		17		12		false		12   from 2010 forward?				false

		444						LN		17		13		false		13               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		445						LN		17		14		false		14                   Yes.  They have to date.				false

		446						LN		17		15		false		15               MR. ADLEY:				false

		447						LN		17		16		false		16                   So they got credit for them?				false

		448						LN		17		17		false		17               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		449						LN		17		18		false		18                   2008.  So 2008, 2009, 2010, '11 and				false

		450						LN		17		19		false		19   whatever portion of '12, through 5/14 of '12, so the				false

		451						LN		17		20		false		20   renewal contract would pick back up on 5/15 of '12, if				false

		452						LN		17		21		false		21   it were approved, and whatever period of time.				false

		453						LN		17		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		454						LN		17		23		false		23                   Secretary Pierson.				false

		455						LN		17		24		false		24               SECRETARY PIERSON:				false

		456						LN		17		25		false		25                   Don Pierson has now arrived for the				false

		457						PG		18		0		false		page 18				false

		458						LN		18		1		false		 1   official minutes.  Please reflect my appearance.  Thank				false

		459						LN		18		2		false		 2   you.				false

		460						LN		18		3		false		 3                   Would you please illuminate that this				false

		461						LN		18		4		false		 4   was essentially a discussion relative to the Pride jobs				false

		462						LN		18		5		false		 5   were already in the state and the contract for Quality				false

		463						LN		18		6		false		 6   Jobs should award to Blake for net new jobs and that				false

		464						LN		18		7		false		 7   that was sort of the crux of that matter.				false

		465						LN		18		8		false		 8               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		466						LN		18		9		false		 9                   That's correct.  So there was a dispute				false

		467						LN		18		10		false		10   over whether the jobs.  I think about 243 of the 245				false

		468						LN		18		11		false		11   employees hired were former Pride employees, and so				false

		469						LN		18		12		false		12   there were discussions of whether they were, in fact,				false

		470						LN		18		13		false		13   net new jobs.  The litigation concluded because the				false

		471						LN		18		14		false		14   Court found that they hadn't signed the contract, that				false

		472						LN		18		15		false		15   the litigation was premature.  They had not yet signed				false

		473						LN		18		16		false		16   their contract, and, therefore, they were not an				false

		474						LN		18		17		false		17   employer under the Quality Jobs Program and were not				false

		475						LN		18		18		false		18   eligible at that time to file suit.				false

		476						LN		18		19		false		19               MR. ADLEY:				false

		477						LN		18		20		false		20                   I just want to make sure that we,				false

		478						LN		18		21		false		21   regardless of all of the litigation, the litigation was				false

		479						LN		18		22		false		22   finalized, the courts or whoever decided that they were				false

		480						LN		18		23		false		23   to get the Quality Jobs or not?				false

		481						LN		18		24		false		24               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		482						LN		18		25		false		25                   That was not -- no, sir.  That was not				false

		483						PG		19		0		false		page 19				false

		484						LN		19		1		false		 1   what they decided.  They decided that at that point in				false

		485						LN		19		2		false		 2   time, the litigation was premature.  So that may still				false

		486						LN		19		3		false		 3   be an outstanding issue that LED and the company will				false

		487						LN		19		4		false		 4   have to deal with.				false

		488						LN		19		5		false		 5               MR. ADLEY:				false

		489						LN		19		6		false		 6                   I got it.  So the effective date for the				false

		490						LN		19		7		false		 7   Quality Jobs was not changed by the litigation?				false

		491						LN		19		8		false		 8               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		492						LN		19		9		false		 9                   That is correct.				false

		493						LN		19		10		false		10               MR. ADLEY:				false

		494						LN		19		11		false		11                   Okay.  So I heard your statement, and I				false

		495						LN		19		12		false		12   think I got it.  For 2008 to 2015 or something.  I think				false

		496						LN		19		13		false		13   the fact of the matter is the effective date was the '08				false

		497						LN		19		14		false		14   date.				false

		498						LN		19		15		false		15               MR. HENSON:				false

		499						LN		19		16		false		16                   That's correct, and, in fact, the				false

		500						LN		19		17		false		17   company has been approved for substantial Quality Jobs				false

		501						LN		19		18		false		18   benefits '08, '09 forward for those first five years.				false

		502						LN		19		19		false		19   It was something over a million dollars.  We still have				false

		503						LN		19		20		false		20   the issue -- that's for the non-counted Pride hires.  We				false

		504						LN		19		21		false		21   still have the issue.  Basically what the court said,				false

		505						LN		19		22		false		22   until you sign a contract, we can't resolve the Pride				false

		506						LN		19		23		false		23   issue, so go back and sign the contract, and then that's				false

		507						LN		19		24		false		24   what we did.  And that's the reason for the delay in				false

		508						LN		19		25		false		25   execution of the contract.				false

		509						PG		20		0		false		page 20				false

		510						LN		20		1		false		 1               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		511						LN		20		2		false		 2                   So let me ask this related to that.  Why				false

		512						LN		20		3		false		 3   didn't you sign the contract?				false

		513						LN		20		4		false		 4               MR. HENSON:				false

		514						LN		20		5		false		 5                   There was some provisions in the				false

		515						LN		20		6		false		 6   contract, there was a dispute as to which version of the				false

		516						LN		20		7		false		 7   Quality Jobs rules would apply to this contract.  The				false

		517						LN		20		8		false		 8   rules were substantially revised effective 2011, as I				false

		518						LN		20		9		false		 9   recall, I think October, November of 2011, and the				false

		519						LN		20		10		false		10   revision to the rules we believe was actually impacted				false

		520						LN		20		11		false		11   by Blake's situation and so we had a dispute.				false

		521						LN		20		12		false		12                   Originally the contract was going to				false

		522						LN		20		13		false		13   attach the rules that were in effect when Blake filed				false

		523						LN		20		14		false		14   its application in the '08/'09 time period.  The rules				false

		524						LN		20		15		false		15   were changed in '11, and then LED wanted to attach the				false

		525						LN		20		16		false		16   new rules.  Well, the new rules substantively would have				false

		526						LN		20		17		false		17   affected the coverage of the Pride employees, and that				false

		527						LN		20		18		false		18   was the crux of the dispute on signing the contract.				false

		528						LN		20		19		false		19                   There still is a dispute as to whether				false

		529						LN		20		20		false		20   the old rules or the new Quality Jobs rules should apply				false

		530						LN		20		21		false		21   to this contract.				false

		531						LN		20		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		532						LN		20		23		false		23                   I guess my confusion here is the				false

		533						LN		20		24		false		24   contract is the contract and that's what dictates how				false

		534						LN		20		25		false		25   the program or how benefits are received.  So regardless				false

		535						PG		21		0		false		page 21				false

		536						LN		21		1		false		 1   of what the rules would say, the contract's the				false

		537						LN		21		2		false		 2   contract, and if you wanted to get the benefits, the				false

		538						LN		21		3		false		 3   contract should have been signed.  Then I look at this				false

		539						LN		21		4		false		 4   other piece in here that you didn't submit the renewal				false

		540						LN		21		5		false		 5   until just now.  So the renewal was due.  The contract				false

		541						LN		21		6		false		 6   wasn't in place; you hadn't signed it, you couldn't have				false

		542						LN		21		7		false		 7   renewed it, but you still should have done the				false

		543						LN		21		8		false		 8   paperwork.  You should have signed the contract in order				false

		544						LN		21		9		false		 9   to get it renewed.  So I'm having difficulty making that				false

		545						LN		21		10		false		10   grasp of why the renew would be for the full five years				false

		546						LN		21		11		false		11   today.				false

		547						LN		21		12		false		12               MR. HENSON:				false

		548						LN		21		13		false		13                   We had -- it was an issue in the				false

		549						LN		21		14		false		14   litigation as to which version of the contract should we				false

		550						LN		21		15		false		15   sign, whether we should attach the old rules or the new				false

		551						LN		21		16		false		16   rules, and that is an extremely important issue.  And so				false

		552						LN		21		17		false		17   to sign -- and Blake was willing to sign and actually				false

		553						LN		21		18		false		18   signed at one point and sent to LED the contract with				false

		554						LN		21		19		false		19   the old rules attached and LED said, "No.  We're not" --				false

		555						LN		21		20		false		20   first of all, they prepared the contract and sent it to				false

		556						LN		21		21		false		21   us with the old rules attached.  And then later, after				false

		557						LN		21		22		false		22   they amended the rules, they pushed for amendments of				false

		558						LN		21		23		false		23   the Quality Jobs and rules, and then came back later and				false

		559						LN		21		24		false		24   said, "No, we're not going to attach those rules because				false

		560						LN		21		25		false		25   we want to take the position because the new rules apply				false

		561						PG		22		0		false		page 22				false

		562						LN		22		1		false		 1   even though your application was in '08/'09."				false

		563						LN		22		2		false		 2                   So it wasn't a situation where, "Just				false

		564						LN		22		3		false		 3   sign here."  It was a serious dispute.  LED did not want				false

		565						LN		22		4		false		 4   to execute the contract with the original rules that				false

		566						LN		22		5		false		 5   were in place when Blake International filed the				false

		567						LN		22		6		false		 6   application, they didn't want to execute --				false

		568						LN		22		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		569						LN		22		8		false		 8                   I believe through --				false

		570						LN		22		9		false		 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		571						LN		22		10		false		10                   Well, what I would say is that the rules				false

		572						LN		22		11		false		11   are not ever attached as an addendum to contracts.  We				false

		573						LN		22		12		false		12   may have agreed to send them a copy of the rules that				false

		574						LN		22		13		false		13   were in place at the time, and the reason for that is				false

		575						LN		22		14		false		14   there are some changes that are procedural and there are				false

		576						LN		22		15		false		15   some changes that are substantive to the program.  Some				false

		577						LN		22		16		false		16   of those changes, if they change, they are our				false

		578						LN		22		17		false		17   procedural ones about when things are due.  If we change				false

		579						LN		22		18		false		18   it, those are still applicable to those contracts in				false

		580						LN		22		19		false		19   effect.  So we don't ever say, "This is the set of				false

		581						LN		22		20		false		20   rules.  This is the only set of rules that are going to				false

		582						LN		22		21		false		21   apply to that contract."				false

		583						LN		22		22		false		22                   I think the why of the net new jobs is				false

		584						LN		22		23		false		23   really probably not an issue right now for this Board to				false

		585						LN		22		24		false		24   determine.  That's going to have to go through the				false

		586						LN		22		25		false		25   litigation process.  I think for now the issue before				false

		587						PG		23		0		false		page 23				false

		588						LN		23		1		false		 1   you is just based upon the fact that there was				false

		589						LN		23		2		false		 2   litigation and that litigation was the holdup in the				false

		590						LN		23		3		false		 3   company signing the contract, whether that has an affect				false

		591						LN		23		4		false		 4   on the term of their renewal that you'd like to --				false

		592						LN		23		5		false		 5               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		593						LN		23		6		false		 6                   Mr. Slone.				false

		594						LN		23		7		false		 7               MR. SLONE:				false

		595						LN		23		8		false		 8                   So I guess I'm asking, they got				false

		596						LN		23		9		false		 9   benefits, but the contract wasn't signed?				false

		597						LN		23		10		false		10               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		598						LN		23		11		false		11                   No.  So what happened was, once we were				false

		599						LN		23		12		false		12   finished with that portion of the litigation, they				false

		600						LN		23		13		false		13   executed a contract.  At the point that they executed				false

		601						LN		23		14		false		14   the contract, they then filed five years worth of annual				false

		602						LN		23		15		false		15   payroll rebates.  They did not receive anything prior to				false

		603						LN		23		16		false		16   having a contract, but those have -- those five years				false

		604						LN		23		17		false		17   have been processed by LED and they have received some				false

		605						LN		23		18		false		18   payroll rebates based upon those filings.				false

		606						LN		23		19		false		19               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		607						LN		23		20		false		20                   So that contract, the original contract,				false

		608						LN		23		21		false		21   would have expired in '13?				false

		609						LN		23		22		false		22               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		610						LN		23		23		false		23                   Correct.				false

		611						LN		23		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		612						LN		23		25		false		25                   Now, we're in the '16 -- or '17.  I'm				false

		613						PG		24		0		false		page 24				false

		614						LN		24		1		false		 1   sorry.  Thank you.  I was looking at this number here.				false

		615						LN		24		2		false		 2                   We're in '17.  Now, we're in '17.  I				false

		616						LN		24		3		false		 3   mean, my tendency would be to say, okay, you can have				false

		617						LN		24		4		false		 4   this last year, but you haven't been doing your				false

		618						LN		24		5		false		 5   paperwork.  These other four years, there was no				false

		619						LN		24		6		false		 6   contract in effect.  How can the state or how can we owe				false

		620						LN		24		7		false		 7   you anything?				false

		621						LN		24		8		false		 8               MR. HENSON:				false

		622						LN		24		9		false		 9                   As soon as the litigation was concluded				false

		623						LN		24		10		false		10   and resolved, the contract form was issued with the				false

		624						LN		24		11		false		11   corrected statement.  The company was actually sent a				false

		625						LN		24		12		false		12   draft of the contract with the original rules attached				false

		626						LN		24		13		false		13   as an exhibit from Mr. Favaloro at LED at the Quality				false

		627						LN		24		14		false		14   Jobs Program.  As soon as the litigation was concluded,				false

		628						LN		24		15		false		15   which was actually over the wording of the contract, it				false

		629						LN		24		16		false		16   would have been a situation to request renewal of a				false

		630						LN		24		17		false		17   contract that was never even placed.  The contract was				false

		631						LN		24		18		false		18   not in place until the court resolved the issues with				false

		632						LN		24		19		false		19   respect to the language of the contract.  Those were not				false

		633						LN		24		20		false		20   resolved until after the litigation, and then				false

		634						LN		24		21		false		21   immediately late filed those applications for those				false

		635						LN		24		22		false		22   years and requested renewal.				false

		636						LN		24		23		false		23               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		637						LN		24		24		false		24                   Yes, Mr. Miller.				false

		638						LN		24		25		false		25               MR. MILLER:				false

		639						PG		25		0		false		page 25				false

		640						LN		25		1		false		 1                   Since I'm the one who opened this can of				false

		641						LN		25		2		false		 2   worms to go back and do this, I'll see if I can get us				false

		642						LN		25		3		false		 3   back on track.				false

		643						LN		25		4		false		 4                   You're here for renewal that goes back				false

		644						LN		25		5		false		 5   to '13.  You didn't file for the renewal until '16,				false

		645						LN		25		6		false		 6   three years after it expired.  Is there a reason that				false

		646						LN		25		7		false		 7   that happened?  Because, if I'm not mistaken -- let me				false

		647						LN		25		8		false		 8   make sure I'm understanding.  Once you signed the				false

		648						LN		25		9		false		 9   contract, you got credit or you got your rebate from '08				false

		649						LN		25		10		false		10   till '13 and you filed for it and received it; correct?				false

		650						LN		25		11		false		11               MR. HENSON:				false

		651						LN		25		12		false		12                   We got partial approval.  We didn't get				false

		652						LN		25		13		false		13   approval for the Pride employees.				false

		653						LN		25		14		false		14               MR. MILLER:				false

		654						LN		25		15		false		15                   That's a legal matter that I don't think				false

		655						LN		25		16		false		16   we need to address here.  But you took -- you went back				false

		656						LN		25		17		false		17   to '08 and asked for job credits through '13; is that				false

		657						LN		25		18		false		18   correct?				false

		658						LN		25		19		false		19               MR. HENSON:				false

		659						LN		25		20		false		20                   Yes, we did.				false

		660						LN		25		21		false		21               MR. MILLER:				false

		661						LN		25		22		false		22                   Okay.  So you knew the contract was from				false

		662						LN		25		23		false		23   '08 to '13 and it needed to be renewed in '13; correct?				false

		663						LN		25		24		false		24               MR. HENSON:				false

		664						LN		25		25		false		25                   We didn't have a contract in place.				false

		665						PG		26		0		false		page 26				false

		666						LN		26		1		false		 1               MR. MILLER:				false

		667						LN		26		2		false		 2                   You had to have a contract to get the				false

		668						LN		26		3		false		 3   rebates.				false

		669						LN		26		4		false		 4               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		670						LN		26		5		false		 5                   The contract was not filed until October				false

		671						LN		26		6		false		 6   of 2015.				false

		672						LN		26		7		false		 7               MR. MILLER:				false

		673						LN		26		8		false		 8                   But you went back --				false

		674						LN		26		9		false		 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		675						LN		26		10		false		10                   Yes.				false

		676						LN		26		11		false		11               MR. HENSON:				false

		677						LN		26		12		false		12                   Immediately after.				false

		678						LN		26		13		false		13               MR. MILLER:				false

		679						LN		26		14		false		14                   Why didn't you immediately do the				false

		680						LN		26		15		false		15   renewal in '15 instead of a year later?  I guess what				false

		681						LN		26		16		false		16   I'm asking, the questions is, if it expired in '13,				false

		682						LN		26		17		false		17   signed the contract for the renewal, it was almost over				false

		683						LN		26		18		false		18   whenever you started, whenever you signed it final.				false

		684						LN		26		19		false		19               MR. HENSON:				false

		685						LN		26		20		false		20                   We believe that the Court proceedings,				false

		686						LN		26		21		false		21   number one, would have interrupted any deadlines, and,				false

		687						LN		26		22		false		22   number two, once we were in a position where the Court				false

		688						LN		26		23		false		23   resolved the contract issue, immediately signed the				false

		689						LN		26		24		false		24   contract, sent the applications for benefits.  And as				false

		690						LN		26		25		false		25   soon as Eric raised the renewal issue, we said we want				false

		691						PG		27		0		false		page 27				false

		692						LN		27		1		false		 1   to be -- we want to seek renewal.				false

		693						LN		27		2		false		 2               MR. MILLER:				false

		694						LN		27		3		false		 3                   Okay.				false

		695						LN		27		4		false		 4               MR. ADLEY:				false

		696						LN		27		5		false		 5                   I think the normal practice would have				false

		697						LN		27		6		false		 6   been if you were in litigation, surely your attorney				false

		698						LN		27		7		false		 7   would have told you you have a contract, you renew the				false

		699						LN		27		8		false		 8   contract.  If you win the litigation, you will be due				false

		700						LN		27		9		false		 9   something in addition to whatever is in this contract				false

		701						LN		27		10		false		10   that they interpret one way and you interpret another.				false

		702						LN		27		11		false		11               MR. HENSON:				false

		703						LN		27		12		false		12                   No.				false

		704						LN		27		13		false		13               MR. ADLEY:				false

		705						LN		27		14		false		14                   What's going through my mind now is if				false

		706						LN		27		15		false		15   they waited till 2015, two years after the fact, and you				false

		707						LN		27		16		false		16   file it as a renewal -- isn't that what you did?				false

		708						LN		27		17		false		17               MR. HENSON:				false

		709						LN		27		18		false		18                   We signed the original contract,				false

		710						LN		27		19		false		19   submitted the actual applications for benefits for those				false

		711						LN		27		20		false		20   five years and then raised with Ms. -- with Eric the				false

		712						LN		27		21		false		21   renewal issue.				false

		713						LN		27		22		false		22               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		714						LN		27		23		false		23                   I think what happened --				false

		715						LN		27		24		false		24               MR. ADLEY:				false

		716						LN		27		25		false		25                   So it's your belief that the effective				false

		717						PG		28		0		false		page 28				false

		718						LN		28		1		false		 1   date of this renewal is what, what year?				false

		719						LN		28		2		false		 2               MR. HENSON:				false

		720						LN		28		3		false		 3                   If the effective dates, I don't know				false

		721						LN		28		4		false		 4   whether it would be -- I'm assuming it would be --				false

		722						LN		28		5		false		 5               MR. ADLEY:				false

		723						LN		28		6		false		 6                   If you believe that you had a renewal				false

		724						LN		28		7		false		 7   coming, you had to believe you had a contract of some				false

		725						LN		28		8		false		 8   kind or you wouldn't have a renewal.				false

		726						LN		28		9		false		 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		727						LN		28		10		false		10                   I think, just to clarify what happened,				false

		728						LN		28		11		false		11   was the application came to the Board for approval in				false

		729						LN		28		12		false		12   2010.  It was approved by the Board.  At that point in				false

		730						LN		28		13		false		13   time, the contract went out to the company.				false

		731						LN		28		14		false		14               MR. ADLEY:				false

		732						LN		28		15		false		15                   With what effective date?				false

		733						LN		28		16		false		16               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		734						LN		28		17		false		17                   With the 5/15/2008 effective date.  And				false

		735						LN		28		18		false		18   that's typical that there be a lag between the contract				false

		736						LN		28		19		false		19   effective date and when it's approved because they have				false

		737						LN		28		20		false		20   24 months after filing their advanced notification after				false

		738						LN		28		21		false		21   filing their application, so that is not abnormal for				false

		739						LN		28		22		false		22   the process.  What happened --				false

		740						LN		28		23		false		23               MR. ADLEY:				false

		741						LN		28		24		false		24                   The effective date is important.				false

		742						LN		28		25		false		25               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		743						PG		29		0		false		page 29				false

		744						LN		29		1		false		 1                   Yes, sir.				false

		745						LN		29		2		false		 2               MR. ADLEY:				false

		746						LN		29		3		false		 3                   It's a five-year program; right?				false

		747						LN		29		4		false		 4               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		748						LN		29		5		false		 5                   Yes, sir, five years with an opportunity				false

		749						LN		29		6		false		 6   to --				false

		750						LN		29		7		false		 7               MR. ADLEY:				false

		751						LN		29		8		false		 8                   The effective date is 5/15?				false

		752						LN		29		9		false		 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		753						LN		29		10		false		10                   The effective date is 5/15/2008 with an				false

		754						LN		29		11		false		11   expiration of 5/14/2013.				false

		755						LN		29		12		false		12               MR. ADLEY:				false

		756						LN		29		13		false		13                   So it expired in '13?				false

		757						LN		29		14		false		14               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		758						LN		29		15		false		15                   That's correct.				false

		759						LN		29		16		false		16               MR. ADLEY:				false

		760						LN		29		17		false		17                   And they didn't renew it then?				false

		761						LN		29		18		false		18               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		762						LN		29		19		false		19                   Well, they didn't enter into the				false

		763						LN		29		20		false		20   original contract, the first five-year contract that				false

		764						LN		29		21		false		21   started in 5/15/2008, until 2015, after that original				false

		765						LN		29		22		false		22   five-year term had expired.				false

		766						LN		29		23		false		23               MR. MILLER:				false

		767						LN		29		24		false		24                   '08 is when it got started.				false

		768						LN		29		25		false		25               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		769						PG		30		0		false		page 30				false

		770						LN		30		1		false		 1                   '08 is, yeah.  And so at that point in				false

		771						LN		30		2		false		 2   time, when they filed formally, I believe what happened				false

		772						LN		30		3		false		 3   is they filed even for a sixth year and we're having to				false

		773						LN		30		4		false		 4   say, "Look, we can only process five because there is no				false

		774						LN		30		5		false		 5   renewal contract in place," and at that point in time,				false

		775						LN		30		6		false		 6   they filed for renewal.				false

		776						LN		30		7		false		 7               MR. MILLER:				false

		777						LN		30		8		false		 8                   I make a motion that we do the renewal				false

		778						LN		30		9		false		 9   with the one-year penalty that we've done similar to the				false

		779						LN		30		10		false		10   ITEP.				false

		780						LN		30		11		false		11               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		781						LN		30		12		false		12                   There's a motion on the floor to renew				false

		782						LN		30		13		false		13   with a one-year penalty.				false

		783						LN		30		14		false		14               MR. SLONE:				false

		784						LN		30		15		false		15                   I'll second.				false

		785						LN		30		16		false		16               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		786						LN		30		17		false		17                   Seconded by Mr. Slone.				false

		787						LN		30		18		false		18                   Is there any other discussion related to				false

		788						LN		30		19		false		19   this?				false

		789						LN		30		20		false		20               MR. BURTON:				false

		790						LN		30		21		false		21                   I do have one question on that.				false

		791						LN		30		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		792						LN		30		23		false		23                   Yes.				false

		793						LN		30		24		false		24               MR. BURTON:				false

		794						LN		30		25		false		25                    If we can, let me know if you or the				false

		795						PG		31		0		false		page 31				false

		796						LN		31		1		false		 1   Board wants for that renewal considered for an				false

		797						LN		31		2		false		 2   additional five years, do we want it at the beginning or				false

		798						LN		31		3		false		 3   do we want it at the end of the contract?				false

		799						LN		31		4		false		 4               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		800						LN		31		5		false		 5                   My thought --				false

		801						LN		31		6		false		 6               MR. BURTON:				false

		802						LN		31		7		false		 7                   If we have it.				false

		803						LN		31		8		false		 8               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		804						LN		31		9		false		 9                   -- is the one year is taken off the back				false

		805						LN		31		10		false		10   end, so it would be from '13 until '17, so it would be				false

		806						LN		31		11		false		11   effectively --				false

		807						LN		31		12		false		12               MR. BURTON:				false

		808						LN		31		13		false		13                   Just reducing the last year of the				false

		809						LN		31		14		false		14   contract.				false

		810						LN		31		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		811						LN		31		16		false		16                   I would say take it off of the last.				false

		812						LN		31		17		false		17               MR. ADLEY:				false

		813						LN		31		18		false		18                   I mean, I think that's what ends up				false

		814						LN		31		19		false		19   happening when we do the ITEP.  It ends up being a				false

		815						LN		31		20		false		20   reduction over the period of time they're going to get.				false

		816						LN		31		21		false		21   Whatever the Court says, y'all end up doing.  At the end				false

		817						LN		31		22		false		22   of the day, we want it be reduced by at least one year.				false

		818						LN		31		23		false		23   That's what we've done with everybody else.  The benefit				false

		819						LN		31		24		false		24   of Quality Jobs and everything else we do is for the				false

		820						LN		31		25		false		25   company.  The company's got an obligation to get that				false

		821						PG		32		0		false		page 32				false

		822						LN		32		1		false		 1   information in.  Period.				false

		823						LN		32		2		false		 2               MR. MILLER:				false

		824						LN		32		3		false		 3                   How many jobs are we talking about?				false

		825						LN		32		4		false		 4               MR. HENSON:				false

		826						LN		32		5		false		 5                   Blake spent more than $70-million and				false

		827						LN		32		6		false		 6   created more than 175 new jobs.  I mean, it's been a				false

		828						LN		32		7		false		 7   substantial --				false

		829						LN		32		8		false		 8               MR. MILLER:				false

		830						LN		32		9		false		 9                   That's what the consensus is now?				false

		831						LN		32		10		false		10               MR. BURTON:				false

		832						LN		32		11		false		11                   The last filing that came into our				false

		833						LN		32		12		false		12   department was for 2012, and we have 108 new direct				false

		834						LN		32		13		false		13   jobs.  Obviously we have a different opinion of former				false

		835						LN		32		14		false		14   Pride employees, but we reduced those out, so if we				false

		836						LN		32		15		false		15   exclude those, we have 108 new direct jobs.  The last				false

		837						LN		32		16		false		16   year, the actual gross payroll was about 10.3-million,				false

		838						LN		32		17		false		17   and they received a $601,411 credit in 2012.				false

		839						LN		32		18		false		18               MR. MILLER:				false

		840						LN		32		19		false		19                   How many people are working right now?				false

		841						LN		32		20		false		20               MR. HAYDEL:				false

		842						LN		32		21		false		21                   Currently 64.				false

		843						LN		32		22		false		22               MR. MILLER:				false

		844						LN		32		23		false		23                   Sixty-four.				false

		845						LN		32		24		false		24               MR. HENSON:				false

		846						LN		32		25		false		25                   Sixty-four with the downturn.				false

		847						PG		33		0		false		page 33				false

		848						LN		33		1		false		 1               MR. MILLER:				false

		849						LN		33		2		false		 2                   Total.  Thank you.				false

		850						LN		33		3		false		 3               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		851						LN		33		4		false		 4                   We do appreciate those jobs, don't get				false

		852						LN		33		5		false		 5   us wrong.  We just want to make sure that the program is				false

		853						LN		33		6		false		 6   administered fairly for all of the applicants as well as				false

		854						LN		33		7		false		 7   the state.				false

		855						LN		33		8		false		 8                   Are there any other questions, Board				false

		856						LN		33		9		false		 9   members, related to this application?				false

		857						LN		33		10		false		10               (No response.)				false

		858						LN		33		11		false		11               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		859						LN		33		12		false		12                   All right.  There's a motion and a				false

		860						LN		33		13		false		13   second.				false

		861						LN		33		14		false		14                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		862						LN		33		15		false		15               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		863						LN		33		16		false		16               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		864						LN		33		17		false		17                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		865						LN		33		18		false		18               (No response.)				false

		866						LN		33		19		false		19               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		867						LN		33		20		false		20                   I'm sorry.  Any other comments from the				false

		868						LN		33		21		false		21   public?				false

		869						LN		33		22		false		22               (No response.)				false

		870						LN		33		23		false		23               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		871						LN		33		24		false		24                   Motion carries.				false

		872						LN		33		25		false		25                   Thank you, Mr. Henson and Mr. Haydel.				false

		873						PG		34		0		false		page 34				false

		874						LN		34		1		false		 1   Thank you, Mr. Burton.				false

		875						LN		34		2		false		 2               MR. BURTON:				false

		876						LN		34		3		false		 3                   Next for Quality Jobs is going to be the				false

		877						LN		34		4		false		 4   Quality Jobs specials.  We have a request for change in				false

		878						LN		34		5		false		 5   name only for the following contract:  20141102,				false

		879						LN		34		6		false		 6   Sparkhound, Inc. to Sparkhound, LLC.  That's in East				false

		880						LN		34		7		false		 7   Baton Rouge Parish.				false

		881						LN		34		8		false		 8                   And then I have a request to cancel the				false

		882						LN		34		9		false		 9   following contract:  Contract Number 20141066,				false

		883						LN		34		10		false		10   Metalplate Galvanizing, LP.  The company requested to				false

		884						LN		34		11		false		11   cancel the contract because they will not meet all				false

		885						LN		34		12		false		12   program requirements.  No benefits have been received.				false

		886						LN		34		13		false		13   That is in Jefferson Parish.				false

		887						LN		34		14		false		14                   This concludes the specials for Quality				false

		888						LN		34		15		false		15   Jobs.				false

		889						LN		34		16		false		16               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		890						LN		34		17		false		17                   Any comments from the public concerning				false

		891						LN		34		18		false		18   these special considerations for the Quality Jobs				false

		892						LN		34		19		false		19   Program?				false

		893						LN		34		20		false		20               (No response.)				false

		894						LN		34		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		895						LN		34		22		false		22                   Any questions from the Board?				false

		896						LN		34		23		false		23               (No response.)				false

		897						LN		34		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		898						LN		34		25		false		25                   I'll entertain a motion.				false

		899						PG		35		0		false		page 35				false

		900						LN		35		1		false		 1                   Made by the Mayor; seconded by Major				false

		901						LN		35		2		false		 2   Coleman.				false

		902						LN		35		3		false		 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		903						LN		35		4		false		 4               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		904						LN		35		5		false		 5               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		905						LN		35		6		false		 6                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		906						LN		35		7		false		 7               (No response.)				false

		907						LN		35		8		false		 8               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		908						LN		35		9		false		 9                   Motion carries.				false

		909						LN		35		10		false		10                   Thank you Mr. Burton.				false

		910						LN		35		11		false		11                   Ms. Lambert, Restoration Tax Abatement				false

		911						LN		35		12		false		12   Program, please.				false

		912						LN		35		13		false		13               MS. LAMBERT:				false

		913						LN		35		14		false		14                   Good morning.  Restoration Tax Abatement				false

		914						LN		35		15		false		15   Program has six new applications.  The first one is				false

		915						LN		35		16		false		16   20140791, 4141 Bienville, LLC in Orleans Parish;				false

		916						LN		35		17		false		17   20150238, 225 Chartres Owner, LLC in Orleans; 20161820,				false

		917						LN		35		18		false		18   Austin and Andrea Guntz, East Baton Rouge Parish;				false

		918						LN		35		19		false		19   20141431, John B. Smallpage and Rebecca G. Smallpage in				false

		919						LN		35		20		false		20   Orleans; 20151378, Lydia Cutrer in Orleans; and				false

		920						LN		35		21		false		21   20150416, Steven B. Jones in Orleans.				false

		921						LN		35		22		false		22                   This concludes the six applications for				false

		922						LN		35		23		false		23   RTA.				false

		923						LN		35		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		924						LN		35		25		false		25                   Any comments from the public concerning				false

		925						PG		36		0		false		page 36				false

		926						LN		36		1		false		 1   the Restoration Tax Abatement Program applications?				false

		927						LN		36		2		false		 2               MR. ADLEY:				false

		928						LN		36		3		false		 3                   Yes.				false

		929						LN		36		4		false		 4               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		930						LN		36		5		false		 5                   Mr. Adley.				false

		931						LN		36		6		false		 6               MR. ADLEY:				false

		932						LN		36		7		false		 7                   Just a statement.  As I understand it,				false

		933						LN		36		8		false		 8   because they fall in this category, regardless of the				false

		934						LN		36		9		false		 9   age, they get benefit of it.  I'm sure everybody else				false

		935						LN		36		10		false		10   saw what I saw when you read through it, the dates on				false

		936						LN		36		11		false		11   those range from 1890 to 1908, 1914, 1930 and then 1954.				false

		937						LN		36		12		false		12               MS. LAMBERT:				false

		938						LN		36		13		false		13                   That's absolutely correct.  The ages				false

		939						LN		36		14		false		14   are, on some of them, there are two qualifiers for being				false

		940						LN		36		15		false		15   in a historic district.  One is that you are listed on				false

		941						LN		36		16		false		16   the National Register of Historic Properties, and the				false

		942						LN		36		17		false		17   other is that you are -- so you can be anywhere.  You				false

		943						LN		36		18		false		18   can be out on farmland in one house --				false

		944						LN		36		19		false		19               MR. ADLEY:				false

		945						LN		36		20		false		20                   2015 could be a historic structure if				false

		946						LN		36		21		false		21   you are were in a historic district; is that what you're				false

		947						LN		36		22		false		22   telling me?				false

		948						LN		36		23		false		23               MS. LAMBERT:				false

		949						LN		36		24		false		24                   Yes, correct.  You can be any age and				false

		950						LN		36		25		false		25   you can be in any qualified historic district --				false

		951						PG		37		0		false		page 37				false

		952						LN		37		1		false		 1               So you're saying Mr. Barham and I are				false

		953						LN		37		2		false		 2   historic structures?				false

		954						LN		37		3		false		 3               MS. LAMBERT:				false

		955						LN		37		4		false		 4                   Yes, sir, that's right.				false

		956						LN		37		5		false		 5               MR. ADLEY:				false

		957						LN		37		6		false		 6                   It's just terrible.  I don't know how we				false

		958						LN		37		7		false		 7   missed that in the legislature.  I'm sorry.  I got it.				false

		959						LN		37		8		false		 8   Because it's in a historic district, even though it's				false

		960						LN		37		9		false		 9   1954, we have no choice.				false

		961						LN		37		10		false		10               MS. LAMBERT:				false

		962						LN		37		11		false		11                   Correct.				false

		963						LN		37		12		false		12               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		964						LN		37		13		false		13                   Motion by Mr. Williams; seconded by Ms.				false

		965						LN		37		14		false		14   Atkins.				false

		966						LN		37		15		false		15                   Any comments from the Board?				false

		967						LN		37		16		false		16               (No response.)				false

		968						LN		37		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		969						LN		37		18		false		18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		970						LN		37		19		false		19               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		971						LN		37		20		false		20               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		972						LN		37		21		false		21                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		973						LN		37		22		false		22               (No response.)				false

		974						LN		37		23		false		23               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		975						LN		37		24		false		24                   Motion carries.				false

		976						LN		37		25		false		25                   Thank you, Ms. Lambert.				false

		977						PG		38		0		false		page 38				false

		978						LN		38		1		false		 1                   Ms. Metoyer, Enterprise Zone Program,				false

		979						LN		38		2		false		 2   please.				false

		980						LN		38		3		false		 3               MS. METOYER:				false

		981						LN		38		4		false		 4                   I have 14 new applications:  20141613,				false

		982						LN		38		5		false		 5   Apple Core Foods, LLC, doing business as L&A Quality				false

		983						LN		38		6		false		 6   Foods, LLC, EBR Parish; 20160266, Beaed of Louisiana,				false

		984						LN		38		7		false		 7   St. Charles Parish; 20150002, C&C Marine and Repair,				false

		985						LN		38		8		false		 8   LLC, Plaquemines Parish; 20130117, Cajun Industrial				false

		986						LN		38		9		false		 9   Design & Construction, LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish;				false

		987						LN		38		10		false		10   20150270, Community Care Center of Ville Platte, LLC,				false

		988						LN		38		11		false		11   Evangeline Parish; 20151593, Delta Medical Group,				false

		989						LN		38		12		false		12   Terrebonne Parish; 20140456, Enlink Midstream Operating,				false

		990						LN		38		13		false		13   LP, Acadia Parish; 20120868, Exxon Mobil Corp Plastics,				false

		991						LN		38		14		false		14   East Baton Rouge Parish; 20151082, Five Star Industrial,				false

		992						LN		38		15		false		15   LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish; 20141154, Lake Area Hotel				false

		993						LN		38		16		false		16   Investments, LLC, Calcasieu Parish; 20150174, N&S				false

		994						LN		38		17		false		17   Hospitality, LLC, Rapides Parish; 20141291, Performance				false

		995						LN		38		18		false		18   Contractors, Incorporated, West Baton Rouge Parish;				false

		996						LN		38		19		false		19   20140994, Shiv Shakti Lodging, LLC, Calcasieu Parish;				false

		997						LN		38		20		false		20   and 20131070, UniFirst Holding, Incorporated, East Baton				false

		998						LN		38		21		false		21   Rouge Parish.				false

		999						LN		38		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1000						LN		38		23		false		23                   Thank you, Ms. Metoyer.				false

		1001						LN		38		24		false		24                   Mr. Adley, questions?				false

		1002						LN		38		25		false		25               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1003						PG		39		0		false		page 39				false

		1004						LN		39		1		false		 1                   Just two quick questions.  The first				false

		1005						LN		39		2		false		 2   one -- I went through this list and I saw, I think it				false

		1006						LN		39		3		false		 3   was, three hotels that received Enterprise Zone.  Am I				false

		1007						LN		39		4		false		 4   reading that correct?				false

		1008						LN		39		5		false		 5               MS. METOYER:				false

		1009						LN		39		6		false		 6                   Yes, sir.  These advances were filed				false

		1010						LN		39		7		false		 7   prior to them being excluded.  The hotels were excluded				false

		1011						LN		39		8		false		 8   either in July of '15 or the first session in '16.				false

		1012						LN		39		9		false		 9               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1013						LN		39		10		false		10                   Under today's rules, they wouldn't				false

		1014						LN		39		11		false		11   qualify?				false

		1015						LN		39		12		false		12               MS. METOYER:				false

		1016						LN		39		13		false		13                   They cannot apply.  They can apply, but				false

		1017						LN		39		14		false		14   they don't qualify.				false

		1018						LN		39		15		false		15               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1019						LN		39		16		false		16                   Okay.  I know there was a problem, I				false

		1020						LN		39		17		false		17   just couldn't remember what it was.  They got in before				false

		1021						LN		39		18		false		18   the deadline; is that what you're telling me?				false

		1022						LN		39		19		false		19               MS. METOYER:				false

		1023						LN		39		20		false		20                   I'd have to look at the paper to make				false

		1024						LN		39		21		false		21   sure.				false

		1025						LN		39		22		false		22               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1026						LN		39		23		false		23                   By any chance, do you know, of the four				false

		1027						LN		39		24		false		24   manufacturing facilities that are identified there, if				false

		1028						LN		39		25		false		25   they also get ITEP and/or inventory tax credits?  Do you				false

		1029						PG		40		0		false		page 40				false

		1030						LN		40		1		false		 1   y'all keep track of that at all?  You would be able to				false

		1031						LN		40		2		false		 2   go back and see if they got ITEP, would you not?				false

		1032						LN		40		3		false		 3               MS. METOYER:				false

		1033						LN		40		4		false		 4                   Yes, sir.				false

		1034						LN		40		5		false		 5               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1035						LN		40		6		false		 6                   I'll just ask you at some point after				false

		1036						LN		40		7		false		 7   this meeting is over with y'all go back and see whether				false

		1037						LN		40		8		false		 8   the four manufacturing facilities, in addition to the				false

		1038						LN		40		9		false		 9   Enterprise, are they also getting ITEP and/or inventory				false

		1039						LN		40		10		false		10   credit?				false

		1040						LN		40		11		false		11               MS. METOYER:				false

		1041						LN		40		12		false		12                   Which four are you referring to?				false

		1042						LN		40		13		false		13               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1043						LN		40		14		false		14                   I'm looking at C&C Marine.				false

		1044						LN		40		15		false		15               MS. METOYER:				false

		1045						LN		40		16		false		16                   Oh, okay.				false

		1046						LN		40		17		false		17               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1047						LN		40		18		false		18                   Enlink, Exxon and Performance				false

		1048						LN		40		19		false		19   Contractors.  Clearly they look like manufacturers based				false

		1049						LN		40		20		false		20   on their description of what you said, so I'm just				false

		1050						LN		40		21		false		21   trying to find out if, in fact, they get the Enterprise				false

		1051						LN		40		22		false		22   in addition to ITEP or inventory credit.  I'd just like				false

		1052						LN		40		23		false		23   to know that of these companies.				false

		1053						LN		40		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1054						LN		40		25		false		25                   Making a note that there's no preclusion				false

		1055						PG		41		0		false		page 41				false

		1056						LN		41		1		false		 1   of that.				false

		1057						LN		41		2		false		 2               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1058						LN		41		3		false		 3                   Yeah.  I don't think you can prohibit				false

		1059						LN		41		4		false		 4   it.  I just want to know if they are getting it.				false

		1060						LN		41		5		false		 5               MS. METOYER:				false

		1061						LN		41		6		false		 6                   Yes, sir.				false

		1062						LN		41		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1063						LN		41		8		false		 8                   Any comments from the public concerning				false

		1064						LN		41		9		false		 9   the Enterprise Zone application in front of this Board?				false

		1065						LN		41		10		false		10               (No response.)				false

		1066						LN		41		11		false		11               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1067						LN		41		12		false		12                   Any questions or comments from the Board				false

		1068						LN		41		13		false		13   members additional?				false

		1069						LN		41		14		false		14               (No response.)				false

		1070						LN		41		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1071						LN		41		16		false		16                   Is there a motion?				false

		1072						LN		41		17		false		17                   Made by Mr. Fabra; seconded by				false

		1073						LN		41		18		false		18   Mr. Fajardo.				false

		1074						LN		41		19		false		19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		1075						LN		41		20		false		20               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		1076						LN		41		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1077						LN		41		22		false		22                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		1078						LN		41		23		false		23               (No response.)				false

		1079						LN		41		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1080						LN		41		25		false		25                   Motion carries.				false

		1081						PG		42		0		false		page 42				false

		1082						LN		42		1		false		 1                   Ms. Metoyer.				false

		1083						LN		42		2		false		 2               MS. METOYER:				false

		1084						LN		42		3		false		 3                   I have one request to change ownership.				false

		1085						LN		42		4		false		 4   It's Contract 20110248, current contract only.  It is				false

		1086						LN		42		5		false		 5   RJQ Management, LLC.  The new name request is Jamjomar				false

		1087						LN		42		6		false		 6   1314, LLC.  This is Jefferson Parish.  And based on the				false

		1088						LN		42		7		false		 7   consultant is that Jamjomar, LLC purchased the				false

		1089						LN		42		8		false		 8   restaurant that was owned by RJQ Management.				false

		1090						LN		42		9		false		 9               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1091						LN		42		10		false		10                   Any comments from the public concerning				false

		1092						LN		42		11		false		11   this name change?				false

		1093						LN		42		12		false		12               (No response.)				false

		1094						LN		42		13		false		13               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1095						LN		42		14		false		14                   There's a motion by Mr. Fajardo;				false

		1096						LN		42		15		false		15   seconded by Dr. Wilson.				false

		1097						LN		42		16		false		16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		1098						LN		42		17		false		17               (Several members respond with "aye.)				false

		1099						LN		42		18		false		18               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1100						LN		42		19		false		19                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		1101						LN		42		20		false		20               (No response.)				false

		1102						LN		42		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1103						LN		42		22		false		22                   Motion carries.				false

		1104						LN		42		23		false		23                   Ms. Metoyer.				false

		1105						LN		42		24		false		24               MS. METOYER:				false

		1106						LN		42		25		false		25                   The terminations are:  201208 -- I'm				false

		1107						PG		43		0		false		page 43				false

		1108						LN		43		1		false		 1   sorry.  20120867, Exxon Mobil Corp, East Baton Rouge				false

		1109						LN		43		2		false		 2   Parish.  The requested term date is 2/28/2015.  The				false

		1110						LN		43		3		false		 3   program requirements have been met, no additional jobs				false

		1111						LN		43		4		false		 4   are anticipated.  20121158, Enlink Midstream Operating,				false

		1112						LN		43		5		false		 5   LP, East Baton Rouge Parish.  The requested term date is				false

		1113						LN		43		6		false		 6   April 16th, 2015.  Program requirements have been met,				false

		1114						LN		43		7		false		 7   no additional jobs are anticipated.  20120115, Axiall,				false

		1115						LN		43		8		false		 8   LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish.  The requested term date				false

		1116						LN		43		9		false		 9   is 12/2/2013.  The program requirements have been met,				false

		1117						LN		43		10		false		10   no additional jobs are anticipated.  20140177, Lisa D.				false

		1118						LN		43		11		false		11   Traina CPA, LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish.  Requested				false

		1119						LN		43		12		false		12   term date 12/1/2016.  The program requirements have been				false

		1120						LN		43		13		false		13   met, no additional jobs are anticipated.  20140184, B&G				false

		1121						LN		43		14		false		14   Food Enterprises, LLC, Lafayette Parish.  Requested term				false

		1122						LN		43		15		false		15   date August 9th, 2016.  Program requirements have been				false

		1123						LN		43		16		false		16   met, no additional jobs are anticipated.  20111025,				false

		1124						LN		43		17		false		17   Enlink Midstream Operating, LP, Acadia Parish.				false

		1125						LN		43		18		false		18   Requested term date 3/25/2014.  Program requirements				false

		1126						LN		43		19		false		19   have been met, no additional jobs are anticipated.				false

		1127						LN		43		20		false		20   20120222, Tubreaux Aviation Maintenance, LLC, Caddo				false

		1128						LN		43		21		false		21   Parish.  Requested term date 2/26/2015.  The program				false

		1129						LN		43		22		false		22   requirements have been met, no additional jobs are				false

		1130						LN		43		23		false		23   anticipated.  20120281, Tubreaux Aviation Services, LLC,				false

		1131						LN		43		24		false		24   Caddo Parish.  Requested term date 3/7/2015.  The				false

		1132						LN		43		25		false		25   program requirements have been met, no additional jobs				false

		1133						PG		44		0		false		page 44				false

		1134						LN		44		1		false		 1   are anticipated.  Enlink Midstream Operating, 20120853,				false

		1135						LN		44		2		false		 2   Ascension Parish.  Requested term date November 14,				false

		1136						LN		44		3		false		 3   2014.  Program requirements have been met, no additional				false

		1137						LN		44		4		false		 4   jobs are anticipated.  20111255, Central Louisiana				false

		1138						LN		44		5		false		 5   Surgical Hospital, LLC, Rapides Parish.  Requested term				false

		1139						LN		44		6		false		 6   date 12/31/2015.  Program requirements have been met, no				false

		1140						LN		44		7		false		 7   additional jobs are anticipated.  20121197, Cheniere LNG				false

		1141						LN		44		8		false		 8   O&M Services, LLC, Beauregard Parish.  Requested term				false

		1142						LN		44		9		false		 9   date 12/31/2015.  Program requirements have been met, no				false

		1143						LN		44		10		false		10   additional jobs are anticipated.				false

		1144						LN		44		11		false		11               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1145						LN		44		12		false		12                   Thank you, Ms. Metoyer.				false

		1146						LN		44		13		false		13                   Are there any comments from the public				false

		1147						LN		44		14		false		14   concerning Enterprise Zone contract terminations?				false

		1148						LN		44		15		false		15               (No response.)				false

		1149						LN		44		16		false		16               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1150						LN		44		17		false		17                   Any questions from the Board members on				false

		1151						LN		44		18		false		18   those?				false

		1152						LN		44		19		false		19               (No response.)				false

		1153						LN		44		20		false		20               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1154						LN		44		21		false		21                   Is there a motion?				false

		1155						LN		44		22		false		22                   Made by Robert Adley (sic); seconded by				false

		1156						LN		44		23		false		23   Mr. Slone.				false

		1157						LN		44		24		false		24                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		1158						LN		44		25		false		25               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		1159						PG		45		0		false		page 45				false

		1160						LN		45		1		false		 1               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1161						LN		45		2		false		 2                   I'm sorry.  That was not Robert Adley.				false

		1162						LN		45		3		false		 3   That is Robert Barham.				false

		1163						LN		45		4		false		 4                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		1164						LN		45		5		false		 5               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		1165						LN		45		6		false		 6               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1166						LN		45		7		false		 7                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		1167						LN		45		8		false		 8               (No response.)				false

		1168						LN		45		9		false		 9               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1169						LN		45		10		false		10                   Motion carries.				false

		1170						LN		45		11		false		11                   Sorry about that, Mr. Barham.				false

		1171						LN		45		12		false		12               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1172						LN		45		13		false		13                   I'm sure he's never going to forgive you				false

		1173						LN		45		14		false		14   for that one.				false

		1174						LN		45		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1175						LN		45		16		false		16                   Ms. Metoyer, contract cancelations.				false

		1176						LN		45		17		false		17               MS. METOYER:				false

		1177						LN		45		18		false		18                   I have three cancelations:  20100884,				false

		1178						LN		45		19		false		19   Pre, Incorporated, doing business as Chateau De Bayou,				false

		1179						LN		45		20		false		20   Lafourche Parish.  The company did not meet the EZ				false

		1180						LN		45		21		false		21   program hiring requirements and has been notified of				false

		1181						LN		45		22		false		22   this cancelation.  20110870, Entergy, LA, LLC - Ninemile				false

		1182						LN		45		23		false		23   Point.  The company did not meet the EZ program				false

		1183						LN		45		24		false		24   requirements and they had requested cancelation.  And				false

		1184						LN		45		25		false		25   20121301, Stuller, Incorporated, Lafayette Parish.  The				false

		1185						PG		46		0		false		page 46				false

		1186						LN		46		1		false		 1   company did not meet the hiring requirements and they				false

		1187						LN		46		2		false		 2   requested cancelation.				false

		1188						LN		46		3		false		 3               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1189						LN		46		4		false		 4                   Are there any representatives from Pre,				false

		1190						LN		46		5		false		 5   Inc., Chateau De Bayou?				false

		1191						LN		46		6		false		 6               (No response.)				false

		1192						LN		46		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1193						LN		46		8		false		 8                   Any comment from the public concerning				false

		1194						LN		46		9		false		 9   these cancelations?				false

		1195						LN		46		10		false		10               (No response.)				false

		1196						LN		46		11		false		11               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1197						LN		46		12		false		12                   Questions or comments from the Board				false

		1198						LN		46		13		false		13   concerning the cancelations?				false

		1199						LN		46		14		false		14               (No response.)				false

		1200						LN		46		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1201						LN		46		16		false		16                   Is there a motion?				false

		1202						LN		46		17		false		17                   Motion made by Mr. Miller; seconded by				false

		1203						LN		46		18		false		18   Mr. Fajardo.				false

		1204						LN		46		19		false		19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		1205						LN		46		20		false		20               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		1206						LN		46		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1207						LN		46		22		false		22                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		1208						LN		46		23		false		23               (No response.)				false

		1209						LN		46		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1210						LN		46		25		false		25                   Thank you, Ms. Metoyer.				false

		1211						PG		47		0		false		page 47				false

		1212						LN		47		1		false		 1                   All right.  Industrial Tax Exemption				false

		1213						LN		47		2		false		 2   Program, Ms. Cheng.  I believe we're going to do these				false

		1214						LN		47		3		false		 3   individually for the new ones.  There are a few				false

		1215						LN		47		4		false		 4   questions for them, a number of questions.				false

		1216						LN		47		5		false		 5               MS. CHENG:				false

		1217						LN		47		6		false		 6                   Good morning.  These are the Industrial				false

		1218						LN		47		7		false		 7   Tax Exemptions new applications, and there are 25 of				false

		1219						LN		47		8		false		 8   them.				false

		1220						LN		47		9		false		 9               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1221						LN		47		10		false		10                   Can you get a little closer to the				false

		1222						LN		47		11		false		11   microphone, which will help me and Mr. Barham?				false

		1223						LN		47		12		false		12               MS. CHENG:				false

		1224						LN		47		13		false		13                   These have advanced notifications that				false

		1225						LN		47		14		false		14   were filed prior to the Executive Order on 6/24 of 2016.				false

		1226						LN		47		15		false		15                   20151311, Boise Packaging & Newsprint,				false

		1227						LN		47		16		false		16   LLC, Beauregard Parish; 20130018, Bollinger Fourchon,				false

		1228						LN		47		17		false		17   Lafourche Parish --				false

		1229						LN		47		18		false		18               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1230						LN		47		19		false		19                   Ms. Cheng, I think we may have questions				false

		1231						LN		47		20		false		20   on them, so we just want to do them one at a time.				false

		1232						LN		47		21		false		21                   Are there any questions on Boise				false

		1233						LN		47		22		false		22   Packaging & Newsprint in Beauregard?				false

		1234						LN		47		23		false		23               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1235						LN		47		24		false		24                   Discovery is the first one I have.				false

		1236						LN		47		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1237						PG		48		0		false		page 48				false

		1238						LN		48		1		false		 1                   Is there a motion to approve Boise --				false

		1239						LN		48		2		false		 2               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1240						LN		48		3		false		 3                   So moved.				false

		1241						LN		48		4		false		 4               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1242						LN		48		5		false		 5                   Moved by Mr. Adley; seconded by Ms.				false

		1243						LN		48		6		false		 6   Atkins.				false

		1244						LN		48		7		false		 7                   All in favor -- any comments from the				false

		1245						LN		48		8		false		 8   public?				false

		1246						LN		48		9		false		 9               (No response.)				false

		1247						LN		48		10		false		10               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1248						LN		48		11		false		11                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		1249						LN		48		12		false		12               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		1250						LN		48		13		false		13               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1251						LN		48		14		false		14                   Motion carries.				false

		1252						LN		48		15		false		15                   Please proceed.				false

		1253						LN		48		16		false		16               MS. CHENG:				false

		1254						LN		48		17		false		17                   20130018, Bollinger Fourchon in				false

		1255						LN		48		18		false		18   Lafourche Parish.				false

		1256						LN		48		19		false		19               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1257						LN		48		20		false		20                   Any questions concerning the Bollinger				false

		1258						LN		48		21		false		21   Fourchon application?				false

		1259						LN		48		22		false		22               (No response.)				false

		1260						LN		48		23		false		23               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1261						LN		48		24		false		24                   Is there a motion to approve Bollinger				false

		1262						LN		48		25		false		25   Fourchon?				false

		1263						PG		49		0		false		page 49				false

		1264						LN		49		1		false		 1                   Made by Robert Barham; seconded by				false

		1265						LN		49		2		false		 2   Mr. Moller.				false

		1266						LN		49		3		false		 3                   All in favor indicate with an "aye."				false

		1267						LN		49		4		false		 4               (Several member respond "aye.")				false

		1268						LN		49		5		false		 5               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1269						LN		49		6		false		 6                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		1270						LN		49		7		false		 7               (No response.)				false

		1271						LN		49		8		false		 8               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1272						LN		49		9		false		 9                   Proceed.				false

		1273						LN		49		10		false		10               MS. CHENG:				false

		1274						LN		49		11		false		11                   20160038, Discovery Producer Services in				false

		1275						LN		49		12		false		12   Lafourche Parish.				false

		1276						LN		49		13		false		13               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1277						LN		49		14		false		14                   This is discovery.				false

		1278						LN		49		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1279						LN		49		16		false		16                   Is there a question?				false

		1280						LN		49		17		false		17               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1281						LN		49		18		false		18                   Is there someone here from --				false

		1282						LN		49		19		false		19               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1283						LN		49		20		false		20                   Is there a representative from Discovery				false

		1284						LN		49		21		false		21   here?				false

		1285						LN		49		22		false		22                   Please step forward, state your name and				false

		1286						LN		49		23		false		23   who you represent.				false

		1287						LN		49		24		false		24               MR. PERILLOUX:				false

		1288						LN		49		25		false		25                   Yes, sir.  My name is Brian Perilloux				false

		1289						PG		50		0		false		page 50				false

		1290						LN		50		1		false		 1   with Williams Companies, the parent company of Discovery				false

		1291						LN		50		2		false		 2   Producer Services, LLC.  Thank you.				false

		1292						LN		50		3		false		 3               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1293						LN		50		4		false		 4                   Mr. Adley.				false

		1294						LN		50		5		false		 5               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1295						LN		50		6		false		 6                   My question is, albeit it was done prior				false

		1296						LN		50		7		false		 7   to the executive order, I am trying to determine that				false

		1297						LN		50		8		false		 8   this is actually part of a manufacturing process, what				false

		1298						LN		50		9		false		 9   you've done here.  I'm not following you.  You said,				false

		1299						LN		50		10		false		10   "This project consists of two primary objectives.  The				false

		1300						LN		50		11		false		11   first objective is to install pipe segment to bypass				false

		1301						LN		50		12		false		12   offshore gas around the Larose Gas Processing Plant.				false

		1302						LN		50		13		false		13   This project allows offshore gas to bypass LGPP				false

		1303						LN		50		14		false		14   downstream."  I'm confused.  Are you moving natural gas				false

		1304						LN		50		15		false		15   around the manufacturing facility or into the facility?				false

		1305						LN		50		16		false		16   That's what I couldn't figure out.				false

		1306						LN		50		17		false		17               MR. PERILLOUX:				false

		1307						LN		50		18		false		18                   Yes, sir.  It's to bypass the plant.  So				false

		1308						LN		50		19		false		19   they install the bypass at the LNG processing plant to				false

		1309						LN		50		20		false		20   bypass the plant because they don't want to process that				false

		1310						LN		50		21		false		21   particular gas.				false

		1311						LN		50		22		false		22               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1312						LN		50		23		false		23                   And where does that gas go?				false

		1313						LN		50		24		false		24               MR. PERILLOUX:				false

		1314						LN		50		25		false		25                   It goes up into another line, and I				false

		1315						PG		51		0		false		page 51				false

		1316						LN		51		1		false		 1   apologize.  I'm not familiar with the lot.				false

		1317						LN		51		2		false		 2               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1318						LN		51		3		false		 3                   I'm trying to find out, to get to the				false

		1319						LN		51		4		false		 4   point, you're not moving any natural gas that ends up				false

		1320						LN		51		5		false		 5   getting re-marketed somewhere by Williams or anybody				false

		1321						LN		51		6		false		 6   else, are you?  I mean, it all pertains to the				false

		1322						LN		51		7		false		 7   manufacturing in some way?  That's what I need to know.				false

		1323						LN		51		8		false		 8   If you built a line to go remarket gas, that's not				false

		1324						LN		51		9		false		 9   manufacturing.  That's something outside of what your				false

		1325						LN		51		10		false		10   facility does.  I just need to make sure we're not				false

		1326						LN		51		11		false		11   creating an exemption here for something that's outside				false

		1327						LN		51		12		false		12   the manufacturing that the facility does.				false

		1328						LN		51		13		false		13               MR. PERILLOUX:				false

		1329						LN		51		14		false		14                   Sure, and I understand.  I apologize.  I				false

		1330						LN		51		15		false		15   am not the project manager of the project, but the way				false

		1331						LN		51		16		false		16   it was explained to me, it's to bypass the facility --				false

		1332						LN		51		17		false		17               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1333						LN		51		18		false		18                   Bypass the facility.  Where does that				false

		1334						LN		51		19		false		19   gas go?				false

		1335						LN		51		20		false		20               MR. PERILLOUX:				false

		1336						LN		51		21		false		21                   I think it goes into a third-party line,				false

		1337						LN		51		22		false		22   sir.				false

		1338						LN		51		23		false		23               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1339						LN		51		24		false		24                   And from the third-party line, somebody				false

		1340						LN		51		25		false		25   sells it?				false

		1341						PG		52		0		false		page 52				false

		1342						LN		52		1		false		 1               MR. PERILLOUX:				false

		1343						LN		52		2		false		 2                   Yes, sir.  We merely transport it.				false

		1344						LN		52		3		false		 3               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1345						LN		52		4		false		 4                   My problem is you can't be getting				false

		1346						LN		52		5		false		 5   property tax exemption to build a pipeline to go market				false

		1347						LN		52		6		false		 6   natural gas, and I just need to know -- I mean, look,				false

		1348						LN		52		7		false		 7   I'm -- if it's used in the plant, I don't have a				false

		1349						LN		52		8		false		 8   problem, but if we're granting an exemption or property				false

		1350						LN		52		9		false		 9   tax to someone for building a pipeline to market natural				false

		1351						LN		52		10		false		10   gas, not part of the manufacturing, but go around the				false

		1352						LN		52		11		false		11   plant and into a third-party to be marketed, that is not				false

		1353						LN		52		12		false		12   manufacturing.				false

		1354						LN		52		13		false		13               MR. PERILLOUX:				false

		1355						LN		52		14		false		14                   We stand with whatever the decision is,				false

		1356						LN		52		15		false		15   sir, but that is the process, to bypass the plant.  It				false

		1357						LN		52		16		false		16   originally went into the plant --				false

		1358						LN		52		17		false		17               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1359						LN		52		18		false		18                   Can you help him?				false

		1360						LN		52		19		false		19               MR. PERILLOUX:				false

		1361						LN		52		20		false		20                   -- but the goal was to bypass the plant,				false

		1362						LN		52		21		false		21   but it was built into the plant in order to bypass it.				false

		1363						LN		52		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1364						LN		52		23		false		23                   Mr. Adley, I think we are going to need				false

		1365						LN		52		24		false		24   to defer this one to get a better explanation of what				false

		1366						LN		52		25		false		25   happens.  I mean, I don't see an alternative on this.				false

		1367						PG		53		0		false		page 53				false

		1368						LN		53		1		false		 1   Rather than --				false

		1369						LN		53		2		false		 2               MS. CHENG:				false

		1370						LN		53		3		false		 3                   We can go do an inspection if you would				false

		1371						LN		53		4		false		 4   like.				false

		1372						LN		53		5		false		 5               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1373						LN		53		6		false		 6                   Do what?				false

		1374						LN		53		7		false		 7               MS. CHENG:				false

		1375						LN		53		8		false		 8                   We can go do an inspection if y'all				false

		1376						LN		53		9		false		 9   would like.				false

		1377						LN		53		10		false		10               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1378						LN		53		11		false		11                   It would be helpful.  I just need to				false

		1379						LN		53		12		false		12   make sure you're not sitting out there getting an				false

		1380						LN		53		13		false		13   exemption for a pipeline that's actually -- albeit, some				false

		1381						LN		53		14		false		14   of the gas may go into facility, but if you're getting				false

		1382						LN		53		15		false		15   an exemption for the entire cost and some of it's				false

		1383						LN		53		16		false		16   getting marketed off, I think that's a problem.  And,				false

		1384						LN		53		17		false		17   yes, I would move that we direct LED to do get an				false

		1385						LN		53		18		false		18   inspection before we make a final decision on this.				false

		1386						LN		53		19		false		19               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1387						LN		53		20		false		20                   Before they go and spend time to go do				false

		1388						LN		53		21		false		21   an inspection, can we get a letter from the company				false

		1389						LN		53		22		false		22   telling us what it's for?  Because I hate to spend				false

		1390						LN		53		23		false		23   manpower, time and effort to go do something --				false

		1391						LN		53		24		false		24               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1392						LN		53		25		false		25                   I think it's really important to have				false

		1393						PG		54		0		false		page 54				false

		1394						LN		54		1		false		 1   LED to go do that.  I think it would be very helpful for				false

		1395						LN		54		2		false		 2   that to get done.				false

		1396						LN		54		3		false		 3               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1397						LN		54		4		false		 4                   Is this pipeline above the ground or				false

		1398						LN		54		5		false		 5   below the ground?				false

		1399						LN		54		6		false		 6               MR. PERILLOUX:				false

		1400						LN		54		7		false		 7                   Sir, I believe it's above ground.				false

		1401						LN		54		8		false		 8               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1402						LN		54		9		false		 9                   Above ground.				false

		1403						LN		54		10		false		10               MR. PERILLOUX:				false

		1404						LN		54		11		false		11                   I would need to double check with the				false

		1405						LN		54		12		false		12   project manager, but I think it is above ground.  I				false

		1406						LN		54		13		false		13   apologize.				false

		1407						LN		54		14		false		14               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1408						LN		54		15		false		15                   That's all right.  The only reason I'm				false

		1409						LN		54		16		false		16   saying that, Mr. Adley, is some of the inspections I've				false

		1410						LN		54		17		false		17   done, you go out there and the pipe is underground.  You				false

		1411						LN		54		18		false		18   can see it go down, and you don't know where it goes.				false

		1412						LN		54		19		false		19               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1413						LN		54		20		false		20                   Well, an inspection could clearly be a				false

		1414						LN		54		21		false		21   visit by them to the home office or front office and				false

		1415						LN		54		22		false		22   they can lay out for them the pipeline map and this is				false

		1416						LN		54		23		false		23   how it works and you come away with an understanding.				false

		1417						LN		54		24		false		24   You don't have to go out there with a shovel and dig up				false

		1418						LN		54		25		false		25   pipe to go figure out where it goes, Mr. Chairman.  This				false

		1419						PG		55		0		false		page 55				false

		1420						LN		55		1		false		 1   is not how it works.  They are going to have pipeline				false

		1421						LN		55		2		false		 2   plans for them to look at and you will be able to				false

		1422						LN		55		3		false		 3   determine if this pipe is for marketing gas or it's used				false

		1423						LN		55		4		false		 4   in the manufacturing facility.  That's what I mean by				false

		1424						LN		55		5		false		 5   inspection.				false

		1425						LN		55		6		false		 6               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1426						LN		55		7		false		 7                   Okay.  So you mean more of an				false

		1427						LN		55		8		false		 8   investigation?				false

		1428						LN		55		9		false		 9               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1429						LN		55		10		false		10                   I don't mean a tractor and dig up pipe.				false

		1430						LN		55		11		false		11   I don't mean that.				false

		1431						LN		55		12		false		12               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1432						LN		55		13		false		13                   They do perform inspections, physical on				false

		1433						LN		55		14		false		14   site inspections to verify --				false

		1434						LN		55		15		false		15               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1435						LN		55		16		false		16                   I think if you go to heir office,				false

		1436						LN		55		17		false		17   they're clearly going to have everything connection to				false

		1437						LN		55		18		false		18   that facility and they're going to have plats and maps				false

		1438						LN		55		19		false		19   for you to look at.				false

		1439						LN		55		20		false		20               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1440						LN		55		21		false		21                   All right.  So we'll take that as a				false

		1441						LN		55		22		false		22   motion to defer this one until LED investigates the				false

		1442						LN		55		23		false		23   manufacturing -- the actual manufacturing at this				false

		1443						LN		55		24		false		24   facility of that equipment.				false

		1444						LN		55		25		false		25                   Is there a second to that deferral?				false

		1445						PG		56		0		false		page 56				false

		1446						LN		56		1		false		 1                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.				false

		1447						LN		56		2		false		 2                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		1448						LN		56		3		false		 3               (Several members respond with "aye.")				false

		1449						LN		56		4		false		 4               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1450						LN		56		5		false		 5                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		1451						LN		56		6		false		 6               (No response.)				false

		1452						LN		56		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1453						LN		56		8		false		 8                   Motion carries.				false

		1454						LN		56		9		false		 9               MR. COLEMAN:				false

		1455						LN		56		10		false		10                   I have a question.				false

		1456						LN		56		11		false		11               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1457						LN		56		12		false		12                   Oh, I'm sorry.  Major Coleman.				false

		1458						LN		56		13		false		13               MR. COLEMAN:				false

		1459						LN		56		14		false		14                   I'm a little bit confused.  So each one				false

		1460						LN		56		15		false		15   of these applications, so we have not determined if it's				false

		1461						LN		56		16		false		16   a manufacturing job or not before it gets to us?				false

		1462						LN		56		17		false		17               MS. CHENG:				false

		1463						LN		56		18		false		18                   They have a manufacturing NAICS Code.				false

		1464						LN		56		19		false		19               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1465						LN		56		20		false		20                   I will tell you where I'm coming from.				false

		1466						LN		56		21		false		21   These came in prior to the executive order, so under the				false

		1467						LN		56		22		false		22   old rules.  The old rules required that be				false

		1468						LN		56		23		false		23   manufacturing, but under a different definition than we				false

		1469						LN		56		24		false		24   had.  In any case, it's required to be manufacturing.				false

		1470						LN		56		25		false		25   Any member of this board who determines that something				false

		1471						PG		57		0		false		page 57				false

		1472						LN		57		1		false		 1   that they see before them is not manufacturing, you				false

		1473						LN		57		2		false		 2   clearly have a right to distinguish between the two, and				false

		1474						LN		57		3		false		 3   that's what I'm trying to do here.  I need to know that				false

		1475						LN		57		4		false		 4   this is part of whatever LED said the manufacturing				false

		1476						LN		57		5		false		 5   process is.				false

		1477						LN		57		6		false		 6               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1478						LN		57		7		false		 7                   And I will point out, in some cases,				false

		1479						LN		57		8		false		 8   there may be things where an entity will extract				false

		1480						LN		57		9		false		 9   resources from the ground, so the extraction equipment				false

		1481						LN		57		10		false		10   is not part of the manufacturing process; but then once				false

		1482						LN		57		11		false		11   it gets above the ground on their site, then they start				false

		1483						LN		57		12		false		12   manufacturing it into another product or doing something				false

		1484						LN		57		13		false		13   to it to change its form, et cetera, et cetera, and that				false

		1485						LN		57		14		false		14   becomes what's eligible for manufacturing.  So the				false

		1486						LN		57		15		false		15   overall entity may have an SIC or a NAICS Code that is				false

		1487						LN		57		16		false		16   manufacturing, but certain activity that go on may not				false

		1488						LN		57		17		false		17   be manufacturing, and that's how they know, because it				false

		1489						LN		57		18		false		18   has NAICS Code that indicates that they're manufacturing				false

		1490						LN		57		19		false		19   something.  Does that help?				false

		1491						LN		57		20		false		20                   Mr. Slone.				false

		1492						LN		57		21		false		21               MR. SLONE:				false

		1493						LN		57		22		false		22                   I'm sorry.  So if it bypasses the				false

		1494						LN		57		23		false		23   process that you use, but is used to power the plant,				false

		1495						LN		57		24		false		24   then would be manufacturing?				false

		1496						LN		57		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1497						PG		58		0		false		page 58				false

		1498						LN		58		1		false		 1                   In my eyes, that would be considered				false

		1499						LN		58		2		false		 2   part of the manufacturing process.				false

		1500						LN		58		3		false		 3               MR. SLONE:				false

		1501						LN		58		4		false		 4                   I didn't know if that would help.				false

		1502						LN		58		5		false		 5               MR. COLEMAN:				false

		1503						LN		58		6		false		 6                   I was just trying to figure out whose				false

		1504						LN		58		7		false		 7   job it is to determine the eligibility of if they even				false

		1505						LN		58		8		false		 8   get to the application stage.				false

		1506						LN		58		9		false		 9               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1507						LN		58		10		false		10                   I believe that's the staff's				false

		1508						LN		58		11		false		11   responsibility to determine it's manufacturing when they				false

		1509						LN		58		12		false		12   receive the application.				false

		1510						LN		58		13		false		13                   Any other questions before the deferral				false

		1511						LN		58		14		false		14   vote is taken?				false

		1512						LN		58		15		false		15               (No response.)				false

		1513						LN		58		16		false		16               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1514						LN		58		17		false		17                   All in favor of deferring?				false

		1515						LN		58		18		false		18               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		1516						LN		58		19		false		19               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1517						LN		58		20		false		20                   All opposed say, "nay."				false

		1518						LN		58		21		false		21               (No response.)				false

		1519						LN		58		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1520						LN		58		23		false		23                   Motion carries.  This one is deferred				false

		1521						LN		58		24		false		24   for investigation.				false

		1522						LN		58		25		false		25               MS. CHENG:				false

		1523						PG		59		0		false		page 59				false

		1524						LN		59		1		false		 1                   20111182A, DOW Chemical Company in				false

		1525						LN		59		2		false		 2   Iberville Parish.				false

		1526						LN		59		3		false		 3               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1527						LN		59		4		false		 4                   Any comments from the Board concerning				false

		1528						LN		59		5		false		 5   the DOW Chemical application?				false

		1529						LN		59		6		false		 6               (No response.)				false

		1530						LN		59		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1531						LN		59		8		false		 8                   Any questions from the Board members?				false

		1532						LN		59		9		false		 9                   Is there a motion for approval?				false

		1533						LN		59		10		false		10                   Made by Mr. Slone; seconded by				false

		1534						LN		59		11		false		11   Mr. Fajardo.				false

		1535						LN		59		12		false		12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		1536						LN		59		13		false		13               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		1537						LN		59		14		false		14               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1538						LN		59		15		false		15                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		1539						LN		59		16		false		16               (No response.)				false

		1540						LN		59		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1541						LN		59		18		false		18                   Motion carries.				false

		1542						LN		59		19		false		19               MS. CHENG:				false

		1543						LN		59		20		false		20                   20150280, Eagle US 2, LLC in Calcasieu				false

		1544						LN		59		21		false		21   Parish.				false

		1545						LN		59		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1546						LN		59		23		false		23                   Mr. Adley, I believe you have a question				false

		1547						LN		59		24		false		24   for this one.				false

		1548						LN		59		25		false		25               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1549						PG		60		0		false		page 60				false

		1550						LN		60		1		false		 1                   Question for the staff.  Understanding				false

		1551						LN		60		2		false		 2   it's under the initial rules, when I look at these two				false

		1552						LN		60		3		false		 3   applications, they have this one and I guess there is				false

		1553						LN		60		4		false		 4   another.  This one, they just said 2015 upgrades.  The				false

		1554						LN		60		5		false		 5   second one, they clearly mentioned an expansion.  How do				false

		1555						LN		60		6		false		 6   you know or do you know as a staff person that these				false

		1556						LN		60		7		false		 7   were maintenance or not maintenance items?  Is there any				false

		1557						LN		60		8		false		 8   way for you to know that?				false

		1558						LN		60		9		false		 9               MS. CHENG:				false

		1559						LN		60		10		false		10                   No.				false

		1560						LN		60		11		false		11               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1561						LN		60		12		false		12                   Under the old rules, they're clearly				false

		1562						LN		60		13		false		13   allowed regardless of what they put.				false

		1563						LN		60		14		false		14               MS. CHENG:				false

		1564						LN		60		15		false		15                   Yes, sir.				false

		1565						LN		60		16		false		16               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1566						LN		60		17		false		17                   Under the new rules, when they see				false

		1567						LN		60		18		false		18   something, they just simply --				false

		1568						LN		60		19		false		19               MS. CHENG:				false

		1569						LN		60		20		false		20                   We will have ask for an explanation of				false

		1570						LN		60		21		false		21   what the --				false

		1571						LN		60		22		false		22               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1572						LN		60		23		false		23                   Then this may no longer be allowed --				false

		1573						LN		60		24		false		24               MS. CHENG:				false

		1574						LN		60		25		false		25                   Correct.				false

		1575						PG		61		0		false		page 61				false

		1576						LN		61		1		false		 1               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1577						LN		61		2		false		 2                   -- if you find out it's for maintenance				false

		1578						LN		61		3		false		 3   purposes.				false

		1579						LN		61		4		false		 4               MS. CHENG:				false

		1580						LN		61		5		false		 5                   Yes, sir.				false

		1581						LN		61		6		false		 6               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1582						LN		61		7		false		 7                   All right.  That's what I needed to				false

		1583						LN		61		8		false		 8   know.  Thank you.				false

		1584						LN		61		9		false		 9               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1585						LN		61		10		false		10                   Any other questions for the first Eagle				false

		1586						LN		61		11		false		11   US 2 application?				false

		1587						LN		61		12		false		12               (No response.)				false

		1588						LN		61		13		false		13               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1589						LN		61		14		false		14                   Any comments from the public?				false

		1590						LN		61		15		false		15               (No response.)				false

		1591						LN		61		16		false		16               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1592						LN		61		17		false		17                   Motion to approve made by Major Coleman;				false

		1593						LN		61		18		false		18   seconded by Ms. Atkins.				false

		1594						LN		61		19		false		19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		1595						LN		61		20		false		20               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		1596						LN		61		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1597						LN		61		22		false		22                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		1598						LN		61		23		false		23               (No response.)				false

		1599						LN		61		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1600						LN		61		25		false		25                   Motion carries.				false

		1601						PG		62		0		false		page 62				false

		1602						LN		62		1		false		 1               MS. CHENG:				false

		1603						LN		62		2		false		 2                   20150880A, Eagle US 2 in Calcasieu				false

		1604						LN		62		3		false		 3   Parish.				false

		1605						LN		62		4		false		 4               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1606						LN		62		5		false		 5                   Any comments from the public concerning				false

		1607						LN		62		6		false		 6   this second application by Eagle US 2?				false

		1608						LN		62		7		false		 7               (No response.)				false

		1609						LN		62		8		false		 8               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1610						LN		62		9		false		 9                   There is a motion on floor to approve				false

		1611						LN		62		10		false		10   made by Ricky.				false

		1612						LN		62		11		false		11                   Is there a second?				false

		1613						LN		62		12		false		12                   By Mr. Williams.				false

		1614						LN		62		13		false		13                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		1615						LN		62		14		false		14               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		1616						LN		62		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1617						LN		62		16		false		16                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		1618						LN		62		17		false		17               (No response.)				false

		1619						LN		62		18		false		18               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1620						LN		62		19		false		19                   Motion carries.				false

		1621						LN		62		20		false		20               MS. CHENG:				false

		1622						LN		62		21		false		21                   Exxon Mobil Corporation has requested				false

		1623						LN		62		22		false		22   that we defer 20152017.				false

		1624						LN		62		23		false		23               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1625						LN		62		24		false		24                   You said defer?				false

		1626						LN		62		25		false		25               MS. CHENG:				false

		1627						PG		63		0		false		page 63				false

		1628						LN		63		1		false		 1                   Yes.				false

		1629						LN		63		2		false		 2               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1630						LN		63		3		false		 3                   Which one.				false

		1631						LN		63		4		false		 4               MS. CHENG:				false

		1632						LN		63		5		false		 5                   Exxon Mobil.				false

		1633						LN		63		6		false		 6               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1634						LN		63		7		false		 7                   Exxon Mobil.				false

		1635						LN		63		8		false		 8               MS. CHENG:				false

		1636						LN		63		9		false		 9                   Company has requested that the				false

		1637						LN		63		10		false		10   application be deferred.				false

		1638						LN		63		11		false		11               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1639						LN		63		12		false		12                   All right.				false

		1640						LN		63		13		false		13               MS. CHENG:				false

		1641						LN		63		14		false		14                   20150997 FMT Shipyard & Repair, LLC in				false

		1642						LN		63		15		false		15   Jefferson Parish.				false

		1643						LN		63		16		false		16               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1644						LN		63		17		false		17                   And the question on this one is they				false

		1645						LN		63		18		false		18   state that they constructed new office buildings, am I				false

		1646						LN		63		19		false		19   to understand that under the old rules, that was				false

		1647						LN		63		20		false		20   allowed?				false

		1648						LN		63		21		false		21               MS. CHENG:				false

		1649						LN		63		22		false		22                   Correct.				false

		1650						LN		63		23		false		23               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1651						LN		63		24		false		24                   And that is not allowed under the new				false

		1652						LN		63		25		false		25   rules; is that correct?  I'm trying to get some of these				false

		1653						PG		64		0		false		page 64				false

		1654						LN		64		1		false		 1   things aired out before we start walking into these				false

		1655						LN		64		2		false		 2   meetings and people believe that the way they used to do				false

		1656						LN		64		3		false		 3   it's going to work.				false

		1657						LN		64		4		false		 4                   Under the new rule, that would not be				false

		1658						LN		64		5		false		 5   allowed, the office building.				false

		1659						LN		64		6		false		 6               MS. CHENG:				false

		1660						LN		64		7		false		 7                   Correct.				false

		1661						LN		64		8		false		 8               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1662						LN		64		9		false		 9                   But under the old rule, y'all did allow				false

		1663						LN		64		10		false		10   them and you allowed them for other companies; is that a				false

		1664						LN		64		11		false		11   fair statement?				false

		1665						LN		64		12		false		12               MS. CHENG:				false

		1666						LN		64		13		false		13                   Yes.				false

		1667						LN		64		14		false		14               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1668						LN		64		15		false		15                   Okay.  Thank you.				false

		1669						LN		64		16		false		16               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1670						LN		64		17		false		17                   Any comments from the public concerning				false

		1671						LN		64		18		false		18   FMT Shipyard & Repair?				false

		1672						LN		64		19		false		19               (No response.)				false

		1673						LN		64		20		false		20               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1674						LN		64		21		false		21                   Motion made by Mr. Slone; seconded by				false

		1675						LN		64		22		false		22   Secretary Pierson.				false

		1676						LN		64		23		false		23                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		1677						LN		64		24		false		24                   (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		1678						LN		64		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1679						PG		65		0		false		page 65				false

		1680						LN		65		1		false		 1                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		1681						LN		65		2		false		 2               (No response.)				false

		1682						LN		65		3		false		 3               MS. CHENG:				false

		1683						LN		65		4		false		 4                   20141329, G.E.O. Heat Exchangers, LLC in				false

		1684						LN		65		5		false		 5   Iberville Parish.				false

		1685						LN		65		6		false		 6               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1686						LN		65		7		false		 7                   Any comments from the public concerning				false

		1687						LN		65		8		false		 8   G.E.O. Heat Exchangers?				false

		1688						LN		65		9		false		 9               (No response.)				false

		1689						LN		65		10		false		10               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1690						LN		65		11		false		11                   Is there a motion on the floor to				false

		1691						LN		65		12		false		12   approve this one?				false

		1692						LN		65		13		false		13                   Made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by Ms.				false

		1693						LN		65		14		false		14   Atkins.				false

		1694						LN		65		15		false		15                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		1695						LN		65		16		false		16                   (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		1696						LN		65		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1697						LN		65		18		false		18                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		1698						LN		65		19		false		19               (No response.)				false

		1699						LN		65		20		false		20               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1700						LN		65		21		false		21                   Motion carries.				false

		1701						LN		65		22		false		22               MS. CHENG:				false

		1702						LN		65		23		false		23                   20160175, Hood Container of Louisiana,				false

		1703						LN		65		24		false		24   LLC in West Feliciana Parish.				false

		1704						LN		65		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1705						PG		66		0		false		page 66				false

		1706						LN		66		1		false		 1                   Any comments from the public concerning				false

		1707						LN		66		2		false		 2   Hood Container of Louisiana?				false

		1708						LN		66		3		false		 3               (No response.)				false

		1709						LN		66		4		false		 4               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1710						LN		66		5		false		 5                   Is there a motion to approve?				false

		1711						LN		66		6		false		 6                   Made by Mr. Miller; seconded by				false

		1712						LN		66		7		false		 7   Mr. Williams.				false

		1713						LN		66		8		false		 8                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		1714						LN		66		9		false		 9                   (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		1715						LN		66		10		false		10               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1716						LN		66		11		false		11                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		1717						LN		66		12		false		12               (No response.)				false

		1718						LN		66		13		false		13               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1719						LN		66		14		false		14                   Motion carries.				false

		1720						LN		66		15		false		15               MS. CHENG:				false

		1721						LN		66		16		false		16                   20141572, Intralox, LLC in Jefferson				false

		1722						LN		66		17		false		17   Parish.				false

		1723						LN		66		18		false		18               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1724						LN		66		19		false		19                   Mr. Adley, I believe you have a question				false

		1725						LN		66		20		false		20   for Intralox.				false

		1726						LN		66		21		false		21               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1727						LN		66		22		false		22                   We do.				false

		1728						LN		66		23		false		23               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1729						LN		66		24		false		24                   Is there a representative from Intralox?				false

		1730						LN		66		25		false		25                   Please step forward.				false

		1731						PG		67		0		false		page 67				false

		1732						LN		67		1		false		 1               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1733						LN		67		2		false		 2                   Under the old rules, they also allow --				false

		1734						LN		67		3		false		 3   go ahead and identify yourself.  I'm sorry.				false

		1735						LN		67		4		false		 4               MS. RAYMOND:				false

		1736						LN		67		5		false		 5                   Deanne Raymond.  I'm the Director of Tax				false

		1737						LN		67		6		false		 6   for Laitram, and Intralox is one of our group of				false

		1738						LN		67		7		false		 7   companies.				false

		1739						LN		67		8		false		 8               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1740						LN		67		9		false		 9                   Deanne, I don't think the application is				false

		1741						LN		67		10		false		10   at risk.  I just want you to understand that, but under				false

		1742						LN		67		11		false		11   the old rules, they allow for software and hardware if				false

		1743						LN		67		12		false		12   it was in an office as part of a process to be included.				false

		1744						LN		67		13		false		13   Under the new rules, this has to be part of the process,				false

		1745						LN		67		14		false		14   something that's used into the manufacturing itself.  My				false

		1746						LN		67		15		false		15   question to you is, the software and hardware that you				false

		1747						LN		67		16		false		16   have purchased here, what is that for?				false

		1748						LN		67		17		false		17               MS. RAYMOND:				false

		1749						LN		67		18		false		18                   It's probably going to be difficult for				false

		1750						LN		67		19		false		19   me to look at this and say exactly what that's for.  I				false

		1751						LN		67		20		false		20   would probably have to go back to our IT people.  I				false

		1752						LN		67		21		false		21   mean, some of that is certainly used in the				false

		1753						LN		67		22		false		22   manufacturing because we have -- everything's robotic				false

		1754						LN		67		23		false		23   and computerized.				false

		1755						LN		67		24		false		24               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1756						LN		67		25		false		25                   If you go to a Timber mill, for instance				false

		1757						PG		68		0		false		page 68				false

		1758						LN		68		1		false		 1   they're going to sit there on the computer out on a line				false

		1759						LN		68		2		false		 2   and they're going to push a button to cut those logs a				false

		1760						LN		68		3		false		 3   certain way and they have a computer that's using				false

		1761						LN		68		4		false		 4   Windows 10 inside of the office, that would not be				false

		1762						LN		68		5		false		 5   allowed.  It will be allowed in the old rules, but will				false

		1763						LN		68		6		false		 6   not be allowed under the new rules.				false

		1764						LN		68		7		false		 7               MS. RAYMOND:				false

		1765						LN		68		8		false		 8                   Okay.  I understand what you're saying.				false

		1766						LN		68		9		false		 9               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1767						LN		68		10		false		10                   You don't really know what --				false

		1768						LN		68		11		false		11               MS. RAYMOND:				false

		1769						LN		68		12		false		12                   Specifically what this one is, I would				false

		1770						LN		68		13		false		13   have to go back and see, but certainly we use computers				false

		1771						LN		68		14		false		14   in the whole manufacturing process, which all of the				false

		1772						LN		68		15		false		15   injection and molding machines and the robotic equipment				false

		1773						LN		68		16		false		16   that goes along with that.				false

		1774						LN		68		17		false		17               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1775						LN		68		18		false		18                   And all of that certainly is approved				false

		1776						LN		68		19		false		19   with the new rules and the old rules.				false

		1777						LN		68		20		false		20               MS. RAYMOND:				false

		1778						LN		68		21		false		21                   Uh-huh.  What specifically --				false

		1779						LN		68		22		false		22               MS. ADLEY:				false

		1780						LN		68		23		false		23                   I only raise this, ma'am, so the				false

		1781						LN		68		24		false		24   committee can be, again, prepared when we get to this				false

		1782						LN		68		25		false		25   point under the new rules, if you walk in here with				false

		1783						PG		69		0		false		page 69				false

		1784						LN		69		1		false		 1   software and hardware, you're going to have to know the				false

		1785						LN		69		2		false		 2   difference because if it's sitting over there at an				false

		1786						LN		69		3		false		 3   office somewhere, it clearly does not meet the new				false

		1787						LN		69		4		false		 4   definition of manufacturing.				false

		1788						LN		69		5		false		 5               MS. RAYMOND:				false

		1789						LN		69		6		false		 6                   Okay.				false

		1790						LN		69		7		false		 7               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1791						LN		69		8		false		 8                   That's it.  Thank you, ma'am.				false

		1792						LN		69		9		false		 9               MS. RAYMOND:				false

		1793						LN		69		10		false		10                   Thank you.				false

		1794						LN		69		11		false		11               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1795						LN		69		12		false		12                   All right.  Any comments from the public				false

		1796						LN		69		13		false		13   concerning the Intralox application?				false

		1797						LN		69		14		false		14               (No response.)				false

		1798						LN		69		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1799						LN		69		16		false		16                   Is there a motion on the floor?				false

		1800						LN		69		17		false		17                   Made by Mr. Slone; seconded by				false

		1801						LN		69		18		false		18   Mr. Miller.				false

		1802						LN		69		19		false		19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		1803						LN		69		20		false		20               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		1804						LN		69		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1805						LN		69		22		false		22                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		1806						LN		69		23		false		23               (No response.)				false

		1807						LN		69		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1808						LN		69		25		false		25                   Motion carries.				false

		1809						PG		70		0		false		page 70				false

		1810						LN		70		1		false		 1               MS. CHENG:				false

		1811						LN		70		2		false		 2                   20140198A, Lubrication Technologies,				false

		1812						LN		70		3		false		 3   Inc. in Caddo Parish.				false

		1813						LN		70		4		false		 4               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1814						LN		70		5		false		 5                   All right.  Any comments from the public				false

		1815						LN		70		6		false		 6   concerning Lubrication Technologies?				false

		1816						LN		70		7		false		 7               (No response.)				false

		1817						LN		70		8		false		 8               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1818						LN		70		9		false		 9                   Is there a motion on the floor?				false

		1819						LN		70		10		false		10                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by				false

		1820						LN		70		11		false		11   Mayor Brasseaux.				false

		1821						LN		70		12		false		12                   All in favor -- oh, any comments from				false

		1822						LN		70		13		false		13   the Board, questions?				false

		1823						LN		70		14		false		14               (No response.)				false

		1824						LN		70		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1825						LN		70		16		false		16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		1826						LN		70		17		false		17               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		1827						LN		70		18		false		18               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1828						LN		70		19		false		19                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		1829						LN		70		20		false		20               (No response.)				false

		1830						LN		70		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1831						LN		70		22		false		22                   Motion carries.				false

		1832						LN		70		23		false		23               MS. CHENG:				false

		1833						LN		70		24		false		24                   20140198B, Lubrication Technologies,				false

		1834						LN		70		25		false		25   Inc. in Caddo Parish.				false

		1835						PG		71		0		false		page 71				false

		1836						LN		71		1		false		 1               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1837						LN		71		2		false		 2                   I will assume the same?				false

		1838						LN		71		3		false		 3                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson and seconded				false

		1839						LN		71		4		false		 4   by Mayor Brasseaux.				false

		1840						LN		71		5		false		 5                   Questions from the public, comments?				false

		1841						LN		71		6		false		 6               (No response.)				false

		1842						LN		71		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1843						LN		71		8		false		 8                   Any questions from the Board members?				false

		1844						LN		71		9		false		 9               (No response.)				false

		1845						LN		71		10		false		10               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1846						LN		71		11		false		11                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		1847						LN		71		12		false		12                   (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		1848						LN		71		13		false		13               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1849						LN		71		14		false		14                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		1850						LN		71		15		false		15               (No response.)				false

		1851						LN		71		16		false		16               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1852						LN		71		17		false		17                   Motion carries.				false

		1853						LN		71		18		false		18               MS. CHENG:				false

		1854						LN		71		19		false		19                   Marathon Petroleum Company has requested				false

		1855						LN		71		20		false		20   they we defer 20131404.				false

		1856						LN		71		21		false		21               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1857						LN		71		22		false		22                   The only question, just if you -- I				false

		1858						LN		71		23		false		23   think you can answer it without getting them up here.				false

		1859						LN		71		24		false		24   When you see the word "revamp" in an application and				false

		1860						LN		71		25		false		25   there's no further description in what they do, what				false

		1861						PG		72		0		false		page 72				false

		1862						LN		72		1		false		 1   does that mean?				false

		1863						LN		72		2		false		 2               MS. CHENG:				false

		1864						LN		72		3		false		 3                   Which application would this be?				false

		1865						LN		72		4		false		 4               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1866						LN		72		5		false		 5                   On the Marathon.  Says that FCC revamp.				false

		1867						LN		72		6		false		 6   Does that mean they're maintaining it?  Does that mean				false

		1868						LN		72		7		false		 7   they're rebuilding it?  What does that mean?				false

		1869						LN		72		8		false		 8               MS. CHENG:				false

		1870						LN		72		9		false		 9                   I'm not sure, but I can ask them.				false

		1871						LN		72		10		false		10               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1872						LN		72		11		false		11                   That's all right.  Look, it's going to				false

		1873						LN		72		12		false		12   be approved because it's under the old rules.  I'm going				false

		1874						LN		72		13		false		13   to suggest to you that when we start moving the others				false

		1875						LN		72		14		false		14   through under the new rules, words like that, they're				false

		1876						LN		72		15		false		15   not going to mean anything unless you have a				false

		1877						LN		72		16		false		16   description.  A lot of these just don't have the				false

		1878						LN		72		17		false		17   description.				false

		1879						LN		72		18		false		18                   That's it, Mr. Chairman.  Thank you.				false

		1880						LN		72		19		false		19               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1881						LN		72		20		false		20                   Thank you, Mr. Adley.				false

		1882						LN		72		21		false		21               MS. CHENG:				false

		1883						LN		72		22		false		22                   20141452, Sasol Chemicals USA in				false

		1884						LN		72		23		false		23   Calcasieu Parish.				false

		1885						LN		72		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1886						LN		72		25		false		25                   I believe Mr. Adley has a question for				false

		1887						PG		73		0		false		page 73				false

		1888						LN		73		1		false		 1   Sasol.				false

		1889						LN		73		2		false		 2                   Is a there a representative for Sasol?				false

		1890						LN		73		3		false		 3               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1891						LN		73		4		false		 4                   Is this the second Marathon?				false

		1892						LN		73		5		false		 5               MS. CHENG:				false

		1893						LN		73		6		false		 6                   Marathon only has one.				false

		1894						LN		73		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1895						LN		73		8		false		 8                   Sasol, please step forward and identify				false

		1896						LN		73		9		false		 9   yourself.				false

		1897						LN		73		10		false		10               MR. HAYES:				false

		1898						LN		73		11		false		11                   Michael Hayes, Manager of Government				false

		1899						LN		73		12		false		12   Relations for Sasol.				false

		1900						LN		73		13		false		13               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1901						LN		73		14		false		14                   Thank you.  Let me just ask the staff,				false

		1902						LN		73		15		false		15   in the past, under the old rules, you allowed R&D,				false

		1903						LN		73		16		false		16   research and development, to be part of the				false

		1904						LN		73		17		false		17   manufacturing process; is that right or wrong?				false

		1905						LN		73		18		false		18               MS. CHENG:				false

		1906						LN		73		19		false		19                   I believe everything was included and				false

		1907						LN		73		20		false		20   allowed at the manufacturing site.				false

		1908						LN		73		21		false		21               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1909						LN		73		22		false		22                   I didn't hear you, ma'am.				false

		1910						LN		73		23		false		23               MS. CHENG:				false

		1911						LN		73		24		false		24                   Everything at the manufacturing site.				false

		1912						LN		73		25		false		25               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1913						PG		74		0		false		page 74				false

		1914						LN		74		1		false		 1                   Whatever it was?				false

		1915						LN		74		2		false		 2               MS. CHENG:				false

		1916						LN		74		3		false		 3                   Yes.				false

		1917						LN		74		4		false		 4               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1918						LN		74		5		false		 5                   So when they say "the expansion of R&D				false

		1919						LN		74		6		false		 6   building for research and development that may be				false

		1920						LN		74		7		false		 7   outside of the manufacturing plant itself," you always				false

		1921						LN		74		8		false		 8   allowed that in the past?				false

		1922						LN		74		9		false		 9               MS. CHENG:				false

		1923						LN		74		10		false		10                   Yes.				false

		1924						LN		74		11		false		11               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1925						LN		74		12		false		12                   Okay.  And we're allowing it now, but I				false

		1926						LN		74		13		false		13   have to tell you, under the new rules, I don't think				false

		1927						LN		74		14		false		14   it's going to fit, so that you know going forward.				false

		1928						LN		74		15		false		15               MR. HAYES:				false

		1929						LN		74		16		false		16                   If I may, this particular R&D expansion				false

		1930						LN		74		17		false		17   is not pie-in-the-sky R&D.  This is very				false

		1931						LN		74		18		false		18   customer-process-driven R&D because we have some				false

		1932						LN		74		19		false		19   processes that can take alumina, for example, and change				false

		1933						LN		74		20		false		20   the properties of that alumina to suit what the customer				false

		1934						LN		74		21		false		21   needs.  So these are in the chemistry, working with a				false

		1935						LN		74		22		false		22   manufacturing process and the customers, to modify the				false

		1936						LN		74		23		false		23   properties of those molecules they're making so that				false

		1937						LN		74		24		false		24   they'll suit the process.  And so, to me, this type of				false

		1938						LN		74		25		false		25   R&D was one that we'd give serious consideration.				false

		1939						PG		75		0		false		page 75				false

		1940						LN		75		1		false		 1                   An example, one of the products that we				false

		1941						LN		75		2		false		 2   make, you know, if you remember, when photo paper for				false

		1942						LN		75		3		false		 3   computers, laser paper, was so expensive because it had				false

		1943						LN		75		4		false		 4   silver in it.  We were able to work with those				false

		1944						LN		75		5		false		 5   manufacturers of photo paper to modify the properties of				false

		1945						LN		75		6		false		 6   our alumina to be able to replace the silver in photo				false

		1946						LN		75		7		false		 7   paper.  So you went from something that you make jewelry				false

		1947						LN		75		8		false		 8   out of to something that's the functional equivalent of				false

		1948						LN		75		9		false		 9   dirt.  You know, that's how the process --				false

		1949						LN		75		10		false		10               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1950						LN		75		11		false		11                   I got that and it will certainly be				false

		1951						LN		75		12		false		12   approved today, but the truth of the matter is, you can				false

		1952						LN		75		13		false		13   be doing your R&D in London.				false

		1953						LN		75		14		false		14               MR. HAYES:				false

		1954						LN		75		15		false		15                   Not this R&D.  This R&D --				false

		1955						LN		75		16		false		16               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1956						LN		75		17		false		17                   I think the way the law works now,				false

		1957						LN		75		18		false		18   anything associated with R&D can be there.  Here's the				false

		1958						LN		75		19		false		19   best example I can give you:  When you move natural gas				false

		1959						LN		75		20		false		20   into your plant, and you do that over there, I'm sure,				false

		1960						LN		75		21		false		21   before it's moved in there, they move water out of the				false

		1961						LN		75		22		false		22   gas.				false

		1962						LN		75		23		false		23               MR. HAYES:				false

		1963						LN		75		24		false		24                   Right.				false

		1964						LN		75		25		false		25               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1965						PG		76		0		false		page 76				false

		1966						LN		76		1		false		 1                   Under what your theory is, all of that,				false

		1967						LN		76		2		false		 2   too, would be subject to manufacturing.				false

		1968						LN		76		3		false		 3               MR. HAYES:				false

		1969						LN		76		4		false		 4                   No, sir.  That would be quality				false

		1970						LN		76		5		false		 5   assurance and would be separate from the new rules.				false

		1971						LN		76		6		false		 6               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1972						LN		76		7		false		 7                   I got you.  Just from the Governor's				false

		1973						LN		76		8		false		 8   office, sir, whatever it's worth, certainly we're not				false

		1974						LN		76		9		false		 9   going to object to this one because it's under the old				false

		1975						LN		76		10		false		10   rules and R&D was clearly left out when we did the new				false

		1976						LN		76		11		false		11   rules.  Just so you know, it won't be there, at least				false

		1977						LN		76		12		false		12   from our office.				false

		1978						LN		76		13		false		13               MR. HAYES:				false

		1979						LN		76		14		false		14                   Okay.  I would like to be able to make				false

		1980						LN		76		15		false		15   the argument, though, in the future, if it's possible.				false

		1981						LN		76		16		false		16               MR. ADLEY:				false

		1982						LN		76		17		false		17                   We are right over there on the fourth				false

		1983						LN		76		18		false		18   floor.  Go over there and knock on his door.  He's				false

		1984						LN		76		19		false		19   looking for friends today.				false

		1985						LN		76		20		false		20               MR. HAYES:				false

		1986						LN		76		21		false		21                   You have a great staff here and they				false

		1987						LN		76		22		false		22   asked for those same details.				false

		1988						LN		76		23		false		23               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1989						LN		76		24		false		24                   So when you do this R&D, it is related				false

		1990						LN		76		25		false		25   to --				false

		1991						PG		77		0		false		page 77				false

		1992						LN		77		1		false		 1               MR. HAYES:				false

		1993						LN		77		2		false		 2                   Manufacturing.				false

		1994						LN		77		3		false		 3               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		1995						LN		77		4		false		 4                   -- manufacturing.  I mean, getting the				false

		1996						LN		77		5		false		 5   product to the customer specs, do you bill them for this				false

		1997						LN		77		6		false		 6   or is this part billed to the cost of the production of				false

		1998						LN		77		7		false		 7   the new material?				false

		1999						LN		77		8		false		 8               MR. HAYES:				false

		2000						LN		77		9		false		 9                   That's part of the service that we				false

		2001						LN		77		10		false		10   provide because if we're able to create new products by				false

		2002						LN		77		11		false		11   changing the properties of our existing products that				false

		2003						LN		77		12		false		12   suit the customer's manufacturing need, then we've				false

		2004						LN		77		13		false		13   satisfied our manufacturing need and then we've				false

		2005						LN		77		14		false		14   satisfied their need as a customer, and that's what this				false

		2006						LN		77		15		false		15   is all about.  So these R&D guys that are doing this				false

		2007						LN		77		16		false		16   work really are trying to modify the process to come up				false

		2008						LN		77		17		false		17   with a new brainstorm.  They're trying to make what we				false

		2009						LN		77		18		false		18   have work in various and different circumstances.				false

		2010						LN		77		19		false		19                   Another example is we make surfactants				false

		2011						LN		77		20		false		20   and we're using those surfactants in the hydraulic				false

		2012						LN		77		21		false		21   fracturing process, but not every surfactant works, but				false

		2013						LN		77		22		false		22   we're able to treat the properties of surfactants so				false

		2014						LN		77		23		false		23   that they will run the hydraulic fracturing process				false

		2015						LN		77		24		false		24   better to keep those cracks open, deliver the material				false

		2016						LN		77		25		false		25   that keeps the cracks open because the surfactants are				false

		2017						PG		78		0		false		page 78				false

		2018						LN		78		1		false		 1   able to work better.				false

		2019						LN		78		2		false		 2               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2020						LN		78		3		false		 3                   So, in my eyes, this might be more of a				false

		2021						LN		78		4		false		 4   customizing manufacturing --				false

		2022						LN		78		5		false		 5               MR. HAYES:				false

		2023						LN		78		6		false		 6                   Exactly.  Exactly.				false

		2024						LN		78		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2025						LN		78		8		false		 8                   -- as opposed to R&D, because I think of				false

		2026						LN		78		9		false		 9   R&D, as you said, where the scientists are in there and				false

		2027						LN		78		10		false		10   they're trying to come up with a new widget, not taking				false

		2028						LN		78		11		false		11   an existing widget and making sure it works for the				false

		2029						LN		78		12		false		12   customer's needs.				false

		2030						LN		78		13		false		13               MR. HAYES:				false

		2031						LN		78		14		false		14                   Right.				false

		2032						LN		78		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2033						LN		78		16		false		16                   So, Mr. Adley, it may be different than				false

		2034						LN		78		17		false		17   R&D in the sense that a lot of people think of R&D.				false

		2035						LN		78		18		false		18   This is fine tuning a product, just like making sure				false

		2036						LN		78		19		false		19   that they're mixing it right, and, to me, it's part of				false

		2037						LN		78		20		false		20   manufacturing because once you get the chemistry right,				false

		2038						LN		78		21		false		21   then it flows into making that customer's product.				false

		2039						LN		78		22		false		22               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2040						LN		78		23		false		23                   I got it.  My advice to you is, if you				false

		2041						LN		78		24		false		24   want to tell that to somebody, go tell it to him,				false

		2042						LN		78		25		false		25   because I'm relaying to you what he has told me.  We do				false

		2043						PG		79		0		false		page 79				false

		2044						LN		79		1		false		 1   not believe that R&D, that a company goes and does on				false

		2045						LN		79		2		false		 2   the side to go make their profit, make their money, is				false

		2046						LN		79		3		false		 3   part of the manufacturing process.  It's not part of the				false

		2047						LN		79		4		false		 4   process of when you did your R&D and you said this is a				false

		2048						LN		79		5		false		 5   product I want to make, there's a manufacturing process				false

		2049						LN		79		6		false		 6   associated with that project, you go back and do some				false

		2050						LN		79		7		false		 7   more R&D and you say you want to make something else,				false

		2051						LN		79		8		false		 8   then you create another manufacturing facility, then				false

		2052						LN		79		9		false		 9   there's a manufacturing process for that one.				false

		2053						LN		79		10		false		10               MR. HAYES:				false

		2054						LN		79		11		false		11                   Thank you, sir.				false

		2055						LN		79		12		false		12               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2056						LN		79		13		false		13                   I think that's going to be his position.				false

		2057						LN		79		14		false		14   Until he tells me otherwise, that's -- I just wanted you				false

		2058						LN		79		15		false		15   to know that's where we are, and the rules, clearly the				false

		2059						LN		79		16		false		16   issue of R&D issue came up and we very clearly kept them				false

		2060						LN		79		17		false		17   out of the rules for that reason.				false

		2061						LN		79		18		false		18               MR. HAYES:				false

		2062						LN		79		19		false		19                   Understood.  Thank you, sir.				false

		2063						LN		79		20		false		20               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2064						LN		79		21		false		21                   Thank you for what you're doing in Lake				false

		2065						LN		79		22		false		22   Charles.  It's pretty phenomenal what y'all are doing.				false

		2066						LN		79		23		false		23               MR. HAYES:				false

		2067						LN		79		24		false		24                   We're pretty excited for Lake Charles				false

		2068						LN		79		25		false		25   and Louisiana.				false

		2069						PG		80		0		false		page 80				false

		2070						LN		80		1		false		 1               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2071						LN		80		2		false		 2                   Any other questions by the Board?				false

		2072						LN		80		3		false		 3               (No response.)				false

		2073						LN		80		4		false		 4               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2074						LN		80		5		false		 5                   Thank you, sir.				false

		2075						LN		80		6		false		 6                   Is there a motion on to the floor to				false

		2076						LN		80		7		false		 7   approve this application?				false

		2077						LN		80		8		false		 8               SECRETARY PIERSON:				false

		2078						LN		80		9		false		 9                   So moved.				false

		2079						LN		80		10		false		10               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2080						LN		80		11		false		11                   Made by Secretary Pierson; seconded by				false

		2081						LN		80		12		false		12   Mr. Fajardo.				false

		2082						LN		80		13		false		13                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		2083						LN		80		14		false		14               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		2084						LN		80		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2085						LN		80		16		false		16                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		2086						LN		80		17		false		17               (No response.)				false

		2087						LN		80		18		false		18               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2088						LN		80		19		false		19                   Motion carries.				false

		2089						LN		80		20		false		20               MS. CHENG:				false

		2090						LN		80		21		false		21                   20121255, SE Tylose Louisiana, LLC in				false

		2091						LN		80		22		false		22   Iberville Parish.				false

		2092						LN		80		23		false		23               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2093						LN		80		24		false		24                   Any questions on this one?				false

		2094						LN		80		25		false		25               (No response.)				false

		2095						PG		81		0		false		page 81				false

		2096						LN		81		1		false		 1               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2097						LN		81		2		false		 2                   Any comments from the public concerning				false

		2098						LN		81		3		false		 3   SE Tylose Louisiana?				false

		2099						LN		81		4		false		 4               (No response.)				false

		2100						LN		81		5		false		 5               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2101						LN		81		6		false		 6                   Is there a motion on the floor to				false

		2102						LN		81		7		false		 7   approve?				false

		2103						LN		81		8		false		 8                   Made by Mr. Wilson; seconded by				false

		2104						LN		81		9		false		 9   Mr. Fabra.				false

		2105						LN		81		10		false		10                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		2106						LN		81		11		false		11               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		2107						LN		81		12		false		12               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2108						LN		81		13		false		13                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		2109						LN		81		14		false		14               (No response.)				false

		2110						LN		81		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2111						LN		81		16		false		16                   Motion carries.				false

		2112						LN		81		17		false		17               MS. CHENG:				false

		2113						LN		81		18		false		18                   20141393, Shell Chemical				false

		2114						LN		81		19		false		19   Company-Ascension in Ascension Parish.				false

		2115						LN		81		20		false		20               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2116						LN		81		21		false		21                   All right.  I'm going to let you go				false

		2117						LN		81		22		false		22   ahead and read all of the Shells all at once.  Mr. Adley				false

		2118						LN		81		23		false		23   does have some questions for Shell.				false

		2119						LN		81		24		false		24               MS. CHENG:				false

		2120						LN		81		25		false		25                   20141217, Shell Chemical Company in				false

		2121						PG		82		0		false		page 82				false

		2122						LN		82		1		false		 1   Ascension Parish; 20131234, Shell Chemical Company in				false

		2123						LN		82		2		false		 2   Ascension Parish; 20130770, Shell Chemical Company, LP;				false

		2124						LN		82		3		false		 3   and 20141576, Shell Chemical Company, LP in St. Charles				false

		2125						LN		82		4		false		 4   Parish.				false

		2126						LN		82		5		false		 5               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2127						LN		82		6		false		 6                   Is there a representative from Shell				false

		2128						LN		82		7		false		 7   here?				false

		2129						LN		82		8		false		 8                   Please step forward and identify				false

		2130						LN		82		9		false		 9   yourself.				false

		2131						LN		82		10		false		10               MR. BAKER:				false

		2132						LN		82		11		false		11                   Good morning, Mr. Chairman.  Joe Baker				false

		2133						LN		82		12		false		12   with Shell Oil Company.  I manage the property taxes for				false

		2134						LN		82		13		false		13   Downstream assets in Louisiana.				false

		2135						LN		82		14		false		14               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2136						LN		82		15		false		15                   Only two quick questions.  In the first				false

		2137						LN		82		16		false		16   request you've got facilities who export ID to a mobile				false

		2138						LN		82		17		false		17   site and then to third properties, and then in another				false

		2139						LN		82		18		false		18   one, you've got railcar maintenance activities.  Are				false

		2140						LN		82		19		false		19   these on the site of the manufacturing facility or are				false

		2141						LN		82		20		false		20   they elsewhere?				false

		2142						LN		82		21		false		21               MR. BAKER:				false

		2143						LN		82		22		false		22                   They're on the site of the manufacturing				false

		2144						LN		82		23		false		23   facility, except your question regarding the mobile				false

		2145						LN		82		24		false		24   site, I'm going to have to find out for sure on that				false

		2146						LN		82		25		false		25   one.  I can't answer that.  But as far as the rail				false

		2147						PG		83		0		false		page 83				false

		2148						LN		83		1		false		 1   facilities, yes, sir, they're on site.				false

		2149						LN		83		2		false		 2               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2150						LN		83		3		false		 3                   We don't object to the approval of the				false

		2151						LN		83		4		false		 4   current ones that you have.  I would like to ask,				false

		2152						LN		83		5		false		 5   Mr. Chairman, that the staff to look at, insofar as				false

		2153						LN		83		6		false		 6   under the new rules, I want to sure -- as I remember it,				false

		2154						LN		83		7		false		 7   we made sure that anything dealing with further				false

		2155						LN		83		8		false		 8   marketing of a product was not part of the ITEP, and so				false

		2156						LN		83		9		false		 9   I'm trying to make sure that -- I think we used language				false

		2157						LN		83		10		false		10   to say that it had to be physically on the facility on				false

		2158						LN		83		11		false		11   that site.  Just find out for me and let me know later				false

		2159						LN		83		12		false		12   on this application and if you can get with them so I				false

		2160						LN		83		13		false		13   can find out exactly how this one works so I'll know for				false

		2161						LN		83		14		false		14   the future.				false

		2162						LN		83		15		false		15               MS. CHENG:				false

		2163						LN		83		16		false		16                   If it actually is mobile and does leave				false

		2164						LN		83		17		false		17   the facility, they'll have to take it off.  It's not				false

		2165						LN		83		18		false		18   eligible under current rules and it will be amended in				false

		2166						LN		83		19		false		19   the affidavit of current loss.				false

		2167						LN		83		20		false		20               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2168						LN		83		21		false		21                   If they're not mobile under the current				false

		2169						LN		83		22		false		22   law, it's not --				false

		2170						LN		83		23		false		23               MS. CHENG:				false

		2171						LN		83		24		false		24                   I looked at the assets and I didn't				false

		2172						LN		83		25		false		25   see -- they didn't seem like assets that could leave the				false

		2173						PG		84		0		false		page 84				false

		2174						LN		84		1		false		 1   facility, but we can check what this mobile site is.				false

		2175						LN		84		2		false		 2               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2176						LN		84		3		false		 3                   Let me just make sure.  You just said				false

		2177						LN		84		4		false		 4   something that I need to know.  Under current rules, the				false

		2178						LN		84		5		false		 5   old rules, mobile facilities are or are not allowed?				false

		2179						LN		84		6		false		 6               MS. CHENG:				false

		2180						LN		84		7		false		 7                   Are not.				false

		2181						LN		84		8		false		 8               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2182						LN		84		9		false		 9                   Well, on this application, you list a				false

		2183						LN		84		10		false		10   mobile site, a mobile site that's being shipped to be				false

		2184						LN		84		11		false		11   part of the investment dollars used in this application.				false

		2185						LN		84		12		false		12               MS. CHENG:				false

		2186						LN		84		13		false		13                   I believe so.				false

		2187						LN		84		14		false		14               MR. BAKER:				false

		2188						LN		84		15		false		15                   Mr. Adley, I can't answer that, but I				false

		2189						LN		84		16		false		16   apologize for not knowing that answer, but your question				false

		2190						LN		84		17		false		17   is valid.  I'll get back with Kristin and let her know				false

		2191						LN		84		18		false		18   if the application needs to be amended or what have you.				false

		2192						LN		84		19		false		19               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2193						LN		84		20		false		20                   Let me do this if I can.  Let me move				false

		2194						LN		84		21		false		21   for approval, Mr. Chairman, subject to them clarifying				false

		2195						LN		84		22		false		22   with staff that the mobile site is not included in the				false

		2196						LN		84		23		false		23   numbers being applied for for the ITEP.				false

		2197						LN		84		24		false		24               MS. CHENG:				false

		2198						LN		84		25		false		25                   If that is ineligible, it can be taken				false

		2199						PG		85		0		false		page 85				false

		2200						LN		85		1		false		 1   off at the point of them filing their affidavit of final				false

		2201						LN		85		2		false		 2   cost.				false

		2202						LN		85		3		false		 3               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2203						LN		85		4		false		 4                   All of these are subject to				false

		2204						LN		85		5		false		 5   qualifications in the end.  Even when you go out and do				false

		2205						LN		85		6		false		 6   an inspection, if you find out that something's mobile,				false

		2206						LN		85		7		false		 7   it gets removed from the contract and the assessors get				false

		2207						LN		85		8		false		 8   notified immediately that the assets did not qualify for				false

		2208						LN		85		9		false		 9   the program and everything needs to be adjusted.  So				false

		2209						LN		85		10		false		10   it's just part of the process.				false

		2210						LN		85		11		false		11               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2211						LN		85		12		false		12                   I need you to get back to me and try to				false

		2212						LN		85		13		false		13   clear it up if they're getting money for it.				false

		2213						LN		85		14		false		14                   Thank you.				false

		2214						LN		85		15		false		15               MR. BAKER:				false

		2215						LN		85		16		false		16                   Thank you, Mr. Adley.				false

		2216						LN		85		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2217						LN		85		18		false		18                   Seconded by -- motion was made by				false

		2218						LN		85		19		false		19   Mr. Adley to approve all of the Shell applications.				false

		2219						LN		85		20		false		20                   Are there any comments from the public?				false

		2220						LN		85		21		false		21                   Seconded was made by Dr. Wilson.				false

		2221						LN		85		22		false		22                   Any questions or further comments from				false

		2222						LN		85		23		false		23   the Board members?				false

		2223						LN		85		24		false		24               (No response.)				false

		2224						LN		85		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2225						PG		86		0		false		page 86				false

		2226						LN		86		1		false		 1                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		2227						LN		86		2		false		 2               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		2228						LN		86		3		false		 3               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2229						LN		86		4		false		 4                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		2230						LN		86		5		false		 5               (No response.)				false

		2231						LN		86		6		false		 6               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2232						LN		86		7		false		 7                   Motion carries.				false

		2233						LN		86		8		false		 8               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2234						LN		86		9		false		 9                   I would ask the staff, before you leave				false

		2235						LN		86		10		false		10   Shell, the Shell application -- I'm looking for the				false

		2236						LN		86		11		false		11   number.  I've got this sheet in front of me.  Let's see.				false

		2237						LN		86		12		false		12   The 20130770-ITE.				false

		2238						LN		86		13		false		13               MS. CHENG:				false

		2239						LN		86		14		false		14                   Okay.				false

		2240						LN		86		15		false		15               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2241						LN		86		16		false		16                   They make the statement that replacement				false

		2242						LN		86		17		false		17   costs have not been retired as part of Phase 1, and the				false

		2243						LN		86		18		false		18   Chairman's done a really good job of training me over				false

		2244						LN		86		19		false		19   time to know that whatever the initial ITEP was, when				false

		2245						LN		86		20		false		20   you're going to replace something, that's removed from				false

		2246						LN		86		21		false		21   what they're eligible for in the future, so what does it				false

		2247						LN		86		22		false		22   mean when they say that replacement costs have not been				false

		2248						LN		86		23		false		23   retired?  What does that mean?				false

		2249						LN		86		24		false		24               MS. CHENG:				false

		2250						LN		86		25		false		25                   So that asset is probably still on site,				false

		2251						PG		87		0		false		page 87				false

		2252						LN		87		1		false		 1   so it has not been retired yet, but when they file their				false

		2253						LN		87		2		false		 2   second phase of this application, they will reflect it				false

		2254						LN		87		3		false		 3   on that --				false

		2255						LN		87		4		false		 4               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2256						LN		87		5		false		 5                   But you took in benefit the cost of that				false

		2257						LN		87		6		false		 6   when you're granting this particular ITEP that they're				false

		2258						LN		87		7		false		 7   working on?  You're nodding your head.  You've done				false

		2259						LN		87		8		false		 8   that.  Okay.  Thank you.				false

		2260						LN		87		9		false		 9               MS. CHENG:				false

		2261						LN		87		10		false		10                   20151157, Surface Performance Group, LLC				false

		2262						LN		87		11		false		11   in Jefferson Parish.				false

		2263						LN		87		12		false		12               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2264						LN		87		13		false		13                   Are there any comments from the public				false

		2265						LN		87		14		false		14   concerning Surface Performance Group?				false

		2266						LN		87		15		false		15               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2267						LN		87		16		false		16                   Which one is it?				false

		2268						LN		87		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2269						LN		87		18		false		18                   Surface Performance Group, LLC.				false

		2270						LN		87		19		false		19               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2271						LN		87		20		false		20                   Is this the one that does the surface				false

		2272						LN		87		21		false		21   coating and repair?				false

		2273						LN		87		22		false		22               MS. CHENG:				false

		2274						LN		87		23		false		23                   Yes, sir.				false

		2275						LN		87		24		false		24               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2276						LN		87		25		false		25                   Yes.				false

		2277						PG		88		0		false		page 88				false

		2278						LN		88		1		false		 1               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2279						LN		88		2		false		 2                   Is there a representative --				false

		2280						LN		88		3		false		 3               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2281						LN		88		4		false		 4                   I need to know from the manufacturer.				false

		2282						LN		88		5		false		 5               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2283						LN		88		6		false		 6                   Is there a representative from --				false

		2284						LN		88		7		false		 7               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2285						LN		88		8		false		 8                   I knew I'd get you here sooner or later.				false

		2286						LN		88		9		false		 9               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2287						LN		88		10		false		10                   Please step forward and identify				false

		2288						LN		88		11		false		11   yourself.				false

		2289						LN		88		12		false		12               MR. ZATARAIN:				false

		2290						LN		88		13		false		13                   Chuck Zatarain.  I represent Surface				false

		2291						LN		88		14		false		14   Performance Group.  Nice to see everybody again.				false

		2292						LN		88		15		false		15               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2293						LN		88		16		false		16                   And you're the gentleman who pointed out				false

		2294						LN		88		17		false		17   to me that every meeting, you get called up here by me				false

		2295						LN		88		18		false		18   at the start the meeting; is that right?				false

		2296						LN		88		19		false		19               MR. ZATARAIN:				false

		2297						LN		88		20		false		20                   Yes, sir.  You're very consistent with				false

		2298						LN		88		21		false		21   that.				false

		2299						LN		88		22		false		22               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2300						LN		88		23		false		23                   And I explained to you, without me, you				false

		2301						LN		88		24		false		24   wouldn't have a job; is that --				false

		2302						LN		88		25		false		25               MR. ZATARAIN:				false

		2303						PG		89		0		false		page 89				false

		2304						LN		89		1		false		 1                   You sure did.				false

		2305						LN		89		2		false		 2               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2306						LN		89		3		false		 3                   So the surface coating and repair, I'm				false

		2307						LN		89		4		false		 4   trying to understand how that's part of the				false

		2308						LN		89		5		false		 5   manufacturing process or is that in the building of the				false

		2309						LN		89		6		false		 6   facility itself?  What is it?				false

		2310						LN		89		7		false		 7               MR. ZATARAIN:				false

		2311						LN		89		8		false		 8                   It is a repair service, coating, and				false

		2312						LN		89		9		false		 9   they also put together small tools.  It's a family-owned				false

		2313						LN		89		10		false		10   business, a husband and wife, at this operation in				false

		2314						LN		89		11		false		11   Jefferson Parish.  They service the chemical plants up				false

		2315						LN		89		12		false		12   and down the river.  They operate seven days a week.				false

		2316						LN		89		13		false		13   When somebody comes in with a piece of equipment that				false

		2317						LN		89		14		false		14   needs to be repaired quickly, they repair it.  If they				false

		2318						LN		89		15		false		15   have to grind it down or change it up, make it surface				false

		2319						LN		89		16		false		16   to perform something else, they can do it on the spot.				false

		2320						LN		89		17		false		17   They also take broken down pieces of equipment and are				false

		2321						LN		89		18		false		18   asked to make them a new one.  It's what they do.  And				false

		2322						LN		89		19		false		19   it's there terrific operation.				false

		2323						LN		89		20		false		20                   They have about eight employees at the				false

		2324						LN		89		21		false		21   initial site.  They are landlocked in Jefferson Parish,				false

		2325						LN		89		22		false		22   so they built a new manufacturing facility and building				false

		2326						LN		89		23		false		23   and also new equipment and doubled their payroll.  So				false

		2327						LN		89		24		false		24   they're very essential to the chemical industry up and				false

		2328						LN		89		25		false		25   down the plant (sic).				false

		2329						PG		90		0		false		page 90				false

		2330						LN		90		1		false		 1                   So they manufacture by grinding,				false

		2331						LN		90		2		false		 2   coating, resurfacing and also putting together new				false

		2332						LN		90		3		false		 3   pieces of equipment from the broken pieces of equipment.				false

		2333						LN		90		4		false		 4               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2334						LN		90		5		false		 5                   Thank you.				false

		2335						LN		90		6		false		 6               MR. ZATARAIN:				false

		2336						LN		90		7		false		 7                   Yes, sir.				false

		2337						LN		90		8		false		 8               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2338						LN		90		9		false		 9                   Any other questions for Mr. Zatarain?				false

		2339						LN		90		10		false		10               (No response.)				false

		2340						LN		90		11		false		11               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2341						LN		90		12		false		12                   The motion is made by Mr. Slone to				false

		2342						LN		90		13		false		13   approve the application; seconded by Ms. Malone.				false

		2343						LN		90		14		false		14                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		2344						LN		90		15		false		15                   (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		2345						LN		90		16		false		16               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2346						LN		90		17		false		17                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		2347						LN		90		18		false		18                   (No response.)				false

		2348						LN		90		19		false		19               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2349						LN		90		20		false		20                   Motion carries.				false

		2350						LN		90		21		false		21                   Thank you, Mr. Zatarain.				false

		2351						LN		90		22		false		22               MS. CHENG:				false

		2352						LN		90		23		false		23                   20140991, Union Carbide Corporation in				false

		2353						LN		90		24		false		24   St. Charles Parish.				false

		2354						LN		90		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2355						PG		91		0		false		page 91				false

		2356						LN		91		1		false		 1                   I believe we have a question for Union				false

		2357						LN		91		2		false		 2   Carbide.  Is there a representative from Union Carbide?				false

		2358						LN		91		3		false		 3                   Please step forward.				false

		2359						LN		91		4		false		 4               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2360						LN		91		5		false		 5                   And you'll be glad to know it's the last				false

		2361						LN		91		6		false		 6   question I've got in this group of stuff.  It makes be				false

		2362						LN		91		7		false		 7   happy and you happy, too.				false

		2363						LN		91		8		false		 8               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2364						LN		91		9		false		 9                   Please identify yourself.				false

		2365						LN		91		10		false		10               MR. FAUCHEUX:				false

		2366						LN		91		11		false		11                   Tommy Faucheux, Government Affairs.				false

		2367						LN		91		12		false		12               MS. DAIGLE:				false

		2368						LN		91		13		false		13                   Rona Daigle, Lead Tax Manager, DOW.				false

		2369						LN		91		14		false		14               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2370						LN		91		15		false		15                   Mr. Adley.				false

		2371						LN		91		16		false		16               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2372						LN		91		17		false		17                   The installation of electrical				false

		2373						LN		91		18		false		18   substation, have you created some kind of cogent or				false

		2374						LN		91		19		false		19   something, is that what's going on out there?  What is				false

		2375						LN		91		20		false		20   this about?				false

		2376						LN		91		21		false		21               MS. DAIGLE:				false

		2377						LN		91		22		false		22                   This is a substation, power-to-water				false

		2378						LN		91		23		false		23   treatment plant.				false

		2379						LN		91		24		false		24               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2380						LN		91		25		false		25                   Prior to doing this, where did you get				false

		2381						PG		92		0		false		page 92				false

		2382						LN		92		1		false		 1   your power from?				false

		2383						LN		92		2		false		 2               MS.				false

		2384						LN		92		3		false		 3                   We have other substations.  This one's				false

		2385						LN		92		4		false		 4   for improvement and upgrade for future water treatment.				false

		2386						LN		92		5		false		 5               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2387						LN		92		6		false		 6                   I got you.  So it wasn't coming from a				false

		2388						LN		92		7		false		 7   private investor-owned facility from day one; you've				false

		2389						LN		92		8		false		 8   always created your own substations; is that what you're				false

		2390						LN		92		9		false		 9   telling me?				false

		2391						LN		92		10		false		10               MS. DAIGLE:				false

		2392						LN		92		11		false		11                   This is our own substation, yes, and our				false

		2393						LN		92		12		false		12   own --				false

		2394						LN		92		13		false		13               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2395						LN		92		14		false		14                   And so the only question I have for				false

		2396						LN		92		15		false		15   staff, I need to better understand this.  I noted since				false

		2397						LN		92		16		false		16   we've been here, Entergy will always have many various				false

		2398						LN		92		17		false		17   applications as they come in and they build power				false

		2399						LN		92		18		false		18   facilities for the plants and they apply for ITEP.  What				false

		2400						LN		92		19		false		19   happens if you have one of those facilities where you				false

		2401						LN		92		20		false		20   have the investor-owner comes in, provides the power and				false

		2402						LN		92		21		false		21   then decides to build a substation and Entergy Group no				false

		2403						LN		92		22		false		22   longer is providing the power and you're eight into the				false

		2404						LN		92		23		false		23   ITEP or, say, six years, what happens?				false

		2405						LN		92		24		false		24               MS. CHENG:				false

		2406						LN		92		25		false		25                   If it's not --				false

		2407						PG		93		0		false		page 93				false

		2408						LN		93		1		false		 1               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2409						LN		93		2		false		 2                   Do they no longer continue the ITEP?				false

		2410						LN		93		3		false		 3               MS. CHENG:				false

		2411						LN		93		4		false		 4                   If they're no longer -- if Entergy is				false

		2412						LN		93		5		false		 5   not being used, it would be --				false

		2413						LN		93		6		false		 6               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2414						LN		93		7		false		 7                   It would be disqualified?				false

		2415						LN		93		8		false		 8               MS. CHENG:				false

		2416						LN		93		9		false		 9                   It would be canceled.  The company would				false

		2417						LN		93		10		false		10   come to us and say to cancel it.				false

		2418						LN		93		11		false		11               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2419						LN		93		12		false		12                   That's what I want to know.  Thank you.				false

		2420						LN		93		13		false		13               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2421						LN		93		14		false		14                   Any other questions for Union Carbide?				false

		2422						LN		93		15		false		15               (No response.)				false

		2423						LN		93		16		false		16               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2424						LN		93		17		false		17                   Motion by Mr. Slone; seconded by Ms.				false

		2425						LN		93		18		false		18   Atkins.				false

		2426						LN		93		19		false		19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		2427						LN		93		20		false		20               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		2428						LN		93		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2429						LN		93		22		false		22                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		2430						LN		93		23		false		23               (No response.)				false

		2431						LN		93		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2432						LN		93		25		false		25                   Motion carries.				false

		2433						PG		94		0		false		page 94				false

		2434						LN		94		1		false		 1                   I believe you can read the last three				false

		2435						LN		94		2		false		 2   together.				false

		2436						LN		94		3		false		 3               MS. CHENG:				false

		2437						LN		94		4		false		 4                   Okay.  20130801, Westlake Petrochemical,				false

		2438						LN		94		5		false		 5   LLC in Calcasieu Parish; 20131140, Westlake Polymers, LP				false

		2439						LN		94		6		false		 6   in Calcasieu Parish; and 20160037, Williams Olefins, LLC				false

		2440						LN		94		7		false		 7   in Ascension Parish.				false

		2441						LN		94		8		false		 8               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2442						LN		94		9		false		 9                   Any comments from the public concerning				false

		2443						LN		94		10		false		10   these three applications?				false

		2444						LN		94		11		false		11               (No response.)				false

		2445						LN		94		12		false		12               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2446						LN		94		13		false		13                   Is there a motion to approve these				false

		2447						LN		94		14		false		14   three?				false

		2448						LN		94		15		false		15                   Made by Mr. Williams; seconded by Mr.				false

		2449						LN		94		16		false		16   Fajardo.				false

		2450						LN		94		17		false		17                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		2451						LN		94		18		false		18               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		2452						LN		94		19		false		19               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2453						LN		94		20		false		20                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		2454						LN		94		21		false		21               (No response.)				false

		2455						LN		94		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2456						LN		94		23		false		23                   Motion carries.				false

		2457						LN		94		24		false		24               MS. CHENG:				false

		2458						LN		94		25		false		25                   Now we have the new applications that				false

		2459						PG		95		0		false		page 95				false

		2460						LN		95		1		false		 1   were received prior to the executive order being issued				false

		2461						LN		95		2		false		 2   on 6/24/16, but they do not have an advanced				false

		2462						LN		95		3		false		 3   notification.				false

		2463						LN		95		4		false		 4               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2464						LN		95		5		false		 5                   So these are MCAs received prior to the				false

		2465						LN		95		6		false		 6   executive order issuance?				false

		2466						LN		95		7		false		 7               MS. CHENG:				false

		2467						LN		95		8		false		 8                   Yes.				false

		2468						LN		95		9		false		 9               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2469						LN		95		10		false		10                   All right.				false

		2470						LN		95		11		false		11               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2471						LN		95		12		false		12                   So the work and receipt was all prior to				false

		2472						LN		95		13		false		13   the executive order on these?				false

		2473						LN		95		14		false		14               MS. CHENG:				false

		2474						LN		95		15		false		15                   Yes.				false

		2475						LN		95		16		false		16                   20161240, Bayou Companies, LLC in Iberia				false

		2476						LN		95		17		false		17   parish.				false

		2477						LN		95		18		false		18               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2478						LN		95		19		false		19                   All right.  Any comments from the public				false

		2479						LN		95		20		false		20   concerning Bayou Companies, LLC?				false

		2480						LN		95		21		false		21               (No response.)				false

		2481						LN		95		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2482						LN		95		23		false		23                   Comments from the Board?				false

		2483						LN		95		24		false		24               (No response.)				false

		2484						LN		95		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2485						PG		96		0		false		page 96				false

		2486						LN		96		1		false		 1                   Is there a motion to approve these MCAs				false

		2487						LN		96		2		false		 2   that were filed prior to issuance of the executive				false

		2488						LN		96		3		false		 3   order?				false

		2489						LN		96		4		false		 4                   Oh, I'm sorry, couple of comments from				false

		2490						LN		96		5		false		 5   the public.  Well, kind of public.  One from the public				false

		2491						LN		96		6		false		 6   and one from LED staff.  We'll start with LED staff.				false

		2492						LN		96		7		false		 7   Please identify yourself.				false

		2493						LN		96		8		false		 8               MR. HOUSE:				false

		2494						LN		96		9		false		 9                   Richard House, Counsel for Economic				false

		2495						LN		96		10		false		10   Development.				false

		2496						LN		96		11		false		11                   These are MCAs prior to June 24th.  The				false

		2497						LN		96		12		false		12   issue is whether or not they have jobs.  If they have				false

		2498						LN		96		13		false		13   jobs, then they should be approved.  If they don't have				false

		2499						LN		96		14		false		14   jobs, then under the executive order, they should not be				false

		2500						LN		96		15		false		15   approved.				false

		2501						LN		96		16		false		16               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2502						LN		96		17		false		17                   Richard, clarify this for us.  When I				false

		2503						LN		96		18		false		18   came over today, I was told clearly by the fourth floor				false

		2504						LN		96		19		false		19   that that is their position.  I wanted to make sure				false

		2505						LN		96		20		false		20   about that.  There were a group of these that came in				false

		2506						LN		96		21		false		21   prior to, but they weren't received till after 6/24.				false

		2507						LN		96		22		false		22               MS. CHENG:				false

		2508						LN		96		23		false		23                   No.  These --				false

		2509						LN		96		24		false		24               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2510						LN		96		25		false		25                   You're telling me it makes no different,				false

		2511						PG		97		0		false		page 97				false

		2512						LN		97		1		false		 1   makes no difference when they're received?				false

		2513						LN		97		2		false		 2               MR. HOUSE:				false

		2514						LN		97		3		false		 3                   No.  These are prior to June 24th.  They				false

		2515						LN		97		4		false		 4   were received prior to -- the ones you're considering				false

		2516						LN		97		5		false		 5   now were received prior to June 24th.				false

		2517						LN		97		6		false		 6               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2518						LN		97		7		false		 7                   Of '16?				false

		2519						LN		97		8		false		 8               MR. HOUSE:				false

		2520						LN		97		9		false		 9                   Of 2016.				false

		2521						LN		97		10		false		10                   Under the executive order, regarding				false

		2522						LN		97		11		false		11   MCAs, Miscellaneous Capital Additions, if they have				false

		2523						LN		97		12		false		12   jobs, then they're subject to our approval.				false

		2524						LN		97		13		false		13               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2525						LN		97		14		false		14                   Regardless of whether they were before				false

		2526						LN		97		15		false		15   or after 6/24 or not?				false

		2527						LN		97		16		false		16               MR. HOUSE:				false

		2528						LN		97		17		false		17                   No, sir.  They were before June 24th.				false

		2529						LN		97		18		false		18               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2530						LN		97		19		false		19                   I'm sorry.  You --				false

		2531						LN		97		20		false		20               MR. HOUSE:				false

		2532						LN		97		21		false		21                   These were all applications before June				false

		2533						LN		97		22		false		22   24th, 2016.				false

		2534						LN		97		23		false		23               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2535						LN		97		24		false		24                   So your position would be if they had				false

		2536						LN		97		25		false		25   zero jobs, we would approve them?				false

		2537						PG		98		0		false		page 98				false

		2538						LN		98		1		false		 1               MR. HOUSE:				false

		2539						LN		98		2		false		 2                   No.  My position would be if they have				false

		2540						LN		98		3		false		 3   zero jobs, you would not approve them under the				false

		2541						LN		98		4		false		 4   executive order.  If they have jobs, you would approve				false

		2542						LN		98		5		false		 5   them under the executive order.				false

		2543						LN		98		6		false		 6               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2544						LN		98		7		false		 7                   So it is your position that all of these				false

		2545						LN		98		8		false		 8   before us that have no jobs, whether they were received				false

		2546						LN		98		9		false		 9   before or after 6/24, would not be approved by the				false

		2547						LN		98		10		false		10   executive order?				false

		2548						LN		98		11		false		11               MR. HOUSE:				false

		2549						LN		98		12		false		12                   Correct.  If they're Miscellaneous				false

		2550						LN		98		13		false		13   Capital Additions, that's correct.				false

		2551						LN		98		14		false		14               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2552						LN		98		15		false		15                   Secretary Pierson.				false

		2553						LN		98		16		false		16               SECRETARY PIERSON:				false

		2554						LN		98		17		false		17                   Just as a point of clarification, the				false

		2555						LN		98		18		false		18   two gateways are approval by the Board and the				false

		2556						LN		98		19		false		19   Governor's signature.				false

		2557						LN		98		20		false		20               MR. HOUSE:				false

		2558						LN		98		21		false		21                   Correct.				false

		2559						LN		98		22		false		22               SECRETARY PIERSON:				false

		2560						LN		98		23		false		23                   And so the executive order stating that				false

		2561						LN		98		24		false		24   he would classify MCAs with zero jobs as ineligible is				false

		2562						LN		98		25		false		25   going to be subject to his signature.  Whether or not				false

		2563						PG		99		0		false		page 99				false

		2564						LN		99		1		false		 1   the Board passes it, really it has to pass his desk, and				false

		2565						LN		99		2		false		 2   his executive order says it will not pass his desk.				false

		2566						LN		99		3		false		 3               MR. HOUSE:				false

		2567						LN		99		4		false		 4                   That's correct.  So if you believe that				false

		2568						LN		99		5		false		 5   he will not sign it and you want to follow that				false

		2569						LN		99		6		false		 6   indication, as I think that's been done in the past on a				false

		2570						LN		99		7		false		 7   number of different issues, then you should do that.  We				false

		2571						LN		99		8		false		 8   are having new rules that I hope will be promulgated				false

		2572						LN		99		9		false		 9   today that will align these things.				false

		2573						LN		99		10		false		10               SECRETARY PIERSON:				false

		2574						LN		99		11		false		11                   But it was prior to that point in time,				false

		2575						LN		99		12		false		12   so that's part of the difficulty we face that those				false

		2576						LN		99		13		false		13   applicants that had no knowledge of a pending EO.				false

		2577						LN		99		14		false		14               MR. HOUSE:				false

		2578						LN		99		15		false		15                   Well, before June 24th, the applications				false

		2579						LN		99		16		false		16   you're considering in this part of the agenda were filed				false

		2580						LN		99		17		false		17   before June 24th.  Some have jobs, and under the				false

		2581						LN		99		18		false		18   executive order, if you approve these, the Governor will				false

		2582						LN		99		19		false		19   sign those contracts.				false

		2583						LN		99		20		false		20                   Others do not have jobs, and the				false

		2584						LN		99		21		false		21   Governor has indicated in his executive order that he				false

		2585						LN		99		22		false		22   will not sign those contracts.  We're not discussing				false

		2586						LN		99		23		false		23   after June 24th yet.  We're just discussing before June				false

		2587						LN		99		24		false		24   24th.				false

		2588						LN		99		25		false		25               SECRETARY PIERSON:				false

		2589						PG		100		0		false		page 100				false

		2590						LN		100		1		false		 1                   Understood.				false

		2591						LN		100		2		false		 2               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2592						LN		100		3		false		 3                   But this is all '16.  Not this year's				false

		2593						LN		100		4		false		 4   MCAs.				false

		2594						LN		100		5		false		 5               MR. HOUSE:				false

		2595						LN		100		6		false		 6                   Well, it's not June 24th, 2017 yet.				false

		2596						LN		100		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2597						LN		100		8		false		 8                   Right.  These are --				false

		2598						LN		100		9		false		 9               MR. HOUSE:				false

		2599						LN		100		10		false		10                   Under the executive order as of June				false

		2600						LN		100		11		false		11   24th, 2016 is the issue.  These were filed before June				false

		2601						LN		100		12		false		12   24th, 2016.  They have jobs.  If these MCAs have jobs,				false

		2602						LN		100		13		false		13   the Governor has indicated in his executive order that				false

		2603						LN		100		14		false		14   he will sign those contracts.  If they do not have jobs,				false

		2604						LN		100		15		false		15   even if they're before June 24th, 2016, he's indicated				false

		2605						LN		100		16		false		16   in his executive order that we will not sign them.				false

		2606						LN		100		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2607						LN		100		18		false		18                   Thank you.				false

		2608						LN		100		19		false		19                   Mr. Bagert.				false

		2609						LN		100		20		false		20               MR. BAGERT:				false

		2610						LN		100		21		false		21                   I'm in the rare and exciting position to				false

		2611						LN		100		22		false		22   agree completely with Mr. House and underline the fact				false

		2612						LN		100		23		false		23   of what he said.  I would also just point out that this				false

		2613						LN		100		24		false		24   Board has set the precedent of acting in accordance with				false

		2614						LN		100		25		false		25   the executive order on precisely this point in the past				false

		2615						PG		101		0		false		page 101				false

		2616						LN		101		1		false		 1   when MCAs are submitted prior to June 24th did not have				false

		2617						LN		101		2		false		 2   jobs that are rejected.  When they did have jobs, they				false

		2618						LN		101		3		false		 3   were considered eligible, and that has been established				false

		2619						LN		101		4		false		 4   as the precedence of the Board in previous meetings in				false

		2620						LN		101		5		false		 5   October, December and January as well.				false

		2621						LN		101		6		false		 6               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2622						LN		101		7		false		 7                   It's your view, based on our executive				false

		2623						LN		101		8		false		 8   order, that between -- there are only two companies on				false

		2624						LN		101		9		false		 9   this list; is that right?  Right or wrong?  How many?				false

		2625						LN		101		10		false		10               MS. CHENG:				false

		2626						LN		101		11		false		11                   There are a few more.  Flip to the next				false

		2627						LN		101		12		false		12   page.  There are nine.				false

		2628						LN		101		13		false		13               MR. BAGERT:				false

		2629						LN		101		14		false		14                   Nine total.				false

		2630						LN		101		15		false		15               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2631						LN		101		16		false		16                   There are three, if I'm looking at this				false

		2632						LN		101		17		false		17   correctly, there are two on one page and -- excuse me.				false

		2633						LN		101		18		false		18   No, it's not.  One on one page and then three on the				false

		2634						LN		101		19		false		19   next page for a total of four that actually created jobs				false

		2635						LN		101		20		false		20   out of the group.  So a total of four out of the group				false

		2636						LN		101		21		false		21   that have jobs.				false

		2637						LN		101		22		false		22                   It's your view, under the executive				false

		2638						LN		101		23		false		23   order, that we would only approve -- at least expect the				false

		2639						LN		101		24		false		24   Governor's signature, we would approve those four and				false

		2640						LN		101		25		false		25   none other?				false

		2641						PG		102		0		false		page 102				false

		2642						LN		102		1		false		 1               MR. HOUSE:				false

		2643						LN		102		2		false		 2                   Correct.				false

		2644						LN		102		3		false		 3               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2645						LN		102		4		false		 4                   Okay.  I got it.				false

		2646						LN		102		5		false		 5                   Somebody back there raised their hand,				false

		2647						LN		102		6		false		 6   Mr. Chairman.				false

		2648						LN		102		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2649						LN		102		8		false		 8                   Please step forward.				false

		2650						LN		102		9		false		 9               MR.				false

		2651						LN		102		10		false		10                   Good morning.  I'm Rhonda Boatner with				false

		2652						LN		102		11		false		11   Didier Properties representing Great Raft Brewing.				false

		2653						LN		102		12		false		12                   At the time of the application, they had				false

		2654						LN		102		13		false		13   six full-time employee.  There was -- I've gotten an				false

		2655						LN		102		14		false		14   e-mail from their CPA, which states that they're now up				false

		2656						LN		102		15		false		15   to 13 full-time employees, so they either -- if I need				false

		2657						LN		102		16		false		16   to get something from the company or this e-mail from				false

		2658						LN		102		17		false		17   the CPA that says they now have an additional seven new,				false

		2659						LN		102		18		false		18   full-time employees --				false

		2660						LN		102		19		false		19               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2661						LN		102		20		false		20                   I would assume, Mr. Chairman, that				false

		2662						LN		102		21		false		21   albeit they may not be approved today, if they have				false

		2663						LN		102		22		false		22   additional information for their MCA, that LED can				false

		2664						LN		102		23		false		23   certainly take that up and bring it back to the next				false

		2665						LN		102		24		false		24   meeting.  Is that --				false

		2666						LN		102		25		false		25               MS. CHENG:				false

		2667						PG		103		0		false		page 103				false

		2668						LN		103		1		false		 1                   We can week defer this one and update				false

		2669						LN		103		2		false		 2   the information on the application and bring it back.				false

		2670						LN		103		3		false		 3               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2671						LN		103		4		false		 4                   I'm going move, then, because of some of				false

		2672						LN		103		5		false		 5   that confusion, I'm going to move to -- it's not a				false

		2673						LN		103		6		false		 6   difference between rejecting and y'all deferring.  If				false

		2674						LN		103		7		false		 7   y'all reject it, they can still bring it to you and you				false

		2675						LN		103		8		false		 8   can bring it back; is that right or wrong?				false

		2676						LN		103		9		false		 9               MS. CHENG:				false

		2677						LN		103		10		false		10                   If it's rejected, if it's denied, we				false

		2678						LN		103		11		false		11   have to come back.  They would have to come appeal your				false

		2679						LN		103		12		false		12   decision.				false

		2680						LN		103		13		false		13               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2681						LN		103		14		false		14                   Yeah.  We don't want to do that.				false

		2682						LN		103		15		false		15               MS. CHENG:				false

		2683						LN		103		16		false		16                   You want to defer it so they can amend				false

		2684						LN		103		17		false		17   their application.				false

		2685						LN		103		18		false		18               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2686						LN		103		19		false		19                   I don't want to defer them all, and I				false

		2687						LN		103		20		false		20   tell you why I say that, Robby, is that if someone has				false

		2688						LN		103		21		false		21   risen and said I have a certain example, we're certainly				false

		2689						LN		103		22		false		22   deferring.  That one makes sense, but the others that				false

		2690						LN		103		23		false		23   say nothing, I would rather reject them if they are				false

		2691						LN		103		24		false		24   coming in here with zero, and those that say that				false

		2692						LN		103		25		false		25   something has transpired that you don't know, then				false

		2693						PG		104		0		false		page 104				false

		2694						LN		104		1		false		 1   that's a different issue.				false

		2695						LN		104		2		false		 2               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2696						LN		104		3		false		 3                   Mr. Miller.				false

		2697						LN		104		4		false		 4               MR. MILLER:				false

		2698						LN		104		5		false		 5                   Mr. House, wasn't there something in the				false

		2699						LN		104		6		false		 6   language that says or a compelling reason for job				false

		2700						LN		104		7		false		 7   retention?				false

		2701						LN		104		8		false		 8               MR. HOUSE:				false

		2702						LN		104		9		false		 9                   That's in the language that pertains to				false

		2703						LN		104		10		false		10   advanced notifications going forward in the future.				false

		2704						LN		104		11		false		11   With respect to advanced notifications going forward in				false

		2705						LN		104		12		false		12   the future, you have new, direct jobs at a facility				false

		2706						LN		104		13		false		13   caused by either new construction or an addition, or you				false

		2707						LN		104		14		false		14   can have a compelling reason that capital improvements				false

		2708						LN		104		15		false		15   will retain jobs at that facility.  So that's a totally				false

		2709						LN		104		16		false		16   different area.				false

		2710						LN		104		17		false		17               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2711						LN		104		18		false		18                   Well, to make it simple, I'd like to				false

		2712						LN		104		19		false		19   first move that we defer -- was it Great Raft Brewing				false

		2713						LN		104		20		false		20   that had an issue?				false

		2714						LN		104		21		false		21               MS. CHENG:				false

		2715						LN		104		22		false		22                   Yes, sir.				false

		2716						LN		104		23		false		23               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2717						LN		104		24		false		24                   I'd like to move to defer.				false

		2718						LN		104		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2719						PG		105		0		false		page 105				false

		2720						LN		105		1		false		 1                   Motion made by Mr. Adley to defer Great				false

		2721						LN		105		2		false		 2   Raft; second by Mr. Williams.				false

		2722						LN		105		3		false		 3                   Any further discussion on the deferral?				false

		2723						LN		105		4		false		 4               (No response.)				false

		2724						LN		105		5		false		 5               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2725						LN		105		6		false		 6                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		2726						LN		105		7		false		 7               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		2727						LN		105		8		false		 8               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2728						LN		105		9		false		 9                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		2729						LN		105		10		false		10               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2730						LN		105		11		false		11                   Motion carries.  Great Raft is deferred.				false

		2731						LN		105		12		false		12               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2732						LN		105		13		false		13                   I'd like to move for approval of the				false

		2733						LN		105		14		false		14   four that have created the jobs, Bayou Companies,				false

		2734						LN		105		15		false		15   Firestone Polymers, Laitram, LLC and Walle Corporation.				false

		2735						LN		105		16		false		16   Move for approval of those.				false

		2736						LN		105		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2737						LN		105		18		false		18                   Is there a second?				false

		2738						LN		105		19		false		19                   Seconded by Mr. Slone.				false

		2739						LN		105		20		false		20                   Any discussion from the public				false

		2740						LN		105		21		false		21   concerning the approval of those MCAs filed prior to the				false

		2741						LN		105		22		false		22   24th that we just read off?				false

		2742						LN		105		23		false		23               (No response.)				false

		2743						LN		105		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2744						LN		105		25		false		25                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		2745						PG		106		0		false		page 106				false

		2746						LN		106		1		false		 1               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		2747						LN		106		2		false		 2               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2748						LN		106		3		false		 3                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		2749						LN		106		4		false		 4               (No response.)				false

		2750						LN		106		5		false		 5               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2751						LN		106		6		false		 6                   Motion carries.				false

		2752						LN		106		7		false		 7               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2753						LN		106		8		false		 8                   And then, unless there are other				false

		2754						LN		106		9		false		 9   comments to be made, I hold that motion till we hear				false

		2755						LN		106		10		false		10   those comments and see if there's a reason for deferral				false

		2756						LN		106		11		false		11   or rejection of the others that created no jobs.				false

		2757						LN		106		12		false		12               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2758						LN		106		13		false		13                   All right.  Ms. Cheng, do you need to				false

		2759						LN		106		14		false		14   read all of those names and numbers?				false

		2760						LN		106		15		false		15               MS. CHENG:				false

		2761						LN		106		16		false		16                   The ones that were approved?				false

		2762						LN		106		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2763						LN		106		18		false		18                   Yes.				false

		2764						LN		106		19		false		19               MS. CHENG:				false

		2765						LN		106		20		false		20                   20161240, Bayou Companies, LLC in Iberia				false

		2766						LN		106		21		false		21   Parish; 20161081, Firestone Polymers, LLC in Calcasieu				false

		2767						LN		106		22		false		22   Parish; 20160770, Laitram, LLC in Jefferson Parish; and				false

		2768						LN		106		23		false		23   20161111, Walle Corporation in Jefferson Parish.				false

		2769						LN		106		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2770						LN		106		25		false		25                   Those were all approved by the Board for				false

		2771						PG		107		0		false		page 107				false

		2772						LN		107		1		false		 1   contract.				false

		2773						LN		107		2		false		 2                   Mr. Allison, please identify yourself.				false

		2774						LN		107		3		false		 3               MR. ALLISON:				false

		2775						LN		107		4		false		 4                   Thank you, Mr. Chairman and members of				false

		2776						LN		107		5		false		 5   the Board.  I'm here to speak on behalf of one of other				false

		2777						LN		107		6		false		 6   ones that are in this section.				false

		2778						LN		107		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2779						LN		107		8		false		 8                   All right.  Ms. Cheng, if you'll				false

		2780						LN		107		9		false		 9   proceed.				false

		2781						LN		107		10		false		10               MS. CHENG:				false

		2782						LN		107		11		false		11                   We have 20160946, CertainTeed				false

		2783						LN		107		12		false		12   Corporation in Calcasieu Parish.				false

		2784						LN		107		13		false		13               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2785						LN		107		14		false		14                   Is there someone here representing				false

		2786						LN		107		15		false		15   CertainTeed Corporation?				false

		2787						LN		107		16		false		16               (No response.)				false

		2788						LN		107		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2789						LN		107		18		false		18                   All right.  Any comments from the public				false

		2790						LN		107		19		false		19   pertaining to CertainTeed?				false

		2791						LN		107		20		false		20                   Mr. Adley, do you have a question?				false

		2792						LN		107		21		false		21               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2793						LN		107		22		false		22                   No.  I would move for denying the				false

		2794						LN		107		23		false		23   application as it creates no jobs and there's no one				false

		2795						LN		107		24		false		24   here to explain otherwise.				false

		2796						LN		107		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2797						PG		108		0		false		page 108				false

		2798						LN		108		1		false		 1                   Any comments from the Board?				false

		2799						LN		108		2		false		 2               (No response.)				false

		2800						LN		108		3		false		 3               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2801						LN		108		4		false		 4                   Is there a second?				false

		2802						LN		108		5		false		 5                   Seconded by Major Coleman.				false

		2803						LN		108		6		false		 6                   Any questions or comments from the				false

		2804						LN		108		7		false		 7   Board?				false

		2805						LN		108		8		false		 8                   Mr. Allison.				false

		2806						LN		108		9		false		 9               MR. ALLISON:				false

		2807						LN		108		10		false		10                   I'm not here to specifically speak on				false

		2808						LN		108		11		false		11   that one, but the one that I am here to speak about is				false

		2809						LN		108		12		false		12   in the very same situation, so maybe -- I don't want to				false

		2810						LN		108		13		false		13   speak up too late.  If I should speak up now, I want to				false

		2811						LN		108		14		false		14   do that, and so I'm looking for some guidance on whether				false

		2812						LN		108		15		false		15   I should or not.				false

		2813						LN		108		16		false		16               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2814						LN		108		17		false		17                   All right.  Please.				false

		2815						LN		108		18		false		18               MR. ALLISON:				false

		2816						LN		108		19		false		19                   Okay.  I'm here to specifically speak on				false

		2817						LN		108		20		false		20   behalf of the application from Southern Recycling, LLC				false

		2818						LN		108		21		false		21   on this list, third from the bottom, Orleans Parish, a				false

		2819						LN		108		22		false		22   little over a million-dollar investment.				false

		2820						LN		108		23		false		23                   I'm only going talk about the facts of				false

		2821						LN		108		24		false		24   that one, and I think the facts of that one apply to				false

		2822						LN		108		25		false		25   others.  I guess there are five in total that show zero				false

		2823						PG		109		0		false		page 109				false

		2824						LN		109		1		false		 1   for the number of new jobs created.				false

		2825						LN		109		2		false		 2               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2826						LN		109		3		false		 3                   Correct.				false

		2827						LN		109		4		false		 4               MR. ALLISON:				false

		2828						LN		109		5		false		 5                   So let me -- I'm going to speak about				false

		2829						LN		109		6		false		 6   Southern Recycling, but I think it applies to the rest.				false

		2830						LN		109		7		false		 7                   This is an MCA application where no				false

		2831						LN		109		8		false		 8   advance notification was filed.  It was filed in 2016,				false

		2832						LN		109		9		false		 9   before June 24th.  As you can tell, that means this is				false

		2833						LN		109		10		false		10   an investment that was made by this company in 2014,				false

		2834						LN		109		11		false		11   '15.  That's how the MCA process worked when we had an				false

		2835						LN		109		12		false		12   MCA process.  You did your miscellaneous capital				false

		2836						LN		109		13		false		13   additions during the calendar year, then, on one				false

		2837						LN		109		14		false		14   application, after the end of the year, early in the				false

		2838						LN		109		15		false		15   next year, you filed your application for those				false

		2839						LN		109		16		false		16   miscellaneous things you did in the previous year.  So				false

		2840						LN		109		17		false		17   sometime between January 1st of '16 and June 24th of				false

		2841						LN		109		18		false		18   '16, this company filed their application for exemption				false

		2842						LN		109		19		false		19   for money they spent during the calendar year 2015.				false

		2843						LN		109		20		false		20                   Now, look, I've got the executive order				false

		2844						LN		109		21		false		21   memorized.  I've got your new rules almost memorized.  I				false

		2845						LN		109		22		false		22   understand what those things say.  I just want to make				false

		2846						LN		109		23		false		23   sure everybody understands the facts of these situations				false

		2847						LN		109		24		false		24   and how harsh the treatment is that I'm afraid you're				false

		2848						LN		109		25		false		25   about to impose on companies in this situation.				false

		2849						PG		110		0		false		page 110				false

		2850						LN		110		1		false		 1                   These are people that made decisions in				false

		2851						LN		110		2		false		 2   2015 to do something, to spend some money to upgrade				false

		2852						LN		110		3		false		 3   their plant to keep their plant modernized and				false

		2853						LN		110		4		false		 4   sufficient to probably retain some jobs at their plant.				false

		2854						LN		110		5		false		 5   This was -- okay.  Pick a date in 2015, but it was a				false

		2855						LN		110		6		false		 6   very good chance it was a year, give or take a couple				false

		2856						LN		110		7		false		 7   months, prior to the executive order being issued, and				false

		2857						LN		110		8		false		 8   so there was no intent or no indication whatsoever that				false

		2858						LN		110		9		false		 9   there was some sort of requirement that all of the				false

		2859						LN		110		10		false		10   requirements of the executive order created on June				false

		2860						LN		110		11		false		11   24th, 2016.  Certainly no indication that the creation				false

		2861						LN		110		12		false		12   of jobs was a requirement, and now it appears that they				false

		2862						LN		110		13		false		13   might be, maybe in the next few minutes, you might				false

		2863						LN		110		14		false		14   penalize them for not creating jobs and for not meeting				false

		2864						LN		110		15		false		15   some requirements that didn't exist when they made the				false

		2865						LN		110		16		false		16   decision to spend this million dollars.				false

		2866						LN		110		17		false		17                   I'm just pointing that out to you, and I				false

		2867						LN		110		18		false		18   think I'm being real candid with you, but I think that's				false

		2868						LN		110		19		false		19   a very harsh treatment to tell somebody here in 2017				false

		2869						LN		110		20		false		20   that something they did in 2015 under the rules that				false

		2870						LN		110		21		false		21   existed in 2015 now doesn't qualify them for what they				false

		2871						LN		110		22		false		22   really thought they qualified for and by all means				false

		2872						LN		110		23		false		23   should have qualified for based on what they did when				false

		2873						LN		110		24		false		24   they did it.				false

		2874						LN		110		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2875						PG		111		0		false		page 111				false

		2876						LN		111		1		false		 1                   Thank you.				false

		2877						LN		111		2		false		 2                   Secretary Pierson.				false

		2878						LN		111		3		false		 3               SECRETARY PIERSON:				false

		2879						LN		111		4		false		 4                   Mr. Allison, I greatly appreciate you				false

		2880						LN		111		5		false		 5   pointing that out, and we certainly do want certainty				false

		2881						LN		111		6		false		 6   for our business community.				false

		2882						LN		111		7		false		 7                   Where the Board could possibly take				false

		2883						LN		111		8		false		 8   issue with you about saying following a rule that was				false

		2884						LN		111		9		false		 9   not published or did not exist.  Our constitution				false

		2885						LN		111		10		false		10   clearly sates that in order to allow a benefit to be				false

		2886						LN		111		11		false		11   received by a company, there must be a corresponding				false

		2887						LN		111		12		false		12   benefit afforded back to the public bodies, and when				false

		2888						LN		111		13		false		13   there's no job, it very is it makes it very, very				false

		2889						LN		111		14		false		14   difficult to forecast a pathway that would allocate a				false

		2890						LN		111		15		false		15   benefit back to a company having seen very little in				false

		2891						LN		111		16		false		16   terms of exchange for the public body.				false

		2892						LN		111		17		false		17                   Now, that was not the practice at the				false

		2893						LN		111		18		false		18   time.  We all get that.  But the executive order changed				false

		2894						LN		111		19		false		19   to provide accountability, and in this instance, it's				false

		2895						LN		111		20		false		20   that element that's lacking in the exchange -- of fair				false

		2896						LN		111		21		false		21   exchange between industry and the abatement that is				false

		2897						LN		111		22		false		22   being provided on behalf of local communities.  So I				false

		2898						LN		111		23		false		23   think that's where our pathways diverge relative to this				false

		2899						LN		111		24		false		24   issue.  It is complex.  We do regret that there was an				false

		2900						LN		111		25		false		25   impression at the time that everything was right, but it				false

		2901						PG		112		0		false		page 112				false

		2902						LN		112		1		false		 1   is now the viewpoint from this administration that we				false

		2903						LN		112		2		false		 2   seek the public benefit, and it's oftentimes represented				false

		2904						LN		112		3		false		 3   in terms of jobs.  And if there's another way to				false

		2905						LN		112		4		false		 4   represent that, then that's where I would encourage you				false

		2906						LN		112		5		false		 5   to look at what you might be able to make as a case, but				false

		2907						LN		112		6		false		 6   just to say that the rules then were the only rules and				false

		2908						LN		112		7		false		 7   that was the only interpretation doesn't provide us the				false

		2909						LN		112		8		false		 8   chance to right the situation.				false

		2910						LN		112		9		false		 9               MR. ALLISON:				false

		2911						LN		112		10		false		10                   I understand.  Look, you-all as a Board				false

		2912						LN		112		11		false		11   have done a really good job of making sure that you				false

		2913						LN		112		12		false		12   honored the decisions that were made by companies prior				false

		2914						LN		112		13		false		13   to the executive order, and I commend you for that.  And				false

		2915						LN		112		14		false		14   in keeping the State's word in making sure the companies				false

		2916						LN		112		15		false		15   make decisions based on the rules at the time they make				false

		2917						LN		112		16		false		16   the decisions were not damaged, again, I commend you for				false

		2918						LN		112		17		false		17   doing that.  I think this is an example, this is a case				false

		2919						LN		112		18		false		18   where that just didn't happen.  I know that's important				false

		2920						LN		112		19		false		19   to you.  I want to bring to your attention the facts of				false

		2921						LN		112		20		false		20   this situation because I think that's what's about to				false

		2922						LN		112		21		false		21   happen to these people if they get denied.  They made a				false

		2923						LN		112		22		false		22   decision in '15 based on the facts at the time, and now				false

		2924						LN		112		23		false		23   they're being told something different and not being				false

		2925						LN		112		24		false		24   given what they really, you know, thought they were				false

		2926						LN		112		25		false		25   earning at the time.				false

		2927						PG		113		0		false		page 113				false

		2928						LN		113		1		false		 1               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2929						LN		113		2		false		 2                   Mr. Adley.				false

		2930						LN		113		3		false		 3               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2931						LN		113		4		false		 4                   Don, you've made an excellent argument,				false

		2932						LN		113		5		false		 5   and, as always, I've listened to it carefully and we're				false

		2933						LN		113		6		false		 6   certainly going to deliver it back to the Governor's				false

		2934						LN		113		7		false		 7   office, but to support what Secretary Pierson just said,				false

		2935						LN		113		8		false		 8   it was a benefit that was supposed to come to the State.				false

		2936						LN		113		9		false		 9   The existing rules at the time didn't have just one				false

		2937						LN		113		10		false		10   process.  You make it almost sound like we only this one				false

		2938						LN		113		11		false		11   process to go through.  If your client chose to go				false

		2939						LN		113		12		false		12   through an advanced notice wherein advance of doing all				false

		2940						LN		113		13		false		13   of this, they actually went to LED and said this is the				false

		2941						LN		113		14		false		14   benefit, this is what you're going to get, they would be				false

		2942						LN		113		15		false		15   on that list today for approval.  What created a problem				false

		2943						LN		113		16		false		16   from the Governor's perspective is that we had a process				false

		2944						LN		113		17		false		17   where people can simply sit at their computer or go up				false

		2945						LN		113		18		false		18   on the internet, push a button and there it was.  You				false

		2946						LN		113		19		false		19   had it, you want and did whatever work you wanted to do				false

		2947						LN		113		20		false		20   and that's how the MCAs started.  You didn't have to				false

		2948						LN		113		21		false		21   give any advance notice is what I'm telling you.  You				false

		2949						LN		113		22		false		22   had to give some number when you got the number and you				false

		2950						LN		113		23		false		23   went and did the work.  That's what drove him to this				false

		2951						LN		113		24		false		24   point of saying what Mr. Pierson said.  There has to be				false

		2952						LN		113		25		false		25   some benefit you're required to give some benefit and				false

		2953						PG		114		0		false		page 114				false

		2954						LN		114		1		false		 1   the creation oaf jobs was the issue and that's how we				false

		2955						LN		114		2		false		 2   got to this point.				false

		2956						LN		114		3		false		 3                   I want the members of the community to				false

		2957						LN		114		4		false		 4   at least know that that's what his thought processes				false

		2958						LN		114		5		false		 5   were.				false

		2959						LN		114		6		false		 6               MR. ALLISON:				false

		2960						LN		114		7		false		 7                   I understand.				false

		2961						LN		114		8		false		 8               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2962						LN		114		9		false		 9                   And the Board has been very careful of				false

		2963						LN		114		10		false		10   all of those that had the advanced notices that turned				false

		2964						LN		114		11		false		11   them in that, regardless of what the rules were at that				false

		2965						LN		114		12		false		12   time.				false

		2966						LN		114		13		false		13               MR. ALLISON:				false

		2967						LN		114		14		false		14                   The process they followed that you				false

		2968						LN		114		15		false		15   described was a perfectly legitimate process at the				false

		2969						LN		114		16		false		16   time.  They followed the process that was in place, but				false

		2970						LN		114		17		false		17   now it looks like they might be penalized for following				false

		2971						LN		114		18		false		18   that process.				false

		2972						LN		114		19		false		19               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		2973						LN		114		20		false		20                   Mr. Slone.				false

		2974						LN		114		21		false		21               MR. SLONE:				false

		2975						LN		114		22		false		22                   So just for my clarification, I guess,				false

		2976						LN		114		23		false		23   the process if they're denied is they have to file an				false

		2977						LN		114		24		false		24   appeal?				false

		2978						LN		114		25		false		25               MS. CHENG:				false

		2979						PG		115		0		false		page 115				false

		2980						LN		115		1		false		 1                   If they want to appeal.				false

		2981						LN		115		2		false		 2               MR. SLONE:				false

		2982						LN		115		3		false		 3                    If they want to appeal.				false

		2983						LN		115		4		false		 4                   Also, so we're saying that Great Raft				false

		2984						LN		115		5		false		 5   Brewing has an opportunity to come back to the table				false

		2985						LN		115		6		false		 6   since they were listed here as zero jobs to show where				false

		2986						LN		115		7		false		 7   us where their jobs are?				false

		2987						LN		115		8		false		 8               MR. ADLEY:				false

		2988						LN		115		9		false		 9                   That's correct.				false

		2989						LN		115		10		false		10               MR. SLONE:				false

		2990						LN		115		11		false		11                   So what's the harm maybe in the other				false

		2991						LN		115		12		false		12   ones given the opportunity, they may or my not even be				false

		2992						LN		115		13		false		13   here, to, you know, to state their case?  Because a				false

		2993						LN		115		14		false		14   project can, you know, be started and finished prior to				false

		2994						LN		115		15		false		15   6/24, and, now, similar to what Mr. Allison is saying,				false

		2995						LN		115		16		false		16   started and finished, and with the expectation that this				false

		2996						LN		115		17		false		17   was happening, shouldn't we allow them an opportunity,				false

		2997						LN		115		18		false		18   those other five, maybe, to -- five total, I guess, to				false

		2998						LN		115		19		false		19   come back to the table instead of just denying and				false

		2999						LN		115		20		false		20   starting the whole process over again?				false

		3000						LN		115		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3001						LN		115		22		false		22                   I couldn't agree with you more because				false

		3002						LN		115		23		false		23   I'm a little concerned in the process.  If these				false

		3003						LN		115		24		false		24   applications, which were MCAs, were received March 31st				false

		3004						LN		115		25		false		25   of last year and they were brought to the first Board				false

		3005						PG		116		0		false		page 116				false

		3006						LN		116		1		false		 1   meeting of last year in 2016, this question wouldn't be				false

		3007						LN		116		2		false		 2   coming up because they were filed in 2016, which is the				false

		3008						LN		116		3		false		 3   reason I was pointing out the 2016 versus the 2017				false

		3009						LN		116		4		false		 4   point, that these were ones that were submitted timely				false

		3010						LN		116		5		false		 5   for March 31st of 2016, if -- and I'm not bashing staff.				false

		3011						LN		116		6		false		 6   You know that.  But if staff had everything in order,				false

		3012						LN		116		7		false		 7   they would have come before a year later.				false

		3013						LN		116		8		false		 8               MS. CHENG:				false

		3014						LN		116		9		false		 9                   These would have -- these applications				false

		3015						LN		116		10		false		10   may have had some issues with them.  I may have asked				false

		3016						LN		116		11		false		11   the company a few questions, they hadn't gotten back to				false

		3017						LN		116		12		false		12   us at that point, so they were not.				false

		3018						LN		116		13		false		13               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3019						LN		116		14		false		14                   So that's the reason, in my eyes, I'm				false

		3020						LN		116		15		false		15   thinking, well, maybe these should be approved under the				false

		3021						LN		116		16		false		16   previous MCA concept as if the executive order hadn't				false

		3022						LN		116		17		false		17   even existed.				false

		3023						LN		116		18		false		18               MR. HOUSE:				false

		3024						LN		116		19		false		19                   Let me address that because in				false

		3025						LN		116		20		false		20   formulating the executive order, we had to consider what				false

		3026						LN		116		21		false		21   the dates of effectiveness would be, and it wasn't				false

		3027						LN		116		22		false		22   pulled out of the sky, it wasn't not taking into account				false

		3028						LN		116		23		false		23   many of the things that are said.  It was discussed back				false

		3029						LN		116		24		false		24   and forth, and you have to have a date, Mr. Windham.				false

		3030						LN		116		25		false		25   You know, you can make that date -- we could have made				false

		3031						PG		117		0		false		page 117				false

		3032						LN		117		1		false		 1   the date August 24th instead of June 24th.  In my				false

		3033						LN		117		2		false		 2   experience, as a lawyer in public practice and in				false

		3034						LN		117		3		false		 3   private practice, there would be people who would come				false

		3035						LN		117		4		false		 4   in here in perfect good faith and tell you that August				false

		3036						LN		117		5		false		 5   24th is an unfair date.  In fract, you heard this				false

		3037						LN		117		6		false		 6   morning on the Blake Drilling question that there was				false

		3038						LN		117		7		false		 7   litigation about when rules were effective and what they				false

		3039						LN		117		8		false		 8   believed and everything else.  And these are always				false

		3040						LN		117		9		false		 9   legitimate issues.  I'm not putting that aside.				false

		3041						LN		117		10		false		10                   The other issue that you have, if you				false

		3042						LN		117		11		false		11   put a date down as what I qualify as placeholders,				false

		3043						LN		117		12		false		12   people will come in and say, "Well, I might be doing				false

		3044						LN		117		13		false		13   something, I'm going to file something," that's not in				false

		3045						LN		117		14		false		14   bad faith, but that also opens up a whole bunch of				false

		3046						LN		117		15		false		15   issues that all of you have to decide as to whether or				false

		3047						LN		117		16		false		16   not, "Well, what were they thinking then?  What was				false

		3048						LN		117		17		false		17   going on?  How do we do this?"				false

		3049						LN		117		18		false		18                   In fact, right now, we have a case in				false

		3050						LN		117		19		false		19   the 19th Judicial District Court pertaining to the movie				false

		3051						LN		117		20		false		20   legislation that took effect December 31st, 2005 and				false

		3052						LN		117		21		false		21   certain people applied to be placeholders or whatever.				false

		3053						LN		117		22		false		22   They say they weren't really placeholders.  And we're				false

		3054						LN		117		23		false		23   still litigating that issue.  So it wasn't -- June 24th				false

		3055						LN		117		24		false		24   wasn't picked out of the air.  There was consideration				false

		3056						LN		117		25		false		25   given to it, and I think -- and, again, this is --				false

		3057						PG		118		0		false		page 118				false

		3058						LN		118		1		false		 1   you're the Board, but the new rules are going to pretty				false

		3059						LN		118		2		false		 2   much follow the executive order in dealing with the old				false

		3060						LN		118		3		false		 3   issues.  All I would advise -- and I know everybody here				false

		3061						LN		118		4		false		 4   is in good faith and everybody wants to do the right				false

		3062						LN		118		5		false		 5   thing, but when you open that door, just make sure that				false

		3063						LN		118		6		false		 6   when it closes behind you, you're in the room that you				false

		3064						LN		118		7		false		 7   want to be in because, otherwise, this can go on and on				false

		3065						LN		118		8		false		 8   and on.				false

		3066						LN		118		9		false		 9                   And it's sort of the same principle we				false

		3067						LN		118		10		false		10   used with respect to renewals.  We believe that there				false

		3068						LN		118		11		false		11   were contracts in place.  We believe that they had				false

		3069						LN		118		12		false		12   renewal provisions in there that were enforceable going				false

		3070						LN		118		13		false		13   forward.  It was believed that maybe there are 100 bad				false

		3071						LN		118		14		false		14   contracts or 10 bad contracts or whatever that maybe if				false

		3072						LN		118		15		false		15   you wouldn't have done in the first place if you were				false

		3073						LN		118		16		false		16   this Board and maybe we shouldn't renew them, but the				false

		3074						LN		118		17		false		17   provisions of the contract said one thing, and so to				false

		3075						LN		118		18		false		18   continue the litigation and relitigate the				false

		3076						LN		118		19		false		19   appropriateness of that as opposed to having business				false

		3077						LN		118		20		false		20   certainty, the Governor and the Board decided that we				false

		3078						LN		118		21		false		21   are going to go forward in what we've done.  And that				false

		3079						LN		118		22		false		22   has a long-term impact in and of itself.				false

		3080						LN		118		23		false		23                   So everybody has a competing position				false

		3081						LN		118		24		false		24   here in terms of how you look at these, but the June				false

		3082						LN		118		25		false		25   24th 2016 date was chosen.  It was chosen in order to				false

		3083						PG		119		0		false		page 119				false

		3084						LN		119		1		false		 1   try and be fair and to try and avoid many of these				false

		3085						LN		119		2		false		 2   issues that go forward.  It wasn't arbitrarily picked.				false

		3086						LN		119		3		false		 3   It wasn't done with a lack of consideration for any of				false

		3087						LN		119		4		false		 4   these factors that are going forward, and whatever date				false

		3088						LN		119		5		false		 5   or however you may want to look at that, they're going				false

		3089						LN		119		6		false		 6   to be further exceptions and other reasons and other				false

		3090						LN		119		7		false		 7   parties -- and I'm not saying people are making things				false

		3091						LN		119		8		false		 8   up.  They're going to have their reasons for why they're				false

		3092						LN		119		9		false		 9   telling you what they're telling you just as Mr. Allison				false

		3093						LN		119		10		false		10   does, so just keep that in mind.				false

		3094						LN		119		11		false		11               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3095						LN		119		12		false		12                   Let me see ask one question in relation				false

		3096						LN		119		13		false		13   to that.				false

		3097						LN		119		14		false		14                   So these MCA applications were in prior				false

		3098						LN		119		15		false		15   to June 24th of 2016, they are subject to the executive				false

		3099						LN		119		16		false		16   order?				false

		3100						LN		119		17		false		17               MR. HOUSE:				false

		3101						LN		119		18		false		18                   The Governor -- they're subject to the				false

		3102						LN		119		19		false		19   executive order because the Governor has said as to what				false

		3103						LN		119		20		false		20   he's going to do, and he said if it's an MCA and it has				false

		3104						LN		119		21		false		21   jobs, I'm going to sign them.  And, again, you can go				false

		3105						LN		119		22		false		22   back.  There are a lot of reasons why the MCA process				false

		3106						LN		119		23		false		23   may not have been the most perfect process that we've				false

		3107						LN		119		24		false		24   had.  Again, using it doesn't mean you're in bad faith				false

		3108						LN		119		25		false		25   or not using it or whatever.  That's just a way of				false

		3109						PG		120		0		false		page 120				false

		3110						LN		120		1		false		 1   looking at what has been around in economic development				false

		3111						LN		120		2		false		 2   long before we got in these positions.				false

		3112						LN		120		3		false		 3               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3113						LN		120		4		false		 4                   Thank you.  Mr. Barham, you have a				false

		3114						LN		120		5		false		 5   question?				false

		3115						LN		120		6		false		 6               MR. BARHAM:				false

		3116						LN		120		7		false		 7                   In listening to the discussion, I				false

		3117						LN		120		8		false		 8   understand your comments about the date and the order,				false

		3118						LN		120		9		false		 9   but what I'm getting uneasy about is I think these cases				false

		3119						LN		120		10		false		10   are a case where the rules have changed and they came				false

		3120						LN		120		11		false		11   here under one set of rules or the applications were and				false

		3121						LN		120		12		false		12   the rules have changed.  I don't think we can ever avoid				false

		3122						LN		120		13		false		13   situations where there will be exceptions or usual				false

		3123						LN		120		14		false		14   situations to consider.  That's our job.  They will				false

		3124						LN		120		15		false		15   continue to come in a host of situations.				false

		3125						LN		120		16		false		16                   I honestly would feel more comfortable				false

		3126						LN		120		17		false		17   if we reconsider the vote on CertainTeed Corporation.				false

		3127						LN		120		18		false		18   Let them come in and explain to us what their decision				false

		3128						LN		120		19		false		19   was.  And the other four.  And let them come back.				false

		3129						LN		120		20		false		20   We're here.  That's what we do.  I would feel a lot more				false

		3130						LN		120		21		false		21   comfortable to let them do that.				false

		3131						LN		120		22		false		22               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3132						LN		120		23		false		23                   And, Mr. Barham, I certainly don't				false

		3133						LN		120		24		false		24   object to a new motion to remove that and go through the				false

		3134						LN		120		25		false		25   deferral.  The only reason I didn't move for deferral is				false

		3135						PG		121		0		false		page 121				false

		3136						LN		121		1		false		 1   we get back to where we've been in the past.  Every time				false

		3137						LN		121		2		false		 2   we get down to it, you've got to make a decision on the				false

		3138						LN		121		3		false		 3   executive order and we defer them and they all keep				false

		3139						LN		121		4		false		 4   coming back, but that's okay.  We're here.				false

		3140						LN		121		5		false		 5                   I do want to make one very important				false

		3141						LN		121		6		false		 6   point.  Everyone who filed an MCA or an ITEP did so				false

		3142						LN		121		7		false		 7   under the rule and under the understanding that you				false

		3143						LN		121		8		false		 8   don't get anything else until it's approved by this				false

		3144						LN		121		9		false		 9   Board.  Many people were doing the things that they did				false

		3145						LN		121		10		false		10   just believing that whatever they did is always going to				false

		3146						LN		121		11		false		11   be approved, but that's not what the rules said when you				false

		3147						LN		121		12		false		12   filed it.  The rules were very clear and the law was				false

		3148						LN		121		13		false		13   very clear, whatever you did was always subject to what				false

		3149						LN		121		14		false		14   this Board wanted to do.  So when you spent the money,				false

		3150						LN		121		15		false		15   you knew that.  It's just that for so many years it's				false

		3151						LN		121		16		false		16   just how the way it works.  It's just how it worked.				false

		3152						LN		121		17		false		17   Everybody walked in and everything got approved.				false

		3153						LN		121		18		false		18                   I've got one Board member here, I'll				false

		3154						LN		121		19		false		19   never forget, first meeting we had, I had walked in,				false

		3155						LN		121		20		false		20   Mayor, and you said to me, you said, "Wow.  We've never				false

		3156						LN		121		21		false		21   been in one of these meetings over an hour."  Because				false

		3157						LN		121		22		false		22   nobody ever said anything.  It was just what the staff				false

		3158						LN		121		23		false		23   said and they filled it out.  Then that's just the way				false

		3159						LN		121		24		false		24   it was done.				false

		3160						LN		121		25		false		25                   I just want to make it clear, no one				false

		3161						PG		122		0		false		page 122				false

		3162						LN		122		1		false		 1   violated a rule here, Mr. Barham, because the rules were				false

		3163						LN		122		2		false		 2   clear.  When you submitted, you were subjecting yourself				false

		3164						LN		122		3		false		 3   to approval or disapproval by this board.				false

		3165						LN		122		4		false		 4                   But with that said, I personally won't				false

		3166						LN		122		5		false		 5   clearly object to if you want to defer them and go back				false

		3167						LN		122		6		false		 6   through them.  Okay?  And I'll spend time back with the				false

		3168						LN		122		7		false		 7   Governor and ask him what he thinks.  If he thinks it's				false

		3169						LN		122		8		false		 8   a good idea, we can do that, but I don't think he does.				false

		3170						LN		122		9		false		 9               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3171						LN		122		10		false		10                   Mr. House.				false

		3172						LN		122		11		false		11               MR. HOUSE:				false

		3173						LN		122		12		false		12                   In prior meetings, similar applications				false

		3174						LN		122		13		false		13   have been rejected, so you are taking an action now that				false

		3175						LN		122		14		false		14   is inconsistent with what you did in a prior meeting or				false

		3176						LN		122		15		false		15   prior meetings.  So, again, that's -- and we discussed				false

		3177						LN		122		16		false		16   this in connection with renewals of contracts.  At some				false

		3178						LN		122		17		false		17   point in time, when you start acting inconsistently, you				false

		3179						LN		122		18		false		18   get into an area called arbitrary and capricious.  I'm				false

		3180						LN		122		19		false		19   not saying you're there or whatever, but what I am				false

		3181						LN		122		20		false		20   saying is you need to -- again, like I say, about				false

		3182						LN		122		21		false		21   opening that door, that these things were given some				false

		3183						LN		122		22		false		22   thought.  They may not meet particular popular and				false

		3184						LN		122		23		false		23   certain situations, and so, you know, and that's				false

		3185						LN		122		24		false		24   probably why I can tell you I wrote it because if it				false

		3186						LN		122		25		false		25   were popular, other people would say they wrote it.  But				false

		3187						PG		123		0		false		page 123				false

		3188						LN		123		1		false		 1   at the end of the day, you've got to make these				false

		3189						LN		123		2		false		 2   decisions and try to do these things, but I'm not trying				false

		3190						LN		123		3		false		 3   to limit what the Board does, but you have prior acts				false

		3191						LN		123		4		false		 4   you have taken to reject similar applications.				false

		3192						LN		123		5		false		 5               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3193						LN		123		6		false		 6                   Thank you.  And I do want to make sure				false

		3194						LN		123		7		false		 7   that we stay consistent.  That's part of the reason I'd				false

		3195						LN		123		8		false		 8   like to defer them, that we're treating everyone the				false

		3196						LN		123		9		false		 9   same across the board, all of the rules are applied the				false

		3197						LN		123		10		false		10   same.				false

		3198						LN		123		11		false		11                   Mr. Slone.				false

		3199						LN		123		12		false		12               MR. SLONE:				false

		3200						LN		123		13		false		13                   That's what I was going to say,				false

		3201						LN		123		14		false		14   consistency, I think we all want that, but we should				false

		3202						LN		123		15		false		15   also maybe take a look and see if those that were				false

		3203						LN		123		16		false		16   rejected were done prior to 6/24.  I mean, there's ways				false

		3204						LN		123		17		false		17   to look at this.				false

		3205						LN		123		18		false		18               MR. HOUSE:				false

		3206						LN		123		19		false		19                   They were.  And you even had an issue				false

		3207						LN		123		20		false		20   with respect to Motiva in a prior meeting where they had				false

		3208						LN		123		21		false		21   new jobs, but they did not have new direct jobs within				false

		3209						LN		123		22		false		22   the meaning of the executive order.  So then the				false

		3210						LN		123		23		false		23   representative said, "No, I can't say that these are				false

		3211						LN		123		24		false		24   direct jobs resulting from what was done with the MCA."				false

		3212						LN		123		25		false		25   So, you know, I just -- we just wanted you to be aware				false

		3213						PG		124		0		false		page 124				false

		3214						LN		124		1		false		 1   of that.				false

		3215						LN		124		2		false		 2               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3216						LN		124		3		false		 3                   Thank you.				false

		3217						LN		124		4		false		 4               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3218						LN		124		5		false		 5                   I would ask Mr. Barham, when you make				false

		3219						LN		124		6		false		 6   your motion, at least to protect me, if you will, if you				false

		3220						LN		124		7		false		 7   would make a motion, the lady that came up that said				false

		3221						LN		124		8		false		 8   clearly we added some jobs, but it was not on the				false

		3222						LN		124		9		false		 9   application and we gave them an opportunity to bring				false

		3223						LN		124		10		false		10   that back, if you want to defer to give people an				false

		3224						LN		124		11		false		11   opportunity to come show that they've created jobs,				false

		3225						LN		124		12		false		12   that's one thing, but just to have a deferral is				false

		3226						LN		124		13		false		13   another.  At least I'm going to try to follow his				false

		3227						LN		124		14		false		14   executive order.				false

		3228						LN		124		15		false		15               MR. HOUSE:				false

		3229						LN		124		16		false		16                   The executive order also says new direct				false

		3230						LN		124		17		false		17   jobs.  That is the issue you had with Motive where you				false

		3231						LN		124		18		false		18   rejected the application.				false

		3232						LN		124		19		false		19               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3233						LN		124		20		false		20                   Yeah.  We've already had a motion made				false

		3234						LN		124		21		false		21   and approved to defer and let her come back.  And I				false

		3235						LN		124		22		false		22   think Mr. Barham was talking about the other four.				false

		3236						LN		124		23		false		23                   So is that a substitute motion, I				false

		3237						LN		124		24		false		24   believe?				false

		3238						LN		124		25		false		25               MR. BARHAM:				false

		3239						PG		125		0		false		page 125				false

		3240						LN		125		1		false		 1                   We have one we took action to reject				false

		3241						LN		125		2		false		 2   CertainTeed.  I would like to reconsider that to include				false

		3242						LN		125		3		false		 3   them.				false

		3243						LN		125		4		false		 4               MS. CHENG:				false

		3244						LN		125		5		false		 5                   We didn't actually take a vote on that.				false

		3245						LN		125		6		false		 6               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3246						LN		125		7		false		 7                   That's when Mr. Allison started talking				false

		3247						LN		125		8		false		 8   in general.				false

		3248						LN		125		9		false		 9                   So that's a substitute motion.				false

		3249						LN		125		10		false		10               MR. BARHAM:				false

		3250						LN		125		11		false		11                   The remaining four --				false

		3251						LN		125		12		false		12               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3252						LN		125		13		false		13                   Remaining four.				false

		3253						LN		125		14		false		14               MR. BARHAM:				false

		3254						LN		125		15		false		15                   -- that have the job creation at issue				false

		3255						LN		125		16		false		16   and their circumstance and the application time, we				false

		3256						LN		125		17		false		17   allow them to come talk to us.				false

		3257						LN		125		18		false		18               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3258						LN		125		19		false		19                   Seconded by Mr. Slone.				false

		3259						LN		125		20		false		20                   All in favor of that motion, indicate				false

		3260						LN		125		21		false		21   with an "aye."				false

		3261						LN		125		22		false		22               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		3262						LN		125		23		false		23               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3263						LN		125		24		false		24                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		3264						LN		125		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3265						PG		126		0		false		page 126				false

		3266						LN		126		1		false		 1                   Nay.				false

		3267						LN		126		2		false		 2               MR. COLEMAN:				false

		3268						LN		126		3		false		 3                   Nay.				false

		3269						LN		126		4		false		 4               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3270						LN		126		5		false		 5                   Make sure that the record is clear that				false

		3271						LN		126		6		false		 6   Major Coleman and Mr. Adley are nays.				false

		3272						LN		126		7		false		 7               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3273						LN		126		8		false		 8                   I'm going to try my best to follow that				false

		3274						LN		126		9		false		 9   executive order, and y'all have to do whatever you deem				false

		3275						LN		126		10		false		10   is appropriate.  I get that.  I don't have a problem				false

		3276						LN		126		11		false		11   with that at all, but I do want to be recorded as no				false

		3277						LN		126		12		false		12   because at some point -- I think you're right,				false

		3278						LN		126		13		false		13   Mr. House.  I mean, sooner or later, you can't just --				false

		3279						LN		126		14		false		14   we can't coming in here and just keep coming and keep				false

		3280						LN		126		15		false		15   doing it, so I'm just going to vote not.				false

		3281						LN		126		16		false		16               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3282						LN		126		17		false		17                   And, also, Mr. Coleman, Major Coleman,				false

		3283						LN		126		18		false		18   voted no.				false

		3284						LN		126		19		false		19               MR. COLEMAN:				false

		3285						LN		126		20		false		20                   Yes, I did.				false

		3286						LN		126		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3287						LN		126		22		false		22                   All right.				false

		3288						LN		126		23		false		23               MR. FABRA:				false

		3289						LN		126		24		false		24                   Let thee record reflect that I voted no				false

		3290						LN		126		25		false		25   as well.				false

		3291						PG		127		0		false		page 127				false

		3292						LN		127		1		false		 1               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3293						LN		127		2		false		 2                   I'm sorry.  Mr. Fabra voted no also.				false

		3294						LN		127		3		false		 3                   Anything else?  I'm sorry.  I guess we				false

		3295						LN		127		4		false		 4   should do a rollcall vote, please, Mr. Favaloro.				false

		3296						LN		127		5		false		 5               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		3297						LN		127		6		false		 6                   Mr. Barham.				false

		3298						LN		127		7		false		 7               MR. BARHAM:				false

		3299						LN		127		8		false		 8                   Yes.				false

		3300						LN		127		9		false		 9               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		3301						LN		127		10		false		10                   Millie Atkins.				false

		3302						LN		127		11		false		11               MS. ATKINS:				false

		3303						LN		127		12		false		12                   Yes.				false

		3304						LN		127		13		false		13                   For clarification, are we voting on				false

		3305						LN		127		14		false		14   deferment.				false

		3306						LN		127		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3307						LN		127		16		false		16                   Deferment.				false

		3308						LN		127		17		false		17               MS. ATKINS:				false

		3309						LN		127		18		false		18                   I vote yes.				false

		3310						LN		127		19		false		19               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		3311						LN		127		20		false		20                   I'm sorry?				false

		3312						LN		127		21		false		21               MS. ATKINS:				false

		3313						LN		127		22		false		22                   Yes.				false

		3314						LN		127		23		false		23               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		3315						LN		127		24		false		24                   Mayor Brasseaux.				false

		3316						LN		127		25		false		25               MAYOR BRASSEAUX:				false

		3317						PG		128		0		false		page 128				false

		3318						LN		128		1		false		 1                   Yes.				false

		3319						LN		128		2		false		 2               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		3320						LN		128		3		false		 3                   Representative Carmody.				false

		3321						LN		128		4		false		 4               MR. CARMODY:				false

		3322						LN		128		5		false		 5                   Yes.				false

		3323						LN		128		6		false		 6               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		3324						LN		128		7		false		 7                   Major Coleman.				false

		3325						LN		128		8		false		 8               MR. COLEMAN:				false

		3326						LN		128		9		false		 9                   No.				false

		3327						LN		128		10		false		10               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		3328						LN		128		11		false		11                   Ricky Fabra.				false

		3329						LN		128		12		false		12               MR. FABRA:				false

		3330						LN		128		13		false		13                   No.				false

		3331						LN		128		14		false		14               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		3332						LN		128		15		false		15                   Mr. Fajardo.				false

		3333						LN		128		16		false		16               MR. FAJARDO:				false

		3334						LN		128		17		false		17                   No.				false

		3335						LN		128		18		false		18               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		3336						LN		128		19		false		19                   Heather Malone.				false

		3337						LN		128		20		false		20               MS. MALONE:				false

		3338						LN		128		21		false		21                   Yes.				false

		3339						LN		128		22		false		22               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		3340						LN		128		23		false		23                   Robby Miller.				false

		3341						LN		128		24		false		24               MR. MILLER:				false

		3342						LN		128		25		false		25                   Yes.				false

		3343						PG		129		0		false		page 129				false

		3344						LN		129		1		false		 1               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		3345						LN		129		2		false		 2                   Jan Moller.				false

		3346						LN		129		3		false		 3               MR. MOLLER:				false

		3347						LN		129		4		false		 4                   No.				false

		3348						LN		129		5		false		 5               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		3349						LN		129		6		false		 6                   Secretary Pierson.				false

		3350						LN		129		7		false		 7               SECRETARY PIERSON:				false

		3351						LN		129		8		false		 8                   No.				false

		3352						LN		129		9		false		 9               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		3353						LN		129		10		false		10                   Ronnie Slone.				false

		3354						LN		129		11		false		11               MR. SLONE:				false

		3355						LN		129		12		false		12                   Yes.				false

		3356						LN		129		13		false		13               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		3357						LN		129		14		false		14                   Bobby Williams.				false

		3358						LN		129		15		false		15               MR. WILLIAMS:				false

		3359						LN		129		16		false		16                   No.				false

		3360						LN		129		17		false		17               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		3361						LN		129		18		false		18                   Steven Windham.				false

		3362						LN		129		19		false		19               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3363						LN		129		20		false		20                   Yes.				false

		3364						LN		129		21		false		21               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		3365						LN		129		22		false		22                   Dr. Wilson.				false

		3366						LN		129		23		false		23               DR. WILSON:				false

		3367						LN		129		24		false		24                   Yes.				false

		3368						LN		129		25		false		25               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		3369						PG		130		0		false		page 130				false

		3370						LN		130		1		false		 1                   Nine yes, six no.				false

		3371						LN		130		2		false		 2               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3372						LN		130		3		false		 3                   So the motion carries.  So the ones with				false

		3373						LN		130		4		false		 4   zero jobs are deferred other than the CertainTeed				false

		3374						LN		130		5		false		 5   Corporation, which will come back with additional				false

		3375						LN		130		6		false		 6   information.				false

		3376						LN		130		7		false		 7               MS. CHENG:				false

		3377						LN		130		8		false		 8                   That was the Great Raft Brewing Company.				false

		3378						LN		130		9		false		 9               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3379						LN		130		10		false		10                   Oh, I'm sorry.  Great Raft Brewing.				false

		3380						LN		130		11		false		11                   All right.  Please proceed with the ones				false

		3381						LN		130		12		false		12   that have jobs.				false

		3382						LN		130		13		false		13               MS. CHENG:				false

		3383						LN		130		14		false		14                   We approved those already.				false

		3384						LN		130		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3385						LN		130		16		false		16                   We approved those.				false

		3386						LN		130		17		false		17               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3387						LN		130		18		false		18                   We approved those.				false

		3388						LN		130		19		false		19               MS. CHENG:				false

		3389						LN		130		20		false		20                   We have 40 MCAs that were received after				false

		3390						LN		130		21		false		21   the executive order issued on 6/24/2016.				false

		3391						LN		130		22		false		22                   ASH Industries does want to defer,				false

		3392						LN		130		23		false		23   20170187.				false

		3393						LN		130		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3394						LN		130		25		false		25                   Okay.  We are on the 40, and I know				false

		3395						PG		131		0		false		page 131				false

		3396						LN		131		1		false		 1   there are a number of comments to come from the public.				false

		3397						LN		131		2		false		 2   There's some questions and confusions about the timing				false

		3398						LN		131		3		false		 3   of some of the these.				false

		3399						LN		131		4		false		 4                   And these are MCAs filed after June				false

		3400						LN		131		5		false		 5   24th, so they were filed between January and March 31st				false

		3401						LN		131		6		false		 6   of this year, the applications, the MCA applications?				false

		3402						LN		131		7		false		 7               MS. CHENG:				false

		3403						LN		131		8		false		 8                   Yes, sir.				false

		3404						LN		131		9		false		 9               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3405						LN		131		10		false		10                   Okay.  So the ones that have zero jobs,				false

		3406						LN		131		11		false		11   because this was after the June 24th, I would entertain				false

		3407						LN		131		12		false		12   a motion to deny those.				false

		3408						LN		131		13		false		13               MR. MOLLER:				false

		3409						LN		131		14		false		14                   Motion.				false

		3410						LN		131		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3411						LN		131		16		false		16                   Made by Mr. Moller; seconded by				false

		3412						LN		131		17		false		17   Mr. Fajardo.				false

		3413						LN		131		18		false		18                   Is there any discussion -- I'll be very				false

		3414						LN		131		19		false		19   clear on that these were MCAs, Miscellaneous Capital				false

		3415						LN		131		20		false		20   Additions, that were received after June 24th, which				false

		3416						LN		131		21		false		21   basically means that they were received between January				false

		3417						LN		131		22		false		22   1st of this year and March 31st of this year, 2017, and				false

		3418						LN		131		23		false		23   the motion is to deny them if they had zero jobs.				false

		3419						LN		131		24		false		24                   We have a motion and a second.				false

		3420						LN		131		25		false		25                   Any comments from the public on the ones				false

		3421						PG		132		0		false		page 132				false

		3422						LN		132		1		false		 1   with zero jobs?				false

		3423						LN		132		2		false		 2               MR. BAGERT:				false

		3424						LN		132		3		false		 3                   It would seem to us, Mr. Chairman, that				false

		3425						LN		132		4		false		 4   for these, the distinction between having or not having				false

		3426						LN		132		5		false		 5   jobs is not relevant because they were submitted after				false

		3427						LN		132		6		false		 6   the signing of the executive order, and in that				false

		3428						LN		132		7		false		 7   scenario, all MCAs are disallowed under the Governor's				false

		3429						LN		132		8		false		 8   executive order and the pending rules, so there wouldn't				false

		3430						LN		132		9		false		 9   be -- at least in terms of following the Governor's				false

		3431						LN		132		10		false		10   executive order, the distinction between those that did				false

		3432						LN		132		11		false		11   and did not create jobs, these are categorically not in				false

		3433						LN		132		12		false		12   step with what's going to be approved.				false

		3434						LN		132		13		false		13               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3435						LN		132		14		false		14                   All right.  Thank you.				false

		3436						LN		132		15		false		15                   Any other questions or comments on the				false

		3437						LN		132		16		false		16   ones that have zero jobs?				false

		3438						LN		132		17		false		17               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3439						LN		132		18		false		18                   Only one.  I really got to ask this.  I				false

		3440						LN		132		19		false		19   just got to know.				false

		3441						LN		132		20		false		20                   Out of these that created zero jobs,				false

		3442						LN		132		21		false		21   there's a company here, Dolese Bros., St. Helena,				false

		3443						LN		132		22		false		22   whatever it is.  It's a ready-mix concrete manufacturer.				false

		3444						LN		132		23		false		23               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3445						LN		132		24		false		24                   Is there a representative from Dolese				false

		3446						LN		132		25		false		25   here?				false

		3447						PG		133		0		false		page 133				false

		3448						LN		133		1		false		 1               (No response).				false

		3449						LN		133		2		false		 2               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3450						LN		133		3		false		 3                   I just want to make -- I'm trying to				false

		3451						LN		133		4		false		 4   understand from the staff, we received this after 6/24?				false

		3452						LN		133		5		false		 5               MS. CHENG:				false

		3453						LN		133		6		false		 6                   Yes, sir.				false

		3454						LN		133		7		false		 7               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3455						LN		133		8		false		 8                   And this is creating a property tax				false

		3456						LN		133		9		false		 9   exemption if you run concrete trucks; is that right or				false

		3457						LN		133		10		false		10   wrong?				false

		3458						LN		133		11		false		11               MS. CHENG:				false

		3459						LN		133		12		false		12                   They've, I believe --				false

		3460						LN		133		13		false		13               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3461						LN		133		14		false		14                   Are they manufacturing --				false

		3462						LN		133		15		false		15               MS. CHENG:				false

		3463						LN		133		16		false		16                   I believe they're --				false

		3464						LN		133		17		false		17               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3465						LN		133		18		false		18                   -- the package that you buy in the				false

		3466						LN		133		19		false		19   store?  I need to know what's going on here.				false

		3467						LN		133		20		false		20               MS. CHENG:				false

		3468						LN		133		21		false		21                   They do have a manufacturing NAICS Code.				false

		3469						LN		133		22		false		22   It's not the trucks that are being exempted because they				false

		3470						LN		133		23		false		23   leave the site.				false

		3471						LN		133		24		false		24               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3472						LN		133		25		false		25                   That means that somebody who made a cup				false

		3473						PG		134		0		false		page 134				false

		3474						LN		134		1		false		 1   of coffee in the cafe gets the same exemption as the guy				false

		3475						LN		134		2		false		 2   making concrete.  I just don't believe we meant that to				false

		3476						LN		134		3		false		 3   be manufacturing.  If they're manufacturing these little				false

		3477						LN		134		4		false		 4   bags that go to Home Depot or whatever, ready-mix				false

		3478						LN		134		5		false		 5   concrete, that's a different issue, but if you're				false

		3479						LN		134		6		false		 6   running a concrete truck, I need to know if this is				false

		3480						LN		134		7		false		 7   about mixing concrete and trucks that's just being				false

		3481						LN		134		8		false		 8   delivered to various different places.				false

		3482						LN		134		9		false		 9               MS. CHENG:				false

		3483						LN		134		10		false		10                   In the past, they've always been				false

		3484						LN		134		11		false		11   allowed --				false

		3485						LN		134		12		false		12               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3486						LN		134		13		false		13                   I understand they have been in the past,				false

		3487						LN		134		14		false		14   but these are after 6/24, aren't they?  Did I hear that				false

		3488						LN		134		15		false		15   right?				false

		3489						LN		134		16		false		16               MS. CHENG:				false

		3490						LN		134		17		false		17                   Yeah, but they don't have advances				false

		3491						LN		134		18		false		18   either.				false

		3492						LN		134		19		false		19               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3493						LN		134		20		false		20                   They don't what?				false

		3494						LN		134		21		false		21               MS. CHENG:				false

		3495						LN		134		22		false		22                   They don't have advanced notifications.				false

		3496						LN		134		23		false		23               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3497						LN		134		24		false		24                   They don't have what?				false

		3498						LN		134		25		false		25               MS. CHENG:				false

		3499						PG		135		0		false		page 135				false

		3500						LN		135		1		false		 1                   Advanced notification.				false

		3501						LN		135		2		false		 2               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3502						LN		135		3		false		 3                   I got that, but this happened since the				false

		3503						LN		135		4		false		 4   executive order.  If this is mixing concrete and sending				false

		3504						LN		135		5		false		 5   it out to a job somewhere that's being poured, I'm going				false

		3505						LN		135		6		false		 6   to vote no against that one because I don't think that's				false

		3506						LN		135		7		false		 7   manufacturing.  If they're making those bags or				false

		3507						LN		135		8		false		 8   ready-mix concrete that goes off somewhere to be sold,				false

		3508						LN		135		9		false		 9   that's manufacturing.  I get it.  I just need to know				false

		3509						LN		135		10		false		10   which one it is.				false

		3510						LN		135		11		false		11               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		3511						LN		135		12		false		12                   I don't know that we're for sure whether				false

		3512						LN		135		13		false		13   it is the mixing to send out in trucks or it's the bags,				false

		3513						LN		135		14		false		14   but the definition under the current rules even for				false

		3514						LN		135		15		false		15   manufacturing is, "Working raw materials by means of				false

		3515						LN		135		16		false		16   mass or custom production, including fabrication,				false

		3516						LN		135		17		false		17   applying manual labor or machinery into wares suitable				false

		3517						LN		135		18		false		18   for use or which gives shape, quality or a combination				false

		3518						LN		135		19		false		19   to matter which already has gone through some artificial				false

		3519						LN		135		20		false		20   process.  The resulting product must be," quote,				false

		3520						LN		135		21		false		21   "suitable for use as manufactured products that are				false

		3521						LN		135		22		false		22   placed into commerce for sale or sold for the use of a				false

		3522						LN		135		23		false		23   component of another product to be placed into commerce				false

		3523						LN		135		24		false		24   for sale."				false

		3524						LN		135		25		false		25                   And I believe that definition is based				false

		3525						PG		136		0		false		page 136				false

		3526						LN		136		1		false		 1   upon established cases under the ITEP Program as well as				false

		3527						LN		136		2		false		 2   the constitutional definition of manufacturing.				false

		3528						LN		136		3		false		 3               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3529						LN		136		4		false		 4                   I got that.  That's why we went through				false

		3530						LN		136		5		false		 5   the rule change to try to implement at least what the				false

		3531						LN		136		6		false		 6   Governor thought, but, look --				false

		3532						LN		136		7		false		 7               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		3533						LN		136		8		false		 8                   Sure.  I understand, but what I'm --				false

		3534						LN		136		9		false		 9               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3535						LN		136		10		false		10                   Let me say this to you:  I know what the				false

		3536						LN		136		11		false		11   current rules say.  That's what got us in this mess, but				false

		3537						LN		136		12		false		12   I've been directed and my concern is I do not believe				false

		3538						LN		136		13		false		13   running concrete is -- that doesn't mean that everybody				false

		3539						LN		136		14		false		14   else has to vote no, but I'm telling you, mixing				false

		3540						LN		136		15		false		15   concrete in cement trucks is not what the people of				false

		3541						LN		136		16		false		16   Louisiana believe we ought to be giving the ITEP				false

		3542						LN		136		17		false		17   exemption for.  I just don't believe that.				false

		3543						LN		136		18		false		18               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		3544						LN		136		19		false		19                   I understand.  And that definition is				false

		3545						LN		136		20		false		20   from the current rules that we're following.  This is				false

		3546						LN		136		21		false		21   not from the old rules.  These are the ones that we're				false

		3547						LN		136		22		false		22   currently --				false

		3548						LN		136		23		false		23               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3549						LN		136		24		false		24                   These are the new rules.				false

		3550						LN		136		25		false		25               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		3551						PG		137		0		false		page 137				false

		3552						LN		137		1		false		 1                   And so what I'm saying is that with the				false

		3553						LN		137		2		false		 2   manufacturing NAICS code, and -- that is a broad				false

		3554						LN		137		3		false		 3   definition.  That means they take an item, they add or				false

		3555						LN		137		4		false		 4   remove something from it and it becomes a ware suitable				false

		3556						LN		137		5		false		 5   for use.				false

		3557						LN		137		6		false		 6                   Just from the department's perspective,				false

		3558						LN		137		7		false		 7   we don't have that discretion to say --				false

		3559						LN		137		8		false		 8               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3560						LN		137		9		false		 9                   We do.  That's why I'm sitting here and				false

		3561						LN		137		10		false		10   making the point.  Bear with me.  If you would let us				false

		3562						LN		137		11		false		11   argue among ourselves what we believe it to be, then we				false

		3563						LN		137		12		false		12   can make that discretion.  That's all I'm asking.				false

		3564						LN		137		13		false		13                   If under the description of what you				false

		3565						LN		137		14		false		14   just described, if I own a restaurant and I make coffee				false

		3566						LN		137		15		false		15   or I make tea, I'm eligible for ITEP.  We have to be, in				false

		3567						LN		137		16		false		16   my view, very -- under that description you just gave,				false

		3568						LN		137		17		false		17   that's what it does.  It takes one thing and makes it				false

		3569						LN		137		18		false		18   into something else.				false

		3570						LN		137		19		false		19               SECRETARY PIERSON:				false

		3571						LN		137		20		false		20                   I would offer that where is the				false

		3572						LN		137		21		false		21   representative of the company?  The staff is here to				false

		3573						LN		137		22		false		22   answer the questions with regards to the rules that we				false

		3574						LN		137		23		false		23   are provided.  The company would need to be the one that				false

		3575						LN		137		24		false		24   would respond to your specific questions, Senator Adley.				false

		3576						LN		137		25		false		25               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3577						PG		138		0		false		page 138				false

		3578						LN		138		1		false		 1                   I agree.  Is the concrete company here?				false

		3579						LN		138		2		false		 2               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3580						LN		138		3		false		 3                   No.  No one stepped forward, so we'll				false

		3581						LN		138		4		false		 4   look more into that because there were, in the past,				false

		3582						LN		138		5		false		 5   there was some discussions and decisions and processes				false

		3583						LN		138		6		false		 6   that determined McDonalds would not qualify for an				false

		3584						LN		138		7		false		 7   exemption because it was deemed not to be a				false

		3585						LN		138		8		false		 8   manufacturer.				false

		3586						LN		138		9		false		 9               SENATOR PIERSON:				false

		3587						LN		138		10		false		10                   And as a note to the consensus here in				false

		3588						LN		138		11		false		11   the room today how important it is to have your clients				false

		3589						LN		138		12		false		12   prepared to answer these questions to the Board,				false

		3590						LN		138		13		false		13   because, as you can see, the pathway that we've been on				false

		3591						LN		138		14		false		14   in the past is different than the pathway we're on				false

		3592						LN		138		15		false		15   today, and these members want to know specifics about				false

		3593						LN		138		16		false		16   the manufacturing operations.				false

		3594						LN		138		17		false		17               MR. MOLLER:				false

		3595						LN		138		18		false		18                   Could someone on the staff address				false

		3596						LN		138		19		false		19   Mr. Bagert's questions about why we're even considering				false

		3597						LN		138		20		false		20   these MCAs when they were filed after 6/24?				false

		3598						LN		138		21		false		21               MS. CHENG:				false

		3599						LN		138		22		false		22                   The final rules haven't been				false

		3600						LN		138		23		false		23   promulgated.  It was stated in the February meeting they				false

		3601						LN		138		24		false		24   needed today come to the Board.  The Board has to take				false

		3602						LN		138		25		false		25   action on them.  They cannot just sit at LED.				false

		3603						PG		139		0		false		page 139				false

		3604						LN		139		1		false		 1               MR. MOLLER:				false

		3605						LN		139		2		false		 2                   Okay.  But so...				false

		3606						LN		139		3		false		 3               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		3607						LN		139		4		false		 4                   Once the rules are final, the Board will				false

		3608						LN		139		5		false		 5   no longer see post-6/24 MCAs.				false

		3609						LN		139		6		false		 6               MR. MOLLER:				false

		3610						LN		139		7		false		 7                   Okay.				false

		3611						LN		139		8		false		 8               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3612						LN		139		9		false		 9                   Sir, please identify yourself.				false

		3613						LN		139		10		false		10               MR. DAVIS:				false

		3614						LN		139		11		false		11                   My name is William Davis.  I'm the				false

		3615						LN		139		12		false		12   controller of the Stupp Corporation.  We have an				false

		3616						LN		139		13		false		13   application that falls in this group.  Respectfully I'd				false

		3617						LN		139		14		false		14   like to request that application be deferred for further				false

		3618						LN		139		15		false		15   review and submission by the Board, and it's Application				false

		3619						LN		139		16		false		16   Number 20170150.				false

		3620						LN		139		17		false		17               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3621						LN		139		18		false		18                   What's the name of the company?				false

		3622						LN		139		19		false		19               MR. DAVIS:				false

		3623						LN		139		20		false		20                   Stupp Corporation.				false

		3624						LN		139		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3625						LN		139		22		false		22                   S-T-U-P-P.				false

		3626						LN		139		23		false		23                   Two of them?				false

		3627						LN		139		24		false		24               MR. DAVIS:				false

		3628						LN		139		25		false		25                   We have two.  One with jobs, one				false

		3629						PG		140		0		false		page 140				false

		3630						LN		140		1		false		 1   without.				false

		3631						LN		140		2		false		 2               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3632						LN		140		3		false		 3                   One with jobs and one without?				false

		3633						LN		140		4		false		 4               MR. DAVIS:				false

		3634						LN		140		5		false		 5                   Yes, sir.				false

		3635						LN		140		6		false		 6               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3636						LN		140		7		false		 7                   All right.  You want to defer the 150,				false

		3637						LN		140		8		false		 8   the one that has zero jobs?				false

		3638						LN		140		9		false		 9               MR. DAVIS:				false

		3639						LN		140		10		false		10                   That's correct, sir.				false

		3640						LN		140		11		false		11               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3641						LN		140		12		false		12                   Both?				false

		3642						LN		140		13		false		13               MR. DAVIS:				false

		3643						LN		140		14		false		14                   No, sir.  Just the one without jobs,				false

		3644						LN		140		15		false		15   150.				false

		3645						LN		140		16		false		16               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3646						LN		140		17		false		17                   All right.  We can defer that.				false

		3647						LN		140		18		false		18                   Motion has been made by Representative				false

		3648						LN		140		19		false		19   Carmody; seconded by Secretary Pierson.				false

		3649						LN		140		20		false		20                   Any further discussion on that deferral				false

		3650						LN		140		21		false		21   of Stupp Corporation ending 150?				false

		3651						LN		140		22		false		22               (No response.)				false

		3652						LN		140		23		false		23               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3653						LN		140		24		false		24                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		3654						LN		140		25		false		25               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		3655						PG		141		0		false		page 141				false

		3656						LN		141		1		false		 1               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3657						LN		141		2		false		 2                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		3658						LN		141		3		false		 3               (No response.)				false

		3659						LN		141		4		false		 4               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3660						LN		141		5		false		 5                   Motion carries.				false

		3661						LN		141		6		false		 6               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3662						LN		141		7		false		 7                   I couldn't understand the name of the				false

		3663						LN		141		8		false		 8   company.				false

		3664						LN		141		9		false		 9               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3665						LN		141		10		false		10                   Stupp.				false

		3666						LN		141		11		false		11               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3667						LN		141		12		false		12                   Bear with me, Mr. Chairman.  For some				false

		3668						LN		141		13		false		13   reason, I can't hear you.  You whisper.				false

		3669						LN		141		14		false		14               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3670						LN		141		15		false		15                   Spell it out.				false

		3671						LN		141		16		false		16               MR. DAVIS:				false

		3672						LN		141		17		false		17                   Stupp, S-T-U-P-P.				false

		3673						LN		141		18		false		18               MS. CHENG:				false

		3674						LN		141		19		false		19                   It's on the second pages of the				false

		3675						LN		141		20		false		20   applications, 20170150, Stupp, S-T-U-P-P, Corporation in				false

		3676						LN		141		21		false		21   East Baton Rouge Parish.				false

		3677						LN		141		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3678						LN		141		23		false		23                   All right.  That one has been deferred.				false

		3679						LN		141		24		false		24                   Sir, please step forward and identify				false

		3680						LN		141		25		false		25   yourself.				false

		3681						PG		142		0		false		page 142				false

		3682						LN		142		1		false		 1               MR. MILLS:				false

		3683						LN		142		2		false		 2                   Good morning.  My name is Robert Mills.				false

		3684						LN		142		3		false		 3   I'm with Calumet Specialty Products in Shreveport, the				false

		3685						LN		142		4		false		 4   parent company of Calumet Lubricants Company and Calumet				false

		3686						LN		142		5		false		 5   Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes.  We have several				false

		3687						LN		142		6		false		 6   applications in front of you, one of which I found				false

		3688						LN		142		7		false		 7   several clerical errors in, and I'd like to ask for				false

		3689						LN		142		8		false		 8   deferral of Application 20101889, Calumet Lubricants				false

		3690						LN		142		9		false		 9   Company in Bossier Parish.  There were some numbers				false

		3691						LN		142		10		false		10   carried over from other applications that are incorrect.				false

		3692						LN		142		11		false		11   We'd like to bring that back to you, please.				false

		3693						LN		142		12		false		12               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3694						LN		142		13		false		13                   Mr. Mills, as I understand, I remember				false

		3695						LN		142		14		false		14   you had a couple applications.  You had one that has				false

		3696						LN		142		15		false		15   some jobs and one that didn't.				false

		3697						LN		142		16		false		16               MR. MILLS:				false

		3698						LN		142		17		false		17                   It's Calumet Lubricant's application,				false

		3699						LN		142		18		false		18   which shows an error, 27 employees.  That should be				false

		3700						LN		142		19		false		19   zero.  And full-time employees in the plant, that number				false

		3701						LN		142		20		false		20   was carried over from another location as well.  275 is				false

		3702						LN		142		21		false		21   incorrect.  It's going to be -- I don't have that exact				false

		3703						LN		142		22		false		22   number.  It's going to be maybe 125.  And construction				false

		3704						LN		142		23		false		23   jobs is in correct.  That was carried over from a prior				false

		3705						LN		142		24		false		24   application.				false

		3706						LN		142		25		false		25               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3707						PG		143		0		false		page 143				false

		3708						LN		143		1		false		 1                   You've got four of them that you want to				false

		3709						LN		143		2		false		 2   defer?				false

		3710						LN		143		3		false		 3               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3711						LN		143		4		false		 4                   Do you want to defer all of them?				false

		3712						LN		143		5		false		 5               MR. MILLS:				false

		3713						LN		143		6		false		 6                   No.  This is incorrect.  I'd like to go				false

		3714						LN		143		7		false		 7   ahead and go forward with Calumet Shreveport Lubricants				false

		3715						LN		143		8		false		 8   & Waxes that are correct.				false

		3716						LN		143		9		false		 9               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3717						LN		143		10		false		10                   Okay.  Because I do have questions about				false

		3718						LN		143		11		false		11   those.  All of those have the same number of jobs, 27.				false

		3719						LN		143		12		false		12               MR. MILLS:				false

		3720						LN		143		13		false		13                   That's correct.				false

		3721						LN		143		14		false		14               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3722						LN		143		15		false		15                   So that's 114 new jobs?				false

		3723						LN		143		16		false		16               MR. MILLS:				false

		3724						LN		143		17		false		17                   No, sir.  That's, as I understand, that				false

		3725						LN		143		18		false		18   was ADP payroll information for the entire plant, 27				false

		3726						LN		143		19		false		19   jobs.				false

		3727						LN		143		20		false		20               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3728						LN		143		21		false		21                   So that's for the entire plant?				false

		3729						LN		143		22		false		22               MR. MILLS:				false

		3730						LN		143		23		false		23                   That's correct.				false

		3731						LN		143		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3732						LN		143		25		false		25                   So some of these four or three have zero				false

		3733						PG		144		0		false		page 144				false

		3734						LN		144		1		false		 1   jobs?				false

		3735						LN		144		2		false		 2               MR. MILLS:				false

		3736						LN		144		3		false		 3                   I cannot answer that question.				false

		3737						LN		144		4		false		 4               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3738						LN		144		5		false		 5                   But do you want to defer them all?				false

		3739						LN		144		6		false		 6               MR. MILLS:				false

		3740						LN		144		7		false		 7                   We should defer them all because there				false

		3741						LN		144		8		false		 8   were some jobs, but I could not give you that number				false

		3742						LN		144		9		false		 9   today.				false

		3743						LN		144		10		false		10               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3744						LN		144		11		false		11                   All right.  So Calumet is requesting				false

		3745						LN		144		12		false		12   that all of their applications be deferred.				false

		3746						LN		144		13		false		13               MR. MILLS:				false

		3747						LN		144		14		false		14                   Yes, sir, please.				false

		3748						LN		144		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3749						LN		144		16		false		16                   Motion by Representative Carmody;				false

		3750						LN		144		17		false		17   seconded by Dr. Wilson.				false

		3751						LN		144		18		false		18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye" for				false

		3752						LN		144		19		false		19   that deferral.				false

		3753						LN		144		20		false		20               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		3754						LN		144		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3755						LN		144		22		false		22                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		3756						LN		144		23		false		23               (No response.)				false

		3757						LN		144		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3758						LN		144		25		false		25                   Motion carries.				false

		3759						PG		145		0		false		page 145				false

		3760						LN		145		1		false		 1               MR. MILLS:				false

		3761						LN		145		2		false		 2                   Thank you.				false

		3762						LN		145		3		false		 3               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3763						LN		145		4		false		 4                   Calumet is deferred.				false

		3764						LN		145		5		false		 5                   Now, we still have a motion on the floor				false

		3765						LN		145		6		false		 6   for the ones that have zero jobs to be denied because				false

		3766						LN		145		7		false		 7   they were filed after the date and had zero jobs.				false

		3767						LN		145		8		false		 8                   Any further discussion from the public				false

		3768						LN		145		9		false		 9   concerning that motion?				false

		3769						LN		145		10		false		10               (No response.)				false

		3770						LN		145		11		false		11               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3771						LN		145		12		false		12                   And all these were filed after June the				false

		3772						LN		145		13		false		13   24th?				false

		3773						LN		145		14		false		14               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3774						LN		145		15		false		15                   These have all been filed between --				false

		3775						LN		145		16		false		16               MS. CHENG:				false

		3776						LN		145		17		false		17                   Yes.  These were all filed after June				false

		3777						LN		145		18		false		18   the 24th.  We cannot not accept them because the final				false

		3778						LN		145		19		false		19   rules haven't been promulgated.				false

		3779						LN		145		20		false		20               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3780						LN		145		21		false		21                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		3781						LN		145		22		false		22               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		3782						LN		145		23		false		23               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3783						LN		145		24		false		24                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		3784						LN		145		25		false		25               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3785						PG		146		0		false		page 146				false

		3786						LN		146		1		false		 1                   No.  This was a deferral; is that				false

		3787						LN		146		2		false		 2   correct?				false

		3788						LN		146		3		false		 3               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3789						LN		146		4		false		 4                   No.  This was for denial.				false

		3790						LN		146		5		false		 5               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3791						LN		146		6		false		 6                   Oh, no, if it's for denial, no.  I'm for				false

		3792						LN		146		7		false		 7   that.  Don't tell him I said that.  I'm for that.				false

		3793						LN		146		8		false		 8               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3794						LN		146		9		false		 9                   For the record, Robert is not voting				false

		3795						LN		146		10		false		10   against denying.  He is voting to deny the ones that had				false

		3796						LN		146		11		false		11   zero jobs.  Robert Adley.				false

		3797						LN		146		12		false		12                   Motion carries.				false

		3798						LN		146		13		false		13                   Now, we'll take up the ones that had				false

		3799						LN		146		14		false		14   jobs that were Miscellaneous Capital Additions starting				false

		3800						LN		146		15		false		15   with the, I guess, Bancroft, all of the ones -- Ms.				false

		3801						LN		146		16		false		16   Cheng, all of the ones with zero jobs have been denied				false

		3802						LN		146		17		false		17   unless they were deferred.				false

		3803						LN		146		18		false		18               MS. CHENG:				false

		3804						LN		146		19		false		19                   20170138, Bancroft Bag, Inc. in Ouachita				false

		3805						LN		146		20		false		20   Parish.				false

		3806						LN		146		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3807						LN		146		22		false		22                   So it had six jobs.				false

		3808						LN		146		23		false		23                   Is there a representative from Bancroft				false

		3809						LN		146		24		false		24   Bag?				false

		3810						LN		146		25		false		25                   Again, I'm going to point this out, this				false

		3811						PG		147		0		false		page 147				false

		3812						LN		147		1		false		 1   was a Miscellaneous Capital Addition application that				false

		3813						LN		147		2		false		 2   was received after the executive order.				false

		3814						LN		147		3		false		 3                   Is there a motion to deny?				false

		3815						LN		147		4		false		 4                   Made by Mr. Moller.				false

		3816						LN		147		5		false		 5                   Is there a second?				false

		3817						LN		147		6		false		 6               (No response.)				false

		3818						LN		147		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3819						LN		147		8		false		 8                   It was made after the executive order.				false

		3820						LN		147		9		false		 9   MCAs are no more.				false

		3821						LN		147		10		false		10               MR. BARHAM:				false

		3822						LN		147		11		false		11                   Okay.  All right.				false

		3823						LN		147		12		false		12               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3824						LN		147		13		false		13                   Seconded by Mr. Fajardo.				false

		3825						LN		147		14		false		14                   Is there any comment from the public				false

		3826						LN		147		15		false		15   concerning Bancroft Bag motion to deny?				false

		3827						LN		147		16		false		16               (No response.)				false

		3828						LN		147		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3829						LN		147		18		false		18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		3830						LN		147		19		false		19               (No response.)				false

		3831						LN		147		20		false		20               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3832						LN		147		21		false		21                   I think we'll have to do a rollcall				false

		3833						LN		147		22		false		22   vote.				false

		3834						LN		147		23		false		23               MR. FAVALORO:				false

		3835						LN		147		24		false		24                   Mr. Adley.				false

		3836						LN		147		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3837						PG		148		0		false		page 148				false

		3838						LN		148		1		false		 1                   I'm sorry.  We have questions.				false

		3839						LN		148		2		false		 2                   Yes, Dr. Wilson.				false

		3840						LN		148		3		false		 3               DR. WILSON:				false

		3841						LN		148		4		false		 4                   Do the rules call for whether or --				false

		3842						LN		148		5		false		 5               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3843						LN		148		6		false		 6                   That is my understanding of the new				false

		3844						LN		148		7		false		 7   rules.				false

		3845						LN		148		8		false		 8               MS. CHENG:				false

		3846						LN		148		9		false		 9                   We have to take these up because the new				false

		3847						LN		148		10		false		10   rules have not been promulgated and we cannot hold on to				false

		3848						LN		148		11		false		11   them at LED.  The Board has to take action on them.				false

		3849						LN		148		12		false		12               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3850						LN		148		13		false		13                   Ms. Malone.				false

		3851						LN		148		14		false		14               MS. MALONE:				false

		3852						LN		148		15		false		15                   Do we have to take action individually?				false

		3853						LN		148		16		false		16               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3854						LN		148		17		false		17                   There are some I believe that would like				false

		3855						LN		148		18		false		18   to have their voices heard.				false

		3856						LN		148		19		false		19               SECRETARY PIERSON:				false

		3857						LN		148		20		false		20                   So would you take those that are present				false

		3858						LN		148		21		false		21   and --				false

		3859						LN		148		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3860						LN		148		23		false		23                   That will be fine.  Good idea.  All				false

		3861						LN		148		24		false		24   right.				false

		3862						LN		148		25		false		25               MR. FABRA:				false

		3863						PG		149		0		false		page 149				false

		3864						LN		149		1		false		 1                   Just a question for clarity for me, Mr.				false

		3865						LN		149		2		false		 2   Chairman.  If the new rules are not promulgated, does				false

		3866						LN		149		3		false		 3   the executive order take preference?  I mean, I'm just,				false

		3867						LN		149		4		false		 4   you know.				false

		3868						LN		149		5		false		 5               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3869						LN		149		6		false		 6                   I'm going to let the attorneys --				false

		3870						LN		149		7		false		 7               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3871						LN		149		8		false		 8                   Just to make this clear, regardless of				false

		3872						LN		149		9		false		 9   whether the rules have been promulgated or not, when it				false

		3873						LN		149		10		false		10   hits his desk, he's going to act according to these new				false

		3874						LN		149		11		false		11   rules.  We can dance around it all we want to, and if				false

		3875						LN		149		12		false		12   you want to send it to him, that's fine, but he's going				false

		3876						LN		149		13		false		13   to follow the rules and I'm going to vote with him.				false

		3877						LN		149		14		false		14               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		3878						LN		149		15		false		15                   So the executive order right now is in				false

		3879						LN		149		16		false		16   place governs what the Governor said his action will be				false

		3880						LN		149		17		false		17   on these items.  The rules were written to be in				false

		3881						LN		149		18		false		18   compliance with the executive order, so right now, the				false

		3882						LN		149		19		false		19   rules do not bind the Board to deny, but the intention				false

		3883						LN		149		20		false		20   of the Governor, even if they hit his desk, is to deny				false

		3884						LN		149		21		false		21   these applications.				false

		3885						LN		149		22		false		22               MR. FABRA:				false

		3886						LN		149		23		false		23                   Thank you.				false

		3887						LN		149		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3888						LN		149		25		false		25                   All right.  In this case, we're going to				false

		3889						PG		150		0		false		page 150				false

		3890						LN		150		1		false		 1   divert from this.  We are going to have the people that				false

		3891						LN		150		2		false		 2   would like to speak that are on this list for				false

		3892						LN		150		3		false		 3   Miscellaneous Capital Additions made during the year				false

		3893						LN		150		4		false		 4   2016, application submitted timely, to plead their case				false

		3894						LN		150		5		false		 5   specifically to their own applications.				false

		3895						LN		150		6		false		 6               MR. MANN:				false

		3896						LN		150		7		false		 7                   Good morning.  Melissa Mann with				false

		3897						LN		150		8		false		 8   CenturyLink.				false

		3898						LN		150		9		false		 9                   CenturyLink made this investment				false

		3899						LN		150		10		false		10   beginning in January of 2016 --				false

		3900						LN		150		11		false		11               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3901						LN		150		12		false		12                   Which one are we doing?  Is this				false

		3902						LN		150		13		false		13   Marketing?				false

		3903						LN		150		14		false		14               MS. CHENG:				false

		3904						LN		150		15		false		15                   This is 20170114, Century Marketing				false

		3905						LN		150		16		false		16   Solutions in Ouachita Parish.				false

		3906						LN		150		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3907						LN		150		18		false		18                   Please proceed, Ms. Mann.				false

		3908						LN		150		19		false		19               MS. MANN:				false

		3909						LN		150		20		false		20                   As I said, this project was started				false

		3910						LN		150		21		false		21   January of 2016.  The installation was completed in May				false

		3911						LN		150		22		false		22   of 2016, then the, you know, the executive order came				false

		3912						LN		150		23		false		23   out in June 24th of 2016, so this project, the				false

		3913						LN		150		24		false		24   investment was made in advance of the executive order,				false

		3914						LN		150		25		false		25   but under the previous process with MCAs, when you made				false

		3915						PG		151		0		false		page 151				false

		3916						LN		151		1		false		 1   your investment, you then applied by March 31st of the				false

		3917						LN		151		2		false		 2   following year.  So that's the reason that this				false

		3918						LN		151		3		false		 3   application came after the executive order, although				false

		3919						LN		151		4		false		 4   this investment was all made in advance.  So that's why				false

		3920						LN		151		5		false		 5   we're here today in this position.				false

		3921						LN		151		6		false		 6                   This was a $3.5-million investment that				false

		3922						LN		151		7		false		 7   resulted in six direct new jobs.  This was work that was				false

		3923						LN		151		8		false		 8   being done in Texas.  We brought work back to Louisiana				false

		3924						LN		151		9		false		 9   through this under this Century Marketing Solutions.				false

		3925						LN		151		10		false		10               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3926						LN		151		11		false		11                   So, in essence, what has occurred with				false

		3927						LN		151		12		false		12   your application is no different than what had occurred				false

		3928						LN		151		13		false		13   with those that we took up earlier that were actually				false

		3929						LN		151		14		false		14   filed and completed prior to 24th where we said if				false

		3930						LN		151		15		false		15   they're tied to jobs, we accept it.  If they don't have				false

		3931						LN		151		16		false		16   any jobs, we don't.  It's my understanding that you have				false

		3932						LN		151		17		false		17   added new jobs.				false

		3933						LN		151		18		false		18               MS. MANN:				false

		3934						LN		151		19		false		19                   Correct.				false

		3935						LN		151		20		false		20               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3936						LN		151		21		false		21                   And so if you were in that rule, by our				false

		3937						LN		151		22		false		22   own action, we would have approved that.				false

		3938						LN		151		23		false		23               MS. MANN:				false

		3939						LN		151		24		false		24                   Correct.				false

		3940						LN		151		25		false		25               MR. ADLEY:				false

		3941						PG		152		0		false		page 152				false

		3942						LN		152		1		false		 1                   And I have to tell you, I don't think				false

		3943						LN		152		2		false		 2   that the Governor's office has any objection whatsoever				false

		3944						LN		152		3		false		 3   to doing that with your application simply because that				false

		3945						LN		152		4		false		 4   is what we had done with the others.				false

		3946						LN		152		5		false		 5               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3947						LN		152		6		false		 6                   All right.  Thank you, Mr. Adley.				false

		3948						LN		152		7		false		 7                   Representative Carmody.				false

		3949						LN		152		8		false		 8               MR. CARMODY:				false

		3950						LN		152		9		false		 9                   Yes, sir.  I'll go ahead and move in				false

		3951						LN		152		10		false		10   favor of Century Marketing Solutions in that they				false

		3952						LN		152		11		false		11   created jobs.				false

		3953						LN		152		12		false		12               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		3954						LN		152		13		false		13                   All right.  Seconded by Secretary				false

		3955						LN		152		14		false		14   Pierson.				false

		3956						LN		152		15		false		15                   Any comments from the public?				false

		3957						LN		152		16		false		16                   Please step forward.  Please identify				false

		3958						LN		152		17		false		17   yourself.				false

		3959						LN		152		18		false		18               MR. BAGERT:				false

		3960						LN		152		19		false		19                   Roderick Bagert with Together Louisiana.				false

		3961						LN		152		20		false		20                   There's a strange sensation of being in				false

		3962						LN		152		21		false		21   this situation because at some point one starts to hope				false

		3963						LN		152		22		false		22   that some things are settled, and the Governor's				false

		3964						LN		152		23		false		23   executive order couldn't be more clear and explicit on				false

		3965						LN		152		24		false		24   directly this point.  Section 2 reads, "For all pending				false

		3966						LN		152		25		false		25   contractural applications for which no advanced				false

		3967						PG		153		0		false		page 153				false

		3968						LN		153		1		false		 1   notification is required under the rules of the Board of				false

		3969						LN		153		2		false		 2   Commerce & Industry, except for such contracts that				false

		3970						LN		153		3		false		 3   provide for new jobs at completed manufacturing plants				false

		3971						LN		153		4		false		 4   or establishments.  This order is effective				false

		3972						LN		153		5		false		 5   immediately."  And then further on, it explicitly says,				false

		3973						LN		153		6		false		 6   "Any further applications submitted subsequent to June				false

		3974						LN		153		7		false		 7   24th, 2016 that are Miscellaneous Capital Additions that				false

		3975						LN		153		8		false		 8   do not have advanced notices are no longer eligible."				false

		3976						LN		153		9		false		 9                   On the day that the Governor announced				false

		3977						LN		153		10		false		10   and signed his executive order, he sat right there and				false

		3978						LN		153		11		false		11   he said, "We have scratched the constitutional				false

		3979						LN		153		12		false		12   definition of addition and expansion beyond all				false

		3980						LN		153		13		false		13   reasonable interpretation."  Where routine replacements				false

		3981						LN		153		14		false		14   of machinery are being considered additions and				false

		3982						LN		153		15		false		15   expansions of new manufacturing, this entire category of				false

		3983						LN		153		16		false		16   Industrial Tax Exemption, one could argue is not				false

		3984						LN		153		17		false		17   acceptable under the constitution.				false

		3985						LN		153		18		false		18                   The Governor now has said, "We're				false

		3986						LN		153		19		false		19   setting the deadline.  Any created jobs -- that created				false

		3987						LN		153		20		false		20   jobs before that we can consider."  This is clearly not				false

		3988						LN		153		21		false		21   an in that category.  This was not submitted at the time				false

		3989						LN		153		22		false		22   that the Governor signed his executive order, and to				false

		3990						LN		153		23		false		23   make this exception would be to do something that this				false

		3991						LN		153		24		false		24   Board has not yet done, which was to explicitly and				false

		3992						LN		153		25		false		25   directly counteract the intention of the Governor.				false

		3993						PG		154		0		false		page 154				false

		3994						LN		154		1		false		 1               MR. PIERSON:				false

		3995						LN		154		2		false		 2                   You said she said January '16, not				false

		3996						LN		154		3		false		 3   January '17.				false

		3997						LN		154		4		false		 4               MR. BAGERT:				false

		3998						LN		154		5		false		 5                   When she made the investments.  When				false

		3999						LN		154		6		false		 6   they made the investment, not the submission of				false

		4000						LN		154		7		false		 7   application.  Most of the MCAs are retroactive in terms				false

		4001						LN		154		8		false		 8   of when the actual investments were being made.  This				false

		4002						LN		154		9		false		 9   entire year we'll see MCAs or applications submitted in				false

		4003						LN		154		10		false		10   Calendar Year 2017 on investments made in the prior				false

		4004						LN		154		11		false		11   calendar year because that's how MCAs are structured.				false

		4005						LN		154		12		false		12   So to create this loophole would be to say, "We are				false

		4006						LN		154		13		false		13   going to have a different interpretation from what the				false

		4007						LN		154		14		false		14   Governor said and we're not going to make it not when				false

		4008						LN		154		15		false		15   they were submitted, but when the investments were				false

		4009						LN		154		16		false		16   made," which is categorically not what the Governor's				false

		4010						LN		154		17		false		17   executive order intended.				false

		4011						LN		154		18		false		18               MR. ADLEY:				false

		4012						LN		154		19		false		19                   I'm going to back up and make it very				false

		4013						LN		154		20		false		20   clear that the Governor felt very strongly that those				false

		4014						LN		154		21		false		21   that -- we never expected nor saw those that came in did				false

		4015						LN		154		22		false		22   the work before and then they filed at the end because				false

		4016						LN		154		23		false		23   that the process.  When I discussed this issue with him,				false

		4017						LN		154		24		false		24   the language that you just read a minute ago about jobs,				false

		4018						LN		154		25		false		25   what he pointed to, he told me, if they create jobs,				false

		4019						PG		155		0		false		page 155				false

		4020						LN		155		1		false		 1   yes.  If they don't create jobs, no.  I went to this				false

		4021						LN		155		2		false		 2   application and looked to make sure jobs were being				false

		4022						LN		155		3		false		 3   created here, and I see that they are.  So is your				false

		4023						LN		155		4		false		 4   objection to the fact that the jobs that they were lying				false

		4024						LN		155		5		false		 5   on jobs or is it that you're saying this is not				false

		4025						LN		155		6		false		 6   manufacturing?				false

		4026						LN		155		7		false		 7               MR. BAGERT:				false

		4027						LN		155		8		false		 8                   The standard of job creation or no job				false

		4028						LN		155		9		false		 9   creation is in play in the executive order for				false

		4029						LN		155		10		false		10   Miscellaneous Capital Addition applications submitted				false

		4030						LN		155		11		false		11   prior to June 24th, 2016.  That standard is not relevant				false

		4031						LN		155		12		false		12   to applications submitted subsequent to June 24th, 2016.				false

		4032						LN		155		13		false		13   This application was submitted subsequent to June 24th,				false

		4033						LN		155		14		false		14   2016, therefore, the distinction between whether or not				false

		4034						LN		155		15		false		15   it created jobs isn't relative in the view of the				false

		4035						LN		155		16		false		16   Governor's executive order.  It is a new application				false

		4036						LN		155		17		false		17   submitted after the Governor's executive order.  The				false

		4037						LN		155		18		false		18   executive order applies Miscellaneous Capital Additions				false

		4038						LN		155		19		false		19   for when the initial exemption was submitted should not				false

		4039						LN		155		20		false		20   be eligible.				false

		4040						LN		155		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4041						LN		155		22		false		22                   Secretary Pierson.				false

		4042						LN		155		23		false		23               SECRETARY PIERSON:				false

		4043						LN		155		24		false		24                   I hear part of your argument as an				false

		4044						LN		155		25		false		25   interpretation of what the Governor seeks to address				false

		4045						PG		156		0		false		page 156				false

		4046						LN		156		1		false		 1   here.  The Governor will get that chance.  This will				false

		4047						LN		156		2		false		 2   pass across his desk.  It's a motion and we're happy to				false

		4048						LN		156		3		false		 3   receive the discussion today, but it's the Board that's				false

		4049						LN		156		4		false		 4   taking that position as to their interpretation of this.				false

		4050						LN		156		5		false		 5   We're seeing jobs come to Louisiana from Texas that are				false

		4051						LN		156		6		false		 6   created by this investment that was money spent, the				false

		4052						LN		156		7		false		 7   pathway forward prior to this executive order being at				false

		4053						LN		156		8		false		 8   issue.  So we recognize the difference of opinion, but				false

		4054						LN		156		9		false		 9   we don't have the final say.  This is part of the				false

		4055						LN		156		10		false		10   process.				false

		4056						LN		156		11		false		11               MR. BARHAM:				false

		4057						LN		156		12		false		12                   And in this case, all of the work was				false

		4058						LN		156		13		false		13   completed prior to the executive order being issued.				false

		4059						LN		156		14		false		14               MR. BAGERT:				false

		4060						LN		156		15		false		15                   Under that standard, Miscellaneous				false

		4061						LN		156		16		false		16   Capital Additions would still apply for time in				false

		4062						LN		156		17		false		17   mourning, but this is a very troubling precedent and				false

		4063						LN		156		18		false		18   something this Board has not yet done.				false

		4064						LN		156		19		false		19               SECRETARY PIERSON:				false

		4065						LN		156		20		false		20                   So they'll sign them in the future as				false

		4066						LN		156		21		false		21   projects because they'll know that they're projects, and				false

		4067						LN		156		22		false		22   that's the way that we'll want them packaged and they				false

		4068						LN		156		23		false		23   will file advanced notifications and they will come to				false

		4069						LN		156		24		false		24   us with more than five jobs and they'll qualify.				false

		4070						LN		156		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4071						PG		157		0		false		page 157				false

		4072						LN		157		1		false		 1                   Mr. Miller.				false

		4073						LN		157		2		false		 2               MR. MILLER:				false

		4074						LN		157		3		false		 3                   My question is for Century Marketing.				false

		4075						LN		157		4		false		 4                   This is a project.  It wasn't				false

		4076						LN		157		5		false		 5   necessarily a Miscellaneous Capital Addition; is that				false

		4077						LN		157		6		false		 6   correct?  It was going to be under $5-million, so you				false

		4078						LN		157		7		false		 7   didn't have to do an advanced notification.				false

		4079						LN		157		8		false		 8               MS. MANN:				false

		4080						LN		157		9		false		 9                   That is correct.  This was a new				false

		4081						LN		157		10		false		10   investment, a new project that we felt was under the				false

		4082						LN		157		11		false		11   $5-million threshold, so we went through the MCA				false

		4083						LN		157		12		false		12   process.				false

		4084						LN		157		13		false		13               MR. MILLER:				false

		4085						LN		157		14		false		14                   Okay.  If so, I think that answers my				false

		4086						LN		157		15		false		15   question.  It's a brand new project.  It's not even a				false

		4087						LN		157		16		false		16   Miscellaneous Capital Addition.				false

		4088						LN		157		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4089						LN		157		18		false		18                   That's what I'm reading here.				false

		4090						LN		157		19		false		19               MR. MILLER:				false

		4091						LN		157		20		false		20                   It was a small project and so...				false

		4092						LN		157		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4093						LN		157		22		false		22                   It says, Century Marketing Solutions				false

		4094						LN		157		23		false		23   placed in service two new pieces of equipment in 2016 to				false

		4095						LN		157		24		false		24   further enhance their operations and allow them to make				false

		4096						LN		157		25		false		25   consumer demand."  This Board encourages that.  I mean,				false

		4097						PG		158		0		false		page 158				false

		4098						LN		158		1		false		 1   that's what we're here for, to meet consumer demand,				false

		4099						LN		158		2		false		 2   create jobs.				false

		4100						LN		158		3		false		 3               MR. MILLER:				false

		4101						LN		158		4		false		 4                   And I guess that's it.				false

		4102						LN		158		5		false		 5                   Mr. Roderick, you're asking us -- in				false

		4103						LN		158		6		false		 6   meetings previously you asked us to put it in front of				false

		4104						LN		158		7		false		 7   the Governor and do something different, don't just				false

		4105						LN		158		8		false		 8   follow rules.  That's what we're doing.  We're taking on				false

		4106						LN		158		9		false		 9   our responsibility to the Board what we believe is				false

		4107						LN		158		10		false		10   beneficial to Louisiana, and I believe these people came				false

		4108						LN		158		11		false		11   in good faith, did everything they thought they were				false

		4109						LN		158		12		false		12   supposed to do.  If they had done just an advance				false

		4110						LN		158		13		false		13   notification, even though it was under $5-million,				false

		4111						LN		158		14		false		14   they'd be fine right now.  There wouldn't be any				false

		4112						LN		158		15		false		15   question whatever.  And there's a lot of these questions				false

		4113						LN		158		16		false		16   in meetings before that many of these Miscellaneous				false

		4114						LN		158		17		false		17   Capital Additions truly are projects, they just dont --				false

		4115						LN		158		18		false		18   they're going in underneath, so they just did it this				false

		4116						LN		158		19		false		19   way and they added them up.  So I think this is one of				false

		4117						LN		158		20		false		20   those exceptions.  You don't make rules for the				false

		4118						LN		158		21		false		21   exception.  You have rules, then there are exceptions.				false

		4119						LN		158		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4120						LN		158		23		false		23                   All right.  Question's been called.				false

		4121						LN		158		24		false		24                   Any further discussion?				false

		4122						LN		158		25		false		25               (No response.)				false

		4123						PG		159		0		false		page 159				false

		4124						LN		159		1		false		 1                   All in favor of -- I'm sorry.  Go back				false

		4125						LN		159		2		false		 2   to the motion.  The motion was to approve all of the				false

		4126						LN		159		3		false		 3   ones with jobs.				false

		4127						LN		159		4		false		 4                   Any further discussions?				false

		4128						LN		159		5		false		 5               (No response.)				false

		4129						LN		159		6		false		 6               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4130						LN		159		7		false		 7                   From the public?				false

		4131						LN		159		8		false		 8                   Yes, one more gentleman that wants to				false

		4132						LN		159		9		false		 9   address the board.				false

		4133						LN		159		10		false		10                   I'm sorry.  This one is Century				false

		4134						LN		159		11		false		11   Marketing specific.  Let's do Century Marketing				false

		4135						LN		159		12		false		12   specifically.				false

		4136						LN		159		13		false		13                   Question has been called.				false

		4137						LN		159		14		false		14                   All in favor of passing the request for				false

		4138						LN		159		15		false		15   exemption for Century Marketing Solutions indicate with				false

		4139						LN		159		16		false		16   an "aye."				false

		4140						LN		159		17		false		17               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		4141						LN		159		18		false		18               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4142						LN		159		19		false		19                   All opposed.				false

		4143						LN		159		20		false		20               (No response.)				false

		4144						LN		159		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4145						LN		159		22		false		22                   Motion carries.				false

		4146						LN		159		23		false		23                   All right.  So are there any other				false

		4147						LN		159		24		false		24   members of the public that are here associated with				false

		4148						LN		159		25		false		25   Miscellaneous Capital Additions that created jobs who				false

		4149						PG		160		0		false		page 160				false

		4150						LN		160		1		false		 1   would like to address this situation?  If so, please				false

		4151						LN		160		2		false		 2   come forward.				false

		4152						LN		160		3		false		 3                   Sir.				false

		4153						LN		160		4		false		 4               MR. DAVIS:				false

		4154						LN		160		5		false		 5                   My name is William Davis.  I'm with the				false

		4155						LN		160		6		false		 6   Stupp Corporation.  This is in regards to Application				false

		4156						LN		160		7		false		 7   20170149, what's called as a Miscellaneous Capital				false

		4157						LN		160		8		false		 8   Addition.  This is new manufacturing capacity.  It is				false

		4158						LN		160		9		false		 9   not replacement.  It is not environmental requirements.				false

		4159						LN		160		10		false		10   It does provide six new jobs, and production was				false

		4160						LN		160		11		false		11   completed in 2016.				false

		4161						LN		160		12		false		12               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4162						LN		160		13		false		13                   And when was it completed?				false

		4163						LN		160		14		false		14               MR. DAVIS:				false

		4164						LN		160		15		false		15                   In June of 2016, and I don't have the				false

		4165						LN		160		16		false		16   exact date unfortunately.  I know it falls within a very				false

		4166						LN		160		17		false		17   time limited.				false

		4167						LN		160		18		false		18               MR. ADLEY:				false

		4168						LN		160		19		false		19                   You're suggesting to us that you're				false

		4169						LN		160		20		false		20   creating new jobs, but your application says zero; is				false

		4170						LN		160		21		false		21   that correct?				false

		4171						LN		160		22		false		22               MR. DAVIS:				false

		4172						LN		160		23		false		23                   No, sir.  It says six.  The application				false

		4173						LN		160		24		false		24   says six.				false

		4174						LN		160		25		false		25               MS. CHENG:				false

		4175						PG		161		0		false		page 161				false

		4176						LN		161		1		false		 1                   We deferred the one that had zero jobs,				false

		4177						LN		161		2		false		 2   and we left the one that --				false

		4178						LN		161		3		false		 3               MR. ADLEY:				false

		4179						LN		161		4		false		 4                   You created six jobs?				false

		4180						LN		161		5		false		 5               MR. DAVIS:				false

		4181						LN		161		6		false		 6                   Yes, sir.				false

		4182						LN		161		7		false		 7               MR. ADLEY:				false

		4183						LN		161		8		false		 8                   We're fixing to approve it.				false

		4184						LN		161		9		false		 9               MR. DAVIS:				false

		4185						LN		161		10		false		10                   Oh, I'm sorry.  That wasn't my				false

		4186						LN		161		11		false		11   understanding.				false

		4187						LN		161		12		false		12               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4188						LN		161		13		false		13                   But I think that's part of the				false

		4189						LN		161		14		false		14   confusion, Robert.  It still had to be completed before				false

		4190						LN		161		15		false		15   June 24th.  All of the rest of these had to be completed				false

		4191						LN		161		16		false		16   before June 24th, also.  Even though these created jobs,				false

		4192						LN		161		17		false		17   June 24th is the drop dead date.				false

		4193						LN		161		18		false		18                   In the case of Century Marketing, their				false

		4194						LN		161		19		false		19   project was initiated and completed prior to June 24th.				false

		4195						LN		161		20		false		20   Yours is going to need to be evidenced that you were				false

		4196						LN		161		21		false		21   completed before June 24th.				false

		4197						LN		161		22		false		22               MR. DAVIS:				false

		4198						LN		161		23		false		23                   The project was initiated in 2015, but				false

		4199						LN		161		24		false		24   it wasn't completed until June 2016.				false

		4200						LN		161		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4201						PG		162		0		false		page 162				false

		4202						LN		162		1		false		 1                   Before June 24th?				false

		4203						LN		162		2		false		 2               MR. DAVIS:				false

		4204						LN		162		3		false		 3                   I can't confirm that date,				false

		4205						LN		162		4		false		 4   unfortunately.				false

		4206						LN		162		5		false		 5               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4207						LN		162		6		false		 6                   I think that's an important factor.				false

		4208						LN		162		7		false		 7               MR. DAVIS:				false

		4209						LN		162		8		false		 8                   I understand.  And it wasn't -- because				false

		4210						LN		162		9		false		 9   it was under $5-million, it wasn't filed with an advance				false

		4211						LN		162		10		false		10   notification attached.  It was filed as an individual				false

		4212						LN		162		11		false		11   project, but it is -- it's a standalone, new expansion				false

		4213						LN		162		12		false		12   in a manufacturing capacity of the current existing one.				false

		4214						LN		162		13		false		13               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4215						LN		162		14		false		14                   So what's the pleasure of the Board?				false

		4216						LN		162		15		false		15                   The motion has been made to defer the				false

		4217						LN		162		16		false		16   Stupp application until you can validate and verify the				false

		4218						LN		162		17		false		17   completion date.				false

		4219						LN		162		18		false		18               MR. DAVIS:				false

		4220						LN		162		19		false		19                   Yes, sir.				false

		4221						LN		162		20		false		20               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4222						LN		162		21		false		21                   Second by Dr. Wilson.  The motion was				false

		4223						LN		162		22		false		22   made by Robert Barham, Mr. Barham.				false

		4224						LN		162		23		false		23                   Any further discussion?				false

		4225						LN		162		24		false		24               (No response.)				false

		4226						LN		162		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4227						PG		163		0		false		page 163				false

		4228						LN		163		1		false		 1                   Any comments from the public?				false

		4229						LN		163		2		false		 2                   I'm sorry.				false

		4230						LN		163		3		false		 3               MR. FAJARDO:				false

		4231						LN		163		4		false		 4                   I want to make it clear.  I know that we				false

		4232						LN		163		5		false		 5   have two applications, so we're going to defer the one				false

		4233						LN		163		6		false		 6   application, but we're denying the other?				false

		4234						LN		163		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4235						LN		163		8		false		 8                   No.  Ultimately both of them will be				false

		4236						LN		163		9		false		 9   deferred for no job creation.				false

		4237						LN		163		10		false		10               MR. FAJARDO:				false

		4238						LN		163		11		false		11                   Okay.  I'm just making sure.				false

		4239						LN		163		12		false		12               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4240						LN		163		13		false		13                   Correct.				false

		4241						LN		163		14		false		14                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		4242						LN		163		15		false		15               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		4243						LN		163		16		false		16               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4244						LN		163		17		false		17                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		4245						LN		163		18		false		18               (No response.)				false

		4246						LN		163		19		false		19               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4247						LN		163		20		false		20                   Motion carries.				false

		4248						LN		163		21		false		21               MR. DAVIS:				false

		4249						LN		163		22		false		22                   Thank you.				false

		4250						LN		163		23		false		23               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4251						LN		163		24		false		24                   Now, we have the ones -- I'm sorry.				false

		4252						LN		163		25		false		25   Please step forward, identify yourself and your				false

		4253						PG		164		0		false		page 164				false

		4254						LN		164		1		false		 1   application.				false

		4255						LN		164		2		false		 2               MR. PATE:				false

		4256						LN		164		3		false		 3                   Good morning, or good afternoon, I				false

		4257						LN		164		4		false		 4   guess, now.  My name is Bob Pate.  I'm the Accounting				false

		4258						LN		164		5		false		 5   Manager for FMT Shipyard & Repair.				false

		4259						LN		164		6		false		 6               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4260						LN		164		7		false		 7                   FMT.  That's Application Number				false

		4261						LN		164		8		false		 8   20170084, FMT Shipyard & Repair.				false

		4262						LN		164		9		false		 9               MR. PATE:				false

		4263						LN		164		10		false		10                   That is correct.  Thank you.  Thank you				false

		4264						LN		164		11		false		11   for allowing me to speak today.  I just want to point				false

		4265						LN		164		12		false		12   out a couple of things in our application.  Yes, we did				false

		4266						LN		164		13		false		13   add jobs.  We added a new division to our company.  We				false

		4267						LN		164		14		false		14   added approximately 30 jobs with this new division of				false

		4268						LN		164		15		false		15   building 120-foot tow boats.  These jobs were moved from				false

		4269						LN		164		16		false		16   Alabama to Louisiana.  We do think that's important.				false

		4270						LN		164		17		false		17   The jobs -- excuse me.  The process of making these				false

		4271						LN		164		18		false		18   asset acquisitions was begun approximately January 1st,				false

		4272						LN		164		19		false		19   2016.  There were numerous components to this.  There				false

		4273						LN		164		20		false		20   was equipment.  There were land improvements that were				false

		4274						LN		164		21		false		21   made.  Some of those improvements -- and there is a list				false

		4275						LN		164		22		false		22   that was attached to the application.  Slabs that had to				false

		4276						LN		164		23		false		23   be constructed, electrical improvements that had to be				false

		4277						LN		164		24		false		24   made, gas line expansions.  That, in total, took, that				false

		4278						LN		164		25		false		25   was approximately a million two of the 2.5-million just				false

		4279						PG		165		0		false		page 165				false

		4280						LN		165		1		false		 1   in those components.				false

		4281						LN		165		2		false		 2                   That's not something that I can go buy				false

		4282						LN		165		3		false		 3   off the shelf.  It takes a period of time, and I'm				false

		4283						LN		165		4		false		 4   willing to -- I didn't look at the dates here, but they				false

		4284						LN		165		5		false		 5   were begun in January, probably did not complete prior				false

		4285						LN		165		6		false		 6   to June 24th.  Okay?				false

		4286						LN		165		7		false		 7                   And, in addition, the equipment that was				false

		4287						LN		165		8		false		 8   purchased here, there was one item here, $832,000 for a				false

		4288						LN		165		9		false		 9   used crane.  That was purchased in March of 2016.  The				false

		4289						LN		165		10		false		10   application for Miscellaneous Capital Additions does not				false

		4290						LN		165		11		false		11   require a date or list a date.  I'd be happy to go back				false

		4291						LN		165		12		false		12   and do that if that makes a difference in whether our				false

		4292						LN		165		13		false		13   application would be approved, denied or deferred.				false

		4293						LN		165		14		false		14                   As far as --				false

		4294						LN		165		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4295						LN		165		16		false		16                   So let me ask you this related to the				false

		4296						LN		165		17		false		17   crane.  Were you able to place the crane in service				false

		4297						LN		165		18		false		18   prior to the completion of the rest of the construction?				false

		4298						LN		165		19		false		19               MR. PATE:				false

		4299						LN		165		20		false		20                   Yes, sir, we were.				false

		4300						LN		165		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4301						LN		165		22		false		22                   And did you?				false

		4302						LN		165		23		false		23               MR. PATE:				false

		4303						LN		165		24		false		24                   Yes, we did.  Yes.  It was delivered				false

		4304						LN		165		25		false		25   early April 2016.  We purchased it, it was purchased				false

		4305						PG		166		0		false		page 166				false

		4306						LN		166		1		false		 1   from an out-of-state company, so it would qualify for				false

		4307						LN		166		2		false		 2   Industrial Tax Exemption, and it was purchased prior to				false

		4308						LN		166		3		false		 3   April -- excuse me.  Well, in March of 2016 and was				false

		4309						LN		166		4		false		 4   delivered April.  It was on eight trucks that it had to				false

		4310						LN		166		5		false		 5   be delivered to our physical location.				false

		4311						LN		166		6		false		 6                   So it, again, we were within the rules				false

		4312						LN		166		7		false		 7   at the time, and the rules say that if it's less than				false

		4313						LN		166		8		false		 8   $5-millian, you accumulate all of the purchases and then				false

		4314						LN		166		9		false		 9   apply once after yearend and prior to March 31st of the				false

		4315						LN		166		10		false		10   following year, which is what we did.  So I would ask				false

		4316						LN		166		11		false		11   your consideration that we were within the rules.  We				false

		4317						LN		166		12		false		12   had no prior knowledge of the Governor's decision to				false

		4318						LN		166		13		false		13   change the rules after the fact.  And, you know, I				false

		4319						LN		166		14		false		14   understand why you're making these decisions, and God				false

		4320						LN		166		15		false		15   bless the -- but we would appreciate your consideration				false

		4321						LN		166		16		false		16   of this activity.				false

		4322						LN		166		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4323						LN		166		18		false		18                   Are there any questions by any Board				false

		4324						LN		166		19		false		19   members of Mr. Pate?				false

		4325						LN		166		20		false		20                   Motion has been made to approve by				false

		4326						LN		166		21		false		21   Mr. Fabra.				false

		4327						LN		166		22		false		22                   Is there a second?				false

		4328						LN		166		23		false		23                   Seconded by Mr. Williams.				false

		4329						LN		166		24		false		24                   And that's to approve it in its				false

		4330						LN		166		25		false		25   entirety.				false

		4331						PG		167		0		false		page 167				false

		4332						LN		167		1		false		 1               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		4333						LN		167		2		false		 2                   Steve, we don't have a quorum.				false

		4334						LN		167		3		false		 3               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4335						LN		167		4		false		 4                   I don't think we have a quorum.  They'll				false

		4336						LN		167		5		false		 5   be back in a moment.				false

		4337						LN		167		6		false		 6                   So a lot of our quorum, we were talking				false

		4338						LN		167		7		false		 7   about FMT Shipyard & Repairs and a motion was made to				false

		4339						LN		167		8		false		 8   approve it in its entirety and I would like to entertain				false

		4340						LN		167		9		false		 9   a discussion on that concerning what was spent.				false

		4341						LN		167		10		false		10                   Mr. Pierson, you want to talk about it				false

		4342						LN		167		11		false		11   or you want me to -- okay.				false

		4343						LN		167		12		false		12                   So the motion has been made to approve				false

		4344						LN		167		13		false		13   it in its entirety, and it's been properly seconded to				false

		4345						LN		167		14		false		14   approve in its entirety.  The question that I have for				false

		4346						LN		167		15		false		15   this Board is maybe a substitute motion.  The dollars				false

		4347						LN		167		16		false		16   that were spent for assets that were received prior to				false

		4348						LN		167		17		false		17   the issuance of the executive order, that those be				false

		4349						LN		167		18		false		18   approved if it's not.  Mr. Bank, if it's 90 percent,				false

		4350						LN		167		19		false		19   then it's 90 percent.  If it's 20 percent, then it's 20				false

		4351						LN		167		20		false		20   percent.  But going back and forth in my head, I				false

		4352						LN		167		21		false		21   understand the executive order, but our industries and				false

		4353						LN		167		22		false		22   our companies who really do value spent money during				false

		4354						LN		167		23		false		23   that period of time, and if they had known that this				false

		4355						LN		167		24		false		24   executive order was coming, then the could have filed an				false

		4356						LN		167		25		false		25   advance or they would have filed an advance and then				false

		4357						PG		168		0		false		page 168				false

		4358						LN		168		1		false		 1   everything would have been eligible because these were				false

		4359						LN		168		2		false		 2   projects.  So that's my thought.				false

		4360						LN		168		3		false		 3                   Any discussion on that?				false

		4361						LN		168		4		false		 4               (No response.)				false

		4362						LN		168		5		false		 5               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4363						LN		168		6		false		 6                   I have to get a second.  I don't know --				false

		4364						LN		168		7		false		 7               MR. FABRA:				false

		4365						LN		168		8		false		 8                   Mr. Chairman, I just got this little				false

		4366						LN		168		9		false		 9   point of information.  I mean, if we are going to				false

		4367						LN		168		10		false		10   continue to look at each one of these applications on an				false

		4368						LN		168		11		false		11   individual basis, then we can't do a clean sweep.  We				false

		4369						LN		168		12		false		12   are going to have to look at each one and find out the				false

		4370						LN		168		13		false		13   exact completion date of each project.  I mean, if we				false

		4371						LN		168		14		false		14   are going to go through that process, you know, if it's				false

		4372						LN		168		15		false		15   got to meet that certain deadline, then we have to give				false

		4373						LN		168		16		false		16   that consideration.  I was under the impression that --				false

		4374						LN		168		17		false		17   I understand the fact that the MCAs in compliance with				false

		4375						LN		168		18		false		18   the executive order are they're gone after that said				false

		4376						LN		168		19		false		19   date, but I do understand that it was discussed that if				false

		4377						LN		168		20		false		20   the Governor looks at these applications and these are				false

		4378						LN		168		21		false		21   projects, not additions, and it creates jobs, then I				false

		4379						LN		168		22		false		22   don't think he's going to have any issues with action				false

		4380						LN		168		23		false		23   taken on job creation.				false

		4381						LN		168		24		false		24                   So I'm just kind of confused on back and				false

		4382						LN		168		25		false		25   forth, you know, first a clean sweep on a motion, if it				false

		4383						PG		169		0		false		page 169				false

		4384						LN		169		1		false		 1   creates job now, there's some deadlines involved, and,				false

		4385						LN		169		2		false		 2   you know.  So if we are going to do it, let's go				false

		4386						LN		169		3		false		 3   individually and look at the completion dates of each				false

		4387						LN		169		4		false		 4   project, or if the Governor's not going to have an issue				false

		4388						LN		169		5		false		 5   and it creates jobs, let's just do a clean sweep across				false

		4389						LN		169		6		false		 6   the board and move forward.				false

		4390						LN		169		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4391						LN		169		8		false		 8                   All right.  So as we pointed out, we do				false

		4392						LN		169		9		false		 9   have a motion and a second on FMT.  There's no				false

		4393						LN		169		10		false		10   substitute motions on it, so we'll call for the vote.				false

		4394						LN		169		11		false		11                   All in favor of approval for FMT				false

		4395						LN		169		12		false		12   Shipyard & Repair, indicate with an "aye."				false

		4396						LN		169		13		false		13               (Several members respond "aye.)				false

		4397						LN		169		14		false		14               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4398						LN		169		15		false		15                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		4399						LN		169		16		false		16               (No response.)				false

		4400						LN		169		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4401						LN		169		18		false		18                   Motion carries.  FMT is approved.				false

		4402						LN		169		19		false		19                   I think that is what I was trying to do				false

		4403						LN		169		20		false		20   is have the companies that were here come up and plead				false

		4404						LN		169		21		false		21   their cases.  The companies that are not here -- are				false

		4405						LN		169		22		false		22   there any other companies that have not been heard.  If				false

		4406						LN		169		23		false		23   so, raise your hand.				false

		4407						LN		169		24		false		24                   One, two.  Just two companies.  So we're				false

		4408						LN		169		25		false		25   kind of going along that line, and then we'll have to				false

		4409						PG		170		0		false		page 170				false

		4410						LN		170		1		false		 1   decide what we'll do with the ones that are not here and				false

		4411						LN		170		2		false		 2   are not pleading their case.				false

		4412						LN		170		3		false		 3                   Ma'am, if you'll please step forward,				false

		4413						LN		170		4		false		 4   and, sir, if you'll be on deck.				false

		4414						LN		170		5		false		 5               MS.				false

		4415						LN		170		6		false		 6                   I'm Melinda Maxwell.  I'm the Financial				false

		4416						LN		170		7		false		 7   Director with Shield Pack in West Monroe.				false

		4417						LN		170		8		false		 8               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4418						LN		170		9		false		 9                   I'm sorry.  Which one?				false

		4419						LN		170		10		false		10               MS. MAXWELL:				false

		4420						LN		170		11		false		11                   Shield Pack in West Monroe.				false

		4421						LN		170		12		false		12               MS. CHENG:				false

		4422						LN		170		13		false		13                   That's 20170083, Shield Pack, LLC in				false

		4423						LN		170		14		false		14   Ouachita Parish.				false

		4424						LN		170		15		false		15               MR. ADLEY:				false

		4425						LN		170		16		false		16                   The name again, please.				false

		4426						LN		170		17		false		17               MS. CHENG:				false

		4427						LN		170		18		false		18                   Shield Pack.				false

		4428						LN		170		19		false		19               MS. MAXWELL:				false

		4429						LN		170		20		false		20                   Shield Pack, Shield, S-H-I-E-L-D.				false

		4430						LN		170		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4431						LN		170		22		false		22                   All right.  Go ahead, ma'am.  Don't wait				false

		4432						LN		170		23		false		23   on me to be looking.				false

		4433						LN		170		24		false		24               MS. MAXWELL:				false

		4434						LN		170		25		false		25                   Okay.  We made several additions to				false

		4435						PG		171		0		false		page 171				false

		4436						LN		171		1		false		 1   position and strengthen our company growth in the IBC				false

		4437						LN		171		2		false		 2   market.  IBC is intermediate mediate bulk containers.				false

		4438						LN		171		3		false		 3   We sell to chemical companies for hygroscopic resins.				false

		4439						LN		171		4		false		 4                   We also are entering and growing into				false

		4440						LN		171		5		false		 5   the market for aseptic and non-aseptic food products.				false

		4441						LN		171		6		false		 6   This is not a market that we've served heavily in the				false

		4442						LN		171		7		false		 7   past, but we've invested a lot into this market, and				false

		4443						LN		171		8		false		 8   while we did create six jobs last year, we invested				false

		4444						LN		171		9		false		 9   heavily in equipment.  You have to understand the				false

		4445						LN		171		10		false		10   testing process in order to get into this market,				false

		4446						LN		171		11		false		11   because what you would do, you would probably most				false

		4447						LN		171		12		false		12   likely and what we have done is we will hand make five				false

		4448						LN		171		13		false		13   to 10 packages and send to a food company and they will				false

		4449						LN		171		14		false		14   test those.  If we pass that test, then the next year --				false

		4450						LN		171		15		false		15   and we're talking about the harvest seasons of oranges				false

		4451						LN		171		16		false		16   or tomatoes or sweet potatoes and all kinds of fruits.				false

		4452						LN		171		17		false		17   And so then the next season, you may get to test 100				false

		4453						LN		171		18		false		18   liners, and if you pass that, then you get maybe 10,000				false

		4454						LN		171		19		false		19   liners.  And so it may be four years past your				false

		4455						LN		171		20		false		20   investment where we will receive job growth tied to our				false

		4456						LN		171		21		false		21   investment, so it's a lag there.  This makes it very				false

		4457						LN		171		22		false		22   difficult for me to show these jobs that we are hoping				false

		4458						LN		171		23		false		23   to create because, right now, we're sold out on the				false

		4459						LN		171		24		false		24   first ship and we certainly hope and expect, you know,				false

		4460						LN		171		25		false		25   if our studies come through, that we will be able to				false

		4461						PG		172		0		false		page 172				false

		4462						LN		172		1		false		 1   sell out the second and third shipment of those				false

		4463						LN		172		2		false		 2   machines, and that's what our goal is.				false

		4464						LN		172		3		false		 3               MR. ADLEY:				false

		4465						LN		172		4		false		 4                   Ma'am, I'm going to say this because I				false

		4466						LN		172		5		false		 5   just think the committee needs to hear this.  A moment				false

		4467						LN		172		6		false		 6   ago when we had our vote, our 9/6 vote, since that time,				false

		4468						LN		172		7		false		 7   I've just kind of sat here and just waited for things to				false

		4469						LN		172		8		false		 8   play out and let the Board do whatever it's going to do,				false

		4470						LN		172		9		false		 9   but I'm here to tell you that when it gets to the				false

		4471						LN		172		10		false		10   Governor's desk, there is no assurance that he's not				false

		4472						LN		172		11		false		11   going to expressly interpret his executive order.  So,				false

		4473						LN		172		12		false		12   you know, you can do whatever you want to.  It's still				false

		4474						LN		172		13		false		13   got to go to him, and I just didn't want to get your				false

		4475						LN		172		14		false		14   hopes that the Board's doing things with no assurance				false

		4476						LN		172		15		false		15   that it's going to the Governor's approval.				false

		4477						LN		172		16		false		16               MS. MAXWELL:				false

		4478						LN		172		17		false		17                   You know, if I had a project that had				false

		4479						LN		172		18		false		18   started, and some of these things that are included here				false

		4480						LN		172		19		false		19   started early in last year, prior to the executive				false

		4481						LN		172		20		false		20   order, there was no opportunity for me to file an				false

		4482						LN		172		21		false		21   advanced notification because I was already into the				false

		4483						LN		172		22		false		22   project.				false

		4484						LN		172		23		false		23               MR. ADLEY:				false

		4485						LN		172		24		false		24                   Right.				false

		4486						LN		172		25		false		25               MS. MAXWELL:				false

		4487						PG		173		0		false		page 173				false

		4488						LN		173		1		false		 1                   So I did not have the opportunity to				false

		4489						LN		173		2		false		 2   file that.				false

		4490						LN		173		3		false		 3               MR. ADLEY:				false

		4491						LN		173		4		false		 4                   Let me just -- when I read your				false

		4492						LN		173		5		false		 5   application, which there's not many of them I didn't				false

		4493						LN		173		6		false		 6   have questions on, I didn't have any on yours because it				false

		4494						LN		173		7		false		 7   clearly looked like you were doing the right thing, for				false

		4495						LN		173		8		false		 8   whatever it's worth.				false

		4496						LN		173		9		false		 9               MS. MAXWELL:				false

		4497						LN		173		10		false		10                   Thank you.				false

		4498						LN		173		11		false		11               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4499						LN		173		12		false		12                   Any other questions by any of the Board				false

		4500						LN		173		13		false		13   members?				false

		4501						LN		173		14		false		14               (No response.)				false

		4502						LN		173		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4503						LN		173		16		false		16                   Do you have your expenditures scheduled				false

		4504						LN		173		17		false		17   in when you put that equipment into service?  I'm going				false

		4505						LN		173		18		false		18   to go back on that a bit because I do believe that's a				false

		4506						LN		173		19		false		19   factor on how this is done for this Board.				false

		4507						LN		173		20		false		20               MS. MAXWELL:				false

		4508						LN		173		21		false		21                   When it's completed, no.  I don't have				false

		4509						LN		173		22		false		22   the schedules with me, no, but it was completed, you				false

		4510						LN		173		23		false		23   know, during this period.				false

		4511						LN		173		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4512						LN		173		25		false		25                   During the entire year?				false

		4513						PG		174		0		false		page 174				false

		4514						LN		174		1		false		 1               MS. MAXWELL:				false

		4515						LN		174		2		false		 2                   Yeah.				false

		4516						LN		174		3		false		 3               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4517						LN		174		4		false		 4                   So I hate to say this, and being --				false

		4518						LN		174		5		false		 5               MS. MAXWELL:				false

		4519						LN		174		6		false		 6                   I know one large piece of equipment was,				false

		4520						LN		174		7		false		 7   I think it was, pretty early.  We spend anywhere from				false

		4521						LN		174		8		false		 8   probably 40 to $120,000 on molds because every different				false

		4522						LN		174		9		false		 9   customer that we go to has a different filling equipment				false

		4523						LN		174		10		false		10   and we have to make molds, and so those were investments				false

		4524						LN		174		11		false		11   that we're making throughout the year and had several of				false

		4525						LN		174		12		false		12   those injection molds, equipment.				false

		4526						LN		174		13		false		13               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4527						LN		174		14		false		14                   I guess without knowing that, I'm				false

		4528						LN		174		15		false		15   reluctant to approve these because these expenditures				false

		4529						LN		174		16		false		16   could have began, you know, July the 1st and been on the				false

		4530						LN		174		17		false		17   second half of year and people are just rolling the				false

		4531						LN		174		18		false		18   dice.  I don't feel that that's fair to put the Governor				false

		4532						LN		174		19		false		19   in that position.  I don't feel it's fair to this Board.				false

		4533						LN		174		20		false		20   So without knowing that information personally, I'm				false

		4534						LN		174		21		false		21   reluctant to vote for them.				false

		4535						LN		174		22		false		22               MS. MAXWELL:				false

		4536						LN		174		23		false		23                   I do think what we spent last year would				false

		4537						LN		174		24		false		24   have been budgeted in the previous year, so it would				false

		4538						LN		174		25		false		25   have been budgeted at the end of 2015 for the 2016				false

		4539						PG		175		0		false		page 175				false

		4540						LN		175		1		false		 1   application, so even though the money was spent in '16,				false

		4541						LN		175		2		false		 2   the process started in '15.				false

		4542						LN		175		3		false		 3               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4543						LN		175		4		false		 4                   But it still would have been, in my				false

		4544						LN		175		5		false		 5   eyes, had to have been spent before the June 24th				false

		4545						LN		175		6		false		 6   deadline, which everyone knew.  They knew after June				false

		4546						LN		175		7		false		 7   24th MCAs are ineligible.  So if someone wanted to do				false

		4547						LN		175		8		false		 8   something in that period of time, they --				false

		4548						LN		175		9		false		 9               MS. MAXWELL:				false

		4549						LN		175		10		false		10                   It's not like a down payment on a piece				false

		4550						LN		175		11		false		11   of equipment in March and receive that piece of				false

		4551						LN		175		12		false		12   equipment until December and it may not get installed,				false

		4552						LN		175		13		false		13   so that, you know, I've got long time periods here that				false

		4553						LN		175		14		false		14   I'm dealing with.				false

		4554						LN		175		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4555						LN		175		16		false		16                   Sure.  I understand.				false

		4556						LN		175		17		false		17               MS. MAXWELL:				false

		4557						LN		175		18		false		18                   But definitely, we are, you know, we				false

		4558						LN		175		19		false		19   want to grow our business and we're investing a lot of				false

		4559						LN		175		20		false		20   money.				false

		4560						LN		175		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4561						LN		175		22		false		22                   We want you to, too.  Please don't take				false

		4562						LN		175		23		false		23   this --				false

		4563						LN		175		24		false		24               MS. MAXWELL:				false

		4564						LN		175		25		false		25                   We're really working on that one.				false

		4565						PG		176		0		false		page 176				false

		4566						LN		176		1		false		 1               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4567						LN		176		2		false		 2                   -- this line of questioning being				false

		4568						LN		176		3		false		 3   opposed.  We want to support you.				false

		4569						LN		176		4		false		 4                   So is there a motion or is there a				false

		4570						LN		176		5		false		 5   discussion on the remaining ones in addition to this				false

		4571						LN		176		6		false		 6   one?				false

		4572						LN		176		7		false		 7               (Inaudible.)				false

		4573						LN		176		8		false		 8               That's why we need verification that the				false

		4574						LN		176		9		false		 9   investments they made prior to the executive order,				false

		4575						LN		176		10		false		10   which is --				false

		4576						LN		176		11		false		11               MS. MAXWELL:				false

		4577						LN		176		12		false		12                   Was it made or was it started prior to				false

		4578						LN		176		13		false		13   that.				false

		4579						LN		176		14		false		14               MR. BARHAM:				false

		4580						LN		176		15		false		15                   If you make a deposit, you said you made				false

		4581						LN		176		16		false		16   a deposit.				false

		4582						LN		176		17		false		17               MS. MAXWELL:				false

		4583						LN		176		18		false		18                   I'm sorry.  I can't understand you.				false

		4584						LN		176		19		false		19               MR. BARHAM:				false

		4585						LN		176		20		false		20                   I'm sorry.  You said you made a deposit.				false

		4586						LN		176		21		false		21   You believe you made a deposit.				false

		4587						LN		176		22		false		22               MS. MAXWELL:				false

		4588						LN		176		23		false		23                   We do that frequently.				false

		4589						LN		176		24		false		24               MR. BARHAM:				false

		4590						LN		176		25		false		25                   You want to defer and come back and				false

		4591						PG		177		0		false		page 177				false

		4592						LN		177		1		false		 1   warrant to us the time that you're looking at on your				false

		4593						LN		177		2		false		 2   investments?				false

		4594						LN		177		3		false		 3               MS. MAXWELL:				false

		4595						LN		177		4		false		 4                   Yeah, we can give a time limit on, you				false

		4596						LN		177		5		false		 5   know, everything, definitely, you know, from the time				false

		4597						LN		177		6		false		 6   that, you know, that the plans were drawn for and then,				false

		4598						LN		177		7		false		 7   you know, the initial down payments to the delivery to				false

		4599						LN		177		8		false		 8   the final selection.				false

		4600						LN		177		9		false		 9               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4601						LN		177		10		false		10                   We have a motion to defer made by				false

		4602						LN		177		11		false		11   Mr. Barham; seconded by Representative Carmody.				false

		4603						LN		177		12		false		12                   Any further discussions on the deferral?				false

		4604						LN		177		13		false		13               (No response.)				false

		4605						LN		177		14		false		14               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4606						LN		177		15		false		15                   All in favor of the deferral, indicate				false

		4607						LN		177		16		false		16   with an "aye."				false

		4608						LN		177		17		false		17               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		4609						LN		177		18		false		18               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4610						LN		177		19		false		19                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		4611						LN		177		20		false		20               (No response.)				false

		4612						LN		177		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4613						LN		177		22		false		22                   Motion carries.  We look forward to				false

		4614						LN		177		23		false		23   seeing you back here in June.				false

		4615						LN		177		24		false		24                   All right.  We have -- there's some				false

		4616						LN		177		25		false		25   more?  I'm sorry.  One more person.				false

		4617						PG		178		0		false		page 178				false

		4618						LN		178		1		false		 1                   Oh, yes, sir.  Please step forward.				false

		4619						LN		178		2		false		 2               MR.				false

		4620						LN		178		3		false		 3                   Good afternoon.				false

		4621						LN		178		4		false		 4               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4622						LN		178		5		false		 5                   Please identify yourself and who you				false

		4623						LN		178		6		false		 6   represent.				false

		4624						LN		178		7		false		 7               MR.				false

		4625						LN		178		8		false		 8                   My name is Bernie David.  I represent				false

		4626						LN		178		9		false		 9   Compass Minerals Louisiana.				false

		4627						LN		178		10		false		10               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4628						LN		178		11		false		11                   Compass, C-O-M-P-A-S-S?				false

		4629						LN		178		12		false		12               MR. DAVID:				false

		4630						LN		178		13		false		13                   Yes, sir.				false

		4631						LN		178		14		false		14               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4632						LN		178		15		false		15                   All right.  Bear with us.				false

		4633						LN		178		16		false		16               MS. CHENG:				false

		4634						LN		178		17		false		17                   20170169, Compass Minerals Louisiana,				false

		4635						LN		178		18		false		18   Inc. in St. Mary Parish.				false

		4636						LN		178		19		false		19               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4637						LN		178		20		false		20                   All right.  Go ahead.				false

		4638						LN		178		21		false		21               MR. DAVID:				false

		4639						LN		178		22		false		22                   We just want to say couple things about				false

		4640						LN		178		23		false		23   our application.  We, as you'll see on our application,				false

		4641						LN		178		24		false		24   we did not add any full-time jobs because of any these				false

		4642						LN		178		25		false		25   capital improvements, but we did spend, you know,				false

		4643						PG		179		0		false		page 179				false

		4644						LN		179		1		false		 1   upwards of 5-million bucks on some things that really				false

		4645						LN		179		2		false		 2   helped our manufacturing facility and helped out our				false

		4646						LN		179		3		false		 3   local economy.  Again, going back to the lady who was				false

		4647						LN		179		4		false		 4   before me, you know, these projects were completed at				false

		4648						LN		179		5		false		 5   different times during 2016.  They weren't all completed				false

		4649						LN		179		6		false		 6   before or after June.  If that has any impact.				false

		4650						LN		179		7		false		 7                   We also made a general rule of thumb				false

		4651						LN		179		8		false		 8   where we could use local suppliers and local vendors to				false

		4652						LN		179		9		false		 9   complete these projects.  I have a listing of a lot of				false

		4653						LN		179		10		false		10   those that we used and I think we submitted on our				false

		4654						LN		179		11		false		11   application or some backup documentation.  We just want				false

		4655						LN		179		12		false		12   you guys to consider us for acceptance of our				false

		4656						LN		179		13		false		13   application.				false

		4657						LN		179		14		false		14               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4658						LN		179		15		false		15                   All right.  Thank you.				false

		4659						LN		179		16		false		16                   Any questions by any of the Board				false

		4660						LN		179		17		false		17   members?				false

		4661						LN		179		18		false		18               MR. ADLEY:				false

		4662						LN		179		19		false		19                   I show zero jobs; is that right?				false

		4663						LN		179		20		false		20               MR. DAVID:				false

		4664						LN		179		21		false		21                   That is correct, no additional jobs, but				false

		4665						LN		179		22		false		22   we do employ about 170 people.  These were all capital				false

		4666						LN		179		23		false		23   projects to help us out in manufacturing, become more				false

		4667						LN		179		24		false		24   efficient, things like that, but, no, no direct hires				false

		4668						LN		179		25		false		25   because of this.				false

		4669						PG		180		0		false		page 180				false

		4670						LN		180		1		false		 1               MR. ADLEY:				false

		4671						LN		180		2		false		 2                   Add when you say you manufacturing salt,				false

		4672						LN		180		3		false		 3   just give me some example.  I assume you you're not				false

		4673						LN		180		4		false		 4   making salt.  What are you doing?				false

		4674						LN		180		5		false		 5               MR. DAVID:				false

		4675						LN		180		6		false		 6                   We mine salt.				false

		4676						LN		180		7		false		 7               MR. ADLEY:				false

		4677						LN		180		8		false		 8                   You mine salt?				false

		4678						LN		180		9		false		 9               MR. DAVID:				false

		4679						LN		180		10		false		10                   Yes, sir.  We are a salt mine, so we are				false

		4680						LN		180		11		false		11   a unique, I suppose, type of industry for Louisiana				false

		4681						LN		180		12		false		12   because there's not a whole lot of salt mines, but part				false

		4682						LN		180		13		false		13   of our operation, I suppose, could be considered mining				false

		4683						LN		180		14		false		14   and some have, and the other part can be considered				false

		4684						LN		180		15		false		15   manufacturing.  We're underground and we're actually				false

		4685						LN		180		16		false		16   drilling and blasting for salt.  We run it through				false

		4686						LN		180		17		false		17   different processes and then ship it out.  That part I				false

		4687						LN		180		18		false		18   think would be considered manufacturing.				false

		4688						LN		180		19		false		19               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4689						LN		180		20		false		20                   But if you look at the other				false

		4690						LN		180		21		false		21   applications that the Board has decided to either defer				false

		4691						LN		180		22		false		22   or grant, they were all tied to jobs.  You're telling us				false

		4692						LN		180		23		false		23   there are no jobs associated with this one?				false

		4693						LN		180		24		false		24               MR. DAVID:				false

		4694						LN		180		25		false		25                   No, sir.  That is correct.  Now, that				false

		4695						PG		181		0		false		page 181				false

		4696						LN		181		1		false		 1   doesn't mean that potentially because of this in the				false

		4697						LN		181		2		false		 2   future, we may have some jobs because of this, but right				false

		4698						LN		181		3		false		 3   now, no.				false

		4699						LN		181		4		false		 4               MR. ADLEY:				false

		4700						LN		181		5		false		 5                   I got it.  Thank you.  I appreciate your				false

		4701						LN		181		6		false		 6   honesty.  Thank you very much.				false

		4702						LN		181		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4703						LN		181		8		false		 8                   I believe we've already voted on the				false

		4704						LN		181		9		false		 9   ones that had zero jobs.				false

		4705						LN		181		10		false		10               MS. CHENG:				false

		4706						LN		181		11		false		11                   That's correct.				false

		4707						LN		181		12		false		12               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4708						LN		181		13		false		13                   I thought so.				false

		4709						LN		181		14		false		14                   Is there any action to reconsider this				false

		4710						LN		181		15		false		15   one?				false

		4711						LN		181		16		false		16               (No response.)				false

		4712						LN		181		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4713						LN		181		18		false		18                   No.				false

		4714						LN		181		19		false		19                   Thank you for your comments.				false

		4715						LN		181		20		false		20               MR. DAVID:				false

		4716						LN		181		21		false		21                   All right.  Thank you.				false

		4717						LN		181		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4718						LN		181		23		false		23                   Anyone else from the public for any of				false

		4719						LN		181		24		false		24   the jobs or any of the companies?				false

		4720						LN		181		25		false		25                   Please step forward.  I know you're not				false

		4721						PG		182		0		false		page 182				false

		4722						LN		182		1		false		 1   with a company.  Please step forward, identify yourself.				false

		4723						LN		182		2		false		 2               MS. DUNN:				false

		4724						LN		182		3		false		 3                   My name is Ann Dunn and I'm with				false

		4725						LN		182		4		false		 4   Together Louisiana and this is just a general comment on				false

		4726						LN		182		5		false		 5   all of these that have been received after June the				false

		4727						LN		182		6		false		 6   24th.  To reiterate what the executive order says, the				false

		4728						LN		182		7		false		 7   Governor very specifically says the applications for				false

		4729						LN		182		8		false		 8   Miscellaneous Capital Additions will not be approved or				false

		4730						LN		182		9		false		 9   issued contracts by the Governor, and there's, of				false

		4731						LN		182		10		false		10   course, an exception for those that were pending and				false

		4732						LN		182		11		false		11   were filed before the June the 24th, but that does not				false

		4733						LN		182		12		false		12   apply to these.				false

		4734						LN		182		13		false		13                   I also want to point out that the				false

		4735						LN		182		14		false		14   executive order also requires in Sections 5, 6 and 7				false

		4736						LN		182		15		false		15   that the application include a cooperative endeavor				false

		4737						LN		182		16		false		16   agreement with the State on a part of the applicant and				false

		4738						LN		182		17		false		17   have an exhibit showing the approval of the local				false

		4739						LN		182		18		false		18   government, and I know the rules are not yet in effect,				false

		4740						LN		182		19		false		19   but the whole concept is a cooperative endeavor				false

		4741						LN		182		20		false		20   agreement.				false

		4742						LN		182		21		false		21                   As Secretary Pierson pointed out				false

		4743						LN		182		22		false		22   earlier, it's really related to constitutional				false

		4744						LN		182		23		false		23   provisions under the pledge of any kind of thing of				false

		4745						LN		182		24		false		24   valuable belonging to the State, and this certainly is,				false

		4746						LN		182		25		false		25   and so the whole idea of cooperative endeavor agreement				false

		4747						PG		183		0		false		page 183				false

		4748						LN		183		1		false		 1   showing what the applicant will provide to the State as				false

		4749						LN		183		2		false		 2   well as what the State is providing to the applicant is				false

		4750						LN		183		3		false		 3   certainly something that ought to be very seriously				false

		4751						LN		183		4		false		 4   considered by this Board.  And since the executive order				false

		4752						LN		183		5		false		 5   is in effect and the Governor's going to be look at				false

		4753						LN		183		6		false		 6   those issues, I particularly think that's important, as				false

		4754						LN		183		7		false		 7   well as, of course, which we've talked about a lot in				false

		4755						LN		183		8		false		 8   consideration of the committee, the commission's, rules,				false

		4756						LN		183		9		false		 9   the whole idea of what do the local governments have to				false

		4757						LN		183		10		false		10   say about this.				false

		4758						LN		183		11		false		11                   So I just wanted to say, the executive				false

		4759						LN		183		12		false		12   order is in effect.  There's an exception because we				false

		4760						LN		183		13		false		13   know the ones here that were filed before June the 24th				false

		4761						LN		183		14		false		14   and that did provide for jobs.  Aside from that, there's				false

		4762						LN		183		15		false		15   no exceptions, so that's what the Governor has said.				false

		4763						LN		183		16		false		16                   Thank you.				false

		4764						LN		183		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4765						LN		183		18		false		18                   Thank you very much, Ms. Dunn.				false

		4766						LN		183		19		false		19                   Are there any other questions at this				false

		4767						LN		183		20		false		20   time from the Board?				false

		4768						LN		183		21		false		21               (No response.)				false

		4769						LN		183		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4770						LN		183		23		false		23                   All right.  At this time, we had a few				false

		4771						LN		183		24		false		24   of the outliers and ones that did not have				false

		4772						LN		183		25		false		25   representation here to address, so the Board now needs				false

		4773						PG		184		0		false		page 184				false

		4774						LN		184		1		false		 1   to consider.  We had a package of zero jobs that had				false

		4775						LN		184		2		false		 2   been eliminated.  We've had some deferrals.  We've				false

		4776						LN		184		3		false		 3   approved one or two or three, but now we have some				false

		4777						LN		184		4		false		 4   companies that were not represented here today, they do				false

		4778						LN		184		5		false		 5   have jobs that they indicate that they have, but we				false

		4779						LN		184		6		false		 6   don't know about the timing.  We don't have the ability				false

		4780						LN		184		7		false		 7   to address the company specifically, so the Board is				false

		4781						LN		184		8		false		 8   going to have to consider how they wish to proceed.				false

		4782						LN		184		9		false		 9                   Representative Carmody.				false

		4783						LN		184		10		false		10               MR. CARMODY:				false

		4784						LN		184		11		false		11                   I would make a motion that these				false

		4785						LN		184		12		false		12   applicants did show that they did create jobs, but				false

		4786						LN		184		13		false		13   they're not here today, to go ahead and defer them to				false

		4787						LN		184		14		false		14   allow them to come back before the Board and explain.				false

		4788						LN		184		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4789						LN		184		16		false		16                   All right.  And we'll notify them.				false

		4790						LN		184		17		false		17               MR. CARMODY:				false

		4791						LN		184		18		false		18                   Yes.				false

		4792						LN		184		19		false		19               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4793						LN		184		20		false		20                   Is there a second to that?				false

		4794						LN		184		21		false		21                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.				false

		4795						LN		184		22		false		22                   All in favor of the motion to defer the				false

		4796						LN		184		23		false		23   ones that were not discussed today, indicate with an				false

		4797						LN		184		24		false		24   "aye."				false

		4798						LN		184		25		false		25               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		4799						PG		185		0		false		page 185				false

		4800						LN		185		1		false		 1               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4801						LN		185		2		false		 2                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		4802						LN		185		3		false		 3               (No response.)				false

		4803						LN		185		4		false		 4               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4804						LN		185		5		false		 5                   Motion carries.				false

		4805						LN		185		6		false		 6                   Please proceed.				false

		4806						LN		185		7		false		 7               MS. CHENG:				false

		4807						LN		185		8		false		 8                   I have 98 renewals --				false

		4808						LN		185		9		false		 9               MR. ADLEY:				false

		4809						LN		185		10		false		10                   Let me just ask a general question so we				false

		4810						LN		185		11		false		11   don't have to go through all 98 of these.  These all				false

		4811						LN		185		12		false		12   fall within prior to June 24th, the agreement that we				false

		4812						LN		185		13		false		13   made on the five year and the five-year ITEP				false

		4813						LN		185		14		false		14   applications and y'all have reviewed every one of them				false

		4814						LN		185		15		false		15   and they meet all of the guidelines and requirements for				false

		4815						LN		185		16		false		16   renewal?				false

		4816						LN		185		17		false		17               MS. CHENG:				false

		4817						LN		185		18		false		18                   Yes, sir.				false

		4818						LN		185		19		false		19               MR. ADLEY:				false

		4819						LN		185		20		false		20                   And they were done prior to the				false

		4820						LN		185		21		false		21   executive order?				false

		4821						LN		185		22		false		22               MS. CHENG:				false

		4822						LN		185		23		false		23                   Correct.				false

		4823						LN		185		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4824						LN		185		25		false		25                   Is there a motion to approve these in				false

		4825						PG		186		0		false		page 186				false

		4826						LN		186		1		false		 1   globo?				false

		4827						LN		186		2		false		 2                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by				false

		4828						LN		186		3		false		 3   Major Coleman.				false

		4829						LN		186		4		false		 4                   Any discussion from the public				false

		4830						LN		186		5		false		 5   concerning the renewals?				false

		4831						LN		186		6		false		 6               (No response.)				false

		4832						LN		186		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4833						LN		186		8		false		 8                   Any further discussion from the Board				false

		4834						LN		186		9		false		 9   members?				false

		4835						LN		186		10		false		10               (No response.)				false

		4836						LN		186		11		false		11               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4837						LN		186		12		false		12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		4838						LN		186		13		false		13               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		4839						LN		186		14		false		14               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4840						LN		186		15		false		15                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		4841						LN		186		16		false		16               (No response.)				false

		4842						LN		186		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4843						LN		186		18		false		18                   Motion carries.				false

		4844						LN		186		19		false		19               MS. CHENG:				false

		4845						LN		186		20		false		20                   I have 16 late renewals.  I do want to				false

		4846						LN		186		21		false		21   mention, I provided y'all with a revised late renewal				false

		4847						LN		186		22		false		22   agenda because there was an issue with the spreadsheet				false

		4848						LN		186		23		false		23   showing 32,943,947 as the ad valorem.  That is				false

		4849						LN		186		24		false		24   incorrect.  It's been corrected, and it would only be				false

		4850						LN		186		25		false		25   610,835.				false

		4851						PG		187		0		false		page 187				false

		4852						LN		187		1		false		 1               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4853						LN		187		2		false		 2                   And do we have representatives from the				false

		4854						LN		187		3		false		 3   companies concerning their late renewals?				false

		4855						LN		187		4		false		 4                   All right.  Please proceed.				false

		4856						LN		187		5		false		 5               MS. CHENG:				false

		4857						LN		187		6		false		 6                   We have 20100898, Blade Dynamics, LLC in				false

		4858						LN		187		7		false		 7   Orleans Parish.  Their initial contract expired on 7/31				false

		4859						LN		187		8		false		 8   of '16.  They requested their renewal on 9/21 of '16.				false

		4860						LN		187		9		false		 9               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4861						LN		187		10		false		10                   Is there a representative from Blade				false

		4862						LN		187		11		false		11   Dynamics?				false

		4863						LN		187		12		false		12               (No response.)				false

		4864						LN		187		13		false		13               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4865						LN		187		14		false		14                   No representative from Blade Dynamics,				false

		4866						LN		187		15		false		15   and they were two months late.  In the past, I believe				false

		4867						LN		187		16		false		16   it's been one year when they're late, so is there a				false

		4868						LN		187		17		false		17   motion to reduce their exemption by one year?				false

		4869						LN		187		18		false		18               Mr. ADLEY:				false

		4870						LN		187		19		false		19                   Now, wait a minute.  I'm trying to find				false

		4871						LN		187		20		false		20   out exactly how we've been handling this.  When they				false

		4872						LN		187		21		false		21   were late and they were here, we had penalized them by a				false

		4873						LN		187		22		false		22   year?				false

		4874						LN		187		23		false		23               MS. CHENG:				false

		4875						LN		187		24		false		24                   Yes, sir.				false

		4876						LN		187		25		false		25               MR. ADLEY:				false

		4877						PG		188		0		false		page 188				false

		4878						LN		188		1		false		 1                   If they were not here at all --				false

		4879						LN		188		2		false		 2               MS. CHENG:				false

		4880						LN		188		3		false		 3                   They were denied.				false

		4881						LN		188		4		false		 4               MR. ADLEY:				false

		4882						LN		188		5		false		 5                   I believe we've been -- have we been				false

		4883						LN		188		6		false		 6   denying them?				false

		4884						LN		188		7		false		 7               MS. CHENG:				false

		4885						LN		188		8		false		 8                   Yes, sir.				false

		4886						LN		188		9		false		 9               MR. ADLEY:				false

		4887						LN		188		10		false		10                   That's what I thought.  I think if we				false

		4888						LN		188		11		false		11   follow consistency, we need to make a motion to deny				false

		4889						LN		188		12		false		12   them because they have no representation here.				false

		4890						LN		188		13		false		13               MR. PIERSON:				false

		4891						LN		188		14		false		14                   What I would like to let the record				false

		4892						LN		188		15		false		15   reflect, in terms of Blade Dynamics, they are located in				false

		4893						LN		188		16		false		16   NASA Michoud where the tornado impacted their operations				false

		4894						LN		188		17		false		17   with significant damage.  That is not a total excuse, I				false

		4895						LN		188		18		false		18   do understand, but certainly I think it's a contributing				false

		4896						LN		188		19		false		19   factor.				false

		4897						LN		188		20		false		20               MS. CHENG:				false

		4898						LN		188		21		false		21                   This one was deferred at the last board				false

		4899						LN		188		22		false		22   meeting already.				false

		4900						LN		188		23		false		23               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4901						LN		188		24		false		24                   This one was deferred?				false

		4902						LN		188		25		false		25               MS. CHENG:				false

		4903						PG		189		0		false		page 189				false

		4904						LN		189		1		false		 1                   At the last board meeting.				false

		4905						LN		189		2		false		 2               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4906						LN		189		3		false		 3                   Have we contacted them?				false

		4907						LN		189		4		false		 4               MS. CHENG:				false

		4908						LN		189		5		false		 5                   Yes, sir.				false

		4909						LN		189		6		false		 6               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4910						LN		189		7		false		 7                   Is there a motion -- motion is to deny				false

		4911						LN		189		8		false		 8   made by Mr. Fajardo; seconded by Dr. Wilson for denial				false

		4912						LN		189		9		false		 9   of the renewal.				false

		4913						LN		189		10		false		10                   Any discussion from the public?				false

		4914						LN		189		11		false		11               (No response.)				false

		4915						LN		189		12		false		12               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4916						LN		189		13		false		13                   Any discussion from the Board?				false

		4917						LN		189		14		false		14               (No response.)				false

		4918						LN		189		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4919						LN		189		16		false		16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		4920						LN		189		17		false		17               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		4921						LN		189		18		false		18               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4922						LN		189		19		false		19                   Motion carries.				false

		4923						LN		189		20		false		20               MS. CHENG:				false

		4924						LN		189		21		false		21                   20100221, Hydra Tech Systems, Inc. in				false

		4925						LN		189		22		false		22   Ouachita Parish.  Their initial contract expired on				false

		4926						LN		189		23		false		23   12/31/15.  Their late renewal was received 12/21 of '16.				false

		4927						LN		189		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4928						LN		189		25		false		25                   Is there a representative from Hydra				false

		4929						PG		190		0		false		page 190				false

		4930						LN		190		1		false		 1   Tech?				false

		4931						LN		190		2		false		 2                   Were they asked last time -- have they				false

		4932						LN		190		3		false		 3   been deferred before?				false

		4933						LN		190		4		false		 4               MS. CHENG:				false

		4934						LN		190		5		false		 5                   No, sir.				false

		4935						LN		190		6		false		 6               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4936						LN		190		7		false		 7                   Okay.				false

		4937						LN		190		8		false		 8               MS. CHENG:				false

		4938						LN		190		9		false		 9                   I do want to mention that we do notify				false

		4939						LN		190		10		false		10   all applicants that their renewals and applications are				false

		4940						LN		190		11		false		11   coming before the Bard.				false

		4941						LN		190		12		false		12               MR. ADLEY:				false

		4942						LN		190		13		false		13                   They have all been notified?				false

		4943						LN		190		14		false		14               MS. CHENG:				false

		4944						LN		190		15		false		15                   Yes.				false

		4945						LN		190		16		false		16               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4946						LN		190		17		false		17                   What's the pleasure?				false

		4947						LN		190		18		false		18                   Millie.				false

		4948						LN		190		19		false		19               MS. ATKINS:				false

		4949						LN		190		20		false		20                   I'd like to make a motion to defer this				false

		4950						LN		190		21		false		21   one.				false

		4951						LN		190		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4952						LN		190		23		false		23                   Motion to defer?				false

		4953						LN		190		24		false		24               MS. ATKINS:				false

		4954						LN		190		25		false		25                   Yes.				false

		4955						PG		191		0		false		page 191				false

		4956						LN		191		1		false		 1               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4957						LN		191		2		false		 2                   Is there a second?				false

		4958						LN		191		3		false		 3                   By Representative Carmody.				false

		4959						LN		191		4		false		 4                   Any further discussion from the public				false

		4960						LN		191		5		false		 5   on this deferral for Hydra Tech Systems?				false

		4961						LN		191		6		false		 6               (No response.)				false

		4962						LN		191		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4963						LN		191		8		false		 8                   Any further discussion from the Board				false

		4964						LN		191		9		false		 9   members?				false

		4965						LN		191		10		false		10               (No response.)				false

		4966						LN		191		11		false		11               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4967						LN		191		12		false		12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		4968						LN		191		13		false		13               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		4969						LN		191		14		false		14               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4970						LN		191		15		false		15                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		4971						LN		191		16		false		16               (No response.)				false

		4972						LN		191		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		4973						LN		191		18		false		18                   Motion carries.				false

		4974						LN		191		19		false		19               MR. CARMODY:				false

		4975						LN		191		20		false		20                   Can I ask one question of the staff?				false

		4976						LN		191		21		false		21                   When y'all contact these applicants and				false

		4977						LN		191		22		false		22   let them know that the Board has moved to defer and we				false

		4978						LN		191		23		false		23   will be convening at our next meeting and you give them				false

		4979						LN		191		24		false		24   that date?				false

		4980						LN		191		25		false		25               MS. CHENG:				false

		4981						PG		192		0		false		page 192				false

		4982						LN		192		1		false		 1                   Yes, sir.				false

		4983						LN		192		2		false		 2               MR. CARMODY:				false

		4984						LN		192		3		false		 3                   They were aware that these are follow-up				false

		4985						LN		192		4		false		 4   questions, you have a representative that will be				false

		4986						LN		192		5		false		 5   attending and --				false

		4987						LN		192		6		false		 6               MS. CHENG:				false

		4988						LN		192		7		false		 7                   We tell them to have a representative				false

		4989						LN		192		8		false		 8   attending and then -- we tell them it's been deferred				false

		4990						LN		192		9		false		 9   and that it will go to the next board meeting.  And then				false

		4991						LN		192		10		false		10   once we create this agenda, once it's final for the next				false

		4992						LN		192		11		false		11   meeting, they're notified again.				false

		4993						LN		192		12		false		12               MR. CARMODY:				false

		4994						LN		192		13		false		13                   Okay.  That's proper notice, I would				false

		4995						LN		192		14		false		14   think, constructive notice that the only other thing you				false

		4996						LN		192		15		false		15   can tell them that the custom of the committee, that				false

		4997						LN		192		16		false		16   those who don't appear, have been denied.  Just a				false

		4998						LN		192		17		false		17   little -- all right.				false

		4999						LN		192		18		false		18                   Thank you, sir.				false

		5000						LN		192		19		false		19               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5001						LN		192		20		false		20                   Mr. Williams.				false

		5002						LN		192		21		false		21               MR. WILLIAMS:				false

		5003						LN		192		22		false		22                   I just wanted to point out,				false

		5004						LN		192		23		false		23   Mr. Chairman, Blade Dynamics, we denied that one when				false

		5005						LN		192		24		false		24   they requested two months after the expiration date, and				false

		5006						LN		192		25		false		25   Hydra Tech was a full year after their expiration date				false

		5007						PG		193		0		false		page 193				false

		5008						LN		193		1		false		 1   and we deferred it.  Just wanted to point that out.				false

		5009						LN		193		2		false		 2               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5010						LN		193		3		false		 3                   And I believe we had already deferred				false

		5011						LN		193		4		false		 4   Blade once in a previous meeting.				false

		5012						LN		193		5		false		 5               SECRETARY PIERSON:				false

		5013						LN		193		6		false		 6                   Once.				false

		5014						LN		193		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5015						LN		193		8		false		 8                   They were given a chance.				false

		5016						LN		193		9		false		 9               SECRETARY PIERSON:				false

		5017						LN		193		10		false		10                   So we'll give Hydra Tech once.				false

		5018						LN		193		11		false		11               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5019						LN		193		12		false		12                   We'll give them one shot to be deferred,				false

		5020						LN		193		13		false		13   which is why I had asked them to be deferred before.				false

		5021						LN		193		14		false		14               MS. CHENG:				false

		5022						LN		193		15		false		15                   We have 20110187, Ardagh Glass in				false

		5023						LN		193		16		false		16   Lincoln Parish.  Initial contract expired 12/31 of '15.				false

		5024						LN		193		17		false		17   Late renewal was requested on 11/15 of '16.				false

		5025						LN		193		18		false		18               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5026						LN		193		19		false		19                   Is there a representative from Ardagh				false

		5027						LN		193		20		false		20   Glass here?				false

		5028						LN		193		21		false		21                   Please step forward and identify				false

		5029						LN		193		22		false		22   yourself.  Please identify yourself.				false

		5030						LN		193		23		false		23               MR. SHONKWILER:				false

		5031						LN		193		24		false		24                   Jeff Shonkwiler.  I'm the Tax Director				false

		5032						LN		193		25		false		25   for Ardagh Glass.				false

		5033						PG		194		0		false		page 194				false

		5034						LN		194		1		false		 1               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5035						LN		194		2		false		 2                   All right.  Can you tell us why you were				false

		5036						LN		194		3		false		 3   late?				false

		5037						LN		194		4		false		 4               MR. SHONKWILER:				false

		5038						LN		194		5		false		 5                   We've had several of these in the past				false

		5039						LN		194		6		false		 6   that the process had been for years that Lori Weber with				false

		5040						LN		194		7		false		 7   LED would just send us the renewal forms when one of				false

		5041						LN		194		8		false		 8   these were coming up, and we didn't receive the renewal				false

		5042						LN		194		9		false		 9   forms and realized the next year after we filed our				false

		5043						LN		194		10		false		10   property tax return that that one should have probably				false

		5044						LN		194		11		false		11   been renewed and that's why it's late.  So we should				false

		5045						LN		194		12		false		12   have caught it, but I think it was just change in the				false

		5046						LN		194		13		false		13   process is why it slipped through the cracks.				false

		5047						LN		194		14		false		14               MR. ADLEY:				false

		5048						LN		194		15		false		15                   I just want to say that all of these				false

		5049						LN		194		16		false		16   prior to you that have come in like that that were				false

		5050						LN		194		17		false		17   depending upon them telling them, albeit, I don't know				false

		5051						LN		194		18		false		18   if they had or they hadn't, these exceptions are for the				false

		5052						LN		194		19		false		19   benefit of the company.  And as we have always pointed				false

		5053						LN		194		20		false		20   out that it's critical that you file and that you file				false

		5054						LN		194		21		false		21   on time, and unlike what people seem to think, that it's				false

		5055						LN		194		22		false		22   just automatic, they send you a notice and everything				false

		5056						LN		194		23		false		23   gets renewed, I hope after sitting through five or six				false

		5057						LN		194		24		false		24   hours today, you recognize that that's not the case.				false

		5058						LN		194		25		false		25   Under the law, we are limited to certain things that we				false

		5059						PG		195		0		false		page 195				false

		5060						LN		195		1		false		 1   can and cannot do, I guess, approve or deny or limit.				false

		5061						LN		195		2		false		 2   Now, what the Board has done in the past on all late				false

		5062						LN		195		3		false		 3   renewals is to remove one year of the exemption, which				false

		5063						LN		195		4		false		 4   is a 20 percent reduction, and I would make that motion				false

		5064						LN		195		5		false		 5   again today.				false

		5065						LN		195		6		false		 6               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5066						LN		195		7		false		 7                   Secretary Pierson.				false

		5067						LN		195		8		false		 8               SECRETARY PIERSON:				false

		5068						LN		195		9		false		 9                   Mr. Shonkwiler, did Lori send those to				false

		5069						LN		195		10		false		10   Ardagh or did she send these documents to Saint-Gobain?				false

		5070						LN		195		11		false		11               MR. SHONKWILER:				false

		5071						LN		195		12		false		12                   She sent them to both.  Ardagh is				false

		5072						LN		195		13		false		13   nothing more than a name change to Saint-Gobain				false

		5073						LN		195		14		false		14   Containers.				false

		5074						LN		195		15		false		15               SECRETARY PIERSON:				false

		5075						LN		195		16		false		16                   And how long has the name change been in				false

		5076						LN		195		17		false		17   effect?				false

		5077						LN		195		18		false		18               MR. SHONKWILER:				false

		5078						LN		195		19		false		19                   2014.				false

		5079						LN		195		20		false		20               SECRETARY PIERSON:				false

		5080						LN		195		21		false		21                   I'm just trying to look for -- we always				false

		5081						LN		195		22		false		22   working towards staff improvement and process				false

		5082						LN		195		23		false		23   improvement, so I'm trying to understand why anything				false

		5083						LN		195		24		false		24   would have changed.  Of course, Lori Weber is no longer				false

		5084						LN		195		25		false		25   with the department due to retirement.  Your company has				false

		5085						PG		196		0		false		page 196				false

		5086						LN		196		1		false		 1   had a change of name.  I don't know personally at				false

		5087						LN		196		2		false		 2   Saint-Gobain or Ardagh, you know, whether there were any				false

		5088						LN		196		3		false		 3   personnel changes there, but just trying to understand.				false

		5089						LN		196		4		false		 4   We think the onus is on the company to follow through,				false

		5090						LN		196		5		false		 5   but certainly as a staff courtesy and staff				false

		5091						LN		196		6		false		 6   responsibility that I direct that we try to make the				false

		5092						LN		196		7		false		 7   most supportive efforts that we can, but at the end of				false

		5093						LN		196		8		false		 8   the day, I don't feel like we can manage in 64 parishes				false

		5094						LN		196		9		false		 9   all of the companies and when their renewals aren't				false

		5095						LN		196		10		false		10   present.  We have to allow the corporate folks to do				false

		5096						LN		196		11		false		11   that.				false

		5097						LN		196		12		false		12               MS. CHENG:				false

		5098						LN		196		13		false		13                   Secretary Pierson, there was a process				false

		5099						LN		196		14		false		14   change internally.  Prior to 2014, we did send all of				false

		5100						LN		196		15		false		15   the renewal documents to the company, but in 2014, we				false

		5101						LN		196		16		false		16   had the company start requesting renewals from the				false

		5102						LN		196		17		false		17   department.				false

		5103						LN		196		18		false		18               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5104						LN		196		19		false		19                   There's a motion on the floor.				false

		5105						LN		196		20		false		20               MR. SHONKWILER:				false

		5106						LN		196		21		false		21                   We always got them, so it was just there				false

		5107						LN		196		22		false		22   was no notice there was going to be a change in				false

		5108						LN		196		23		false		23   procedure.  I think the 20 percent reduction is fair,				false

		5109						LN		196		24		false		24   but you asked me to explain, and that's our response.				false

		5110						LN		196		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5111						PG		197		0		false		page 197				false

		5112						LN		197		1		false		 1                   I do appreciate your explanation.				false

		5113						LN		197		2		false		 2                   Motion has been made to reduce by one				false

		5114						LN		197		3		false		 3   year the Industrial Tax Program.				false

		5115						LN		197		4		false		 4                   Representative Carmody has seconded the				false

		5116						LN		197		5		false		 5   motion.				false

		5117						LN		197		6		false		 6                   Is there any further discussion on the				false

		5118						LN		197		7		false		 7   motion?				false

		5119						LN		197		8		false		 8               (No response.)				false

		5120						LN		197		9		false		 9               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5121						LN		197		10		false		10                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		5122						LN		197		11		false		11               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		5123						LN		197		12		false		12               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5124						LN		197		13		false		13                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		5125						LN		197		14		false		14               (No response.)				false

		5126						LN		197		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5127						LN		197		16		false		16                   Motion carries.				false

		5128						LN		197		17		false		17                   Thank you, sir.				false

		5129						LN		197		18		false		18               MS. CHENG:				false

		5130						LN		197		19		false		19                   20110384, Calumet Lubricants Company, LP				false

		5131						LN		197		20		false		20   in Webster Parish.				false

		5132						LN		197		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5133						LN		197		22		false		22                    Are all of the Calumets represented by				false

		5134						LN		197		23		false		23   the same individual?				false

		5135						LN		197		24		false		24               MS. CHENG:				false

		5136						LN		197		25		false		25                   Yes, sir.				false

		5137						PG		198		0		false		page 198				false

		5138						LN		198		1		false		 1               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5139						LN		198		2		false		 2                   Please step forward.				false

		5140						LN		198		3		false		 3                   And you can finish reading.				false

		5141						LN		198		4		false		 4               MS. CHENG:				false

		5142						LN		198		5		false		 5                   Calumet, 20110385, Calumet Lubricants				false

		5143						LN		198		6		false		 6   Company, LP in Bossier Parish; 20100329, Calumet				false

		5144						LN		198		7		false		 7   Packaging, LLC in Caddo Parish; 20110386, Calumet				false

		5145						LN		198		8		false		 8   Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo Parish;				false

		5146						LN		198		9		false		 9   20110387, Calumet Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in				false

		5147						LN		198		10		false		10   Caddo Parish; 20110388, Calumet Shreveport Lubricants &				false

		5148						LN		198		11		false		11   Waxes, LLC in Caddo Parish; 20110389, Calumet Shreveport				false

		5149						LN		198		12		false		12   Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo Parish; and 20110392,				false

		5150						LN		198		13		false		13   Calumet Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo				false

		5151						LN		198		14		false		14   Parish.  The initial contracts expired on 12/31 of '15.				false

		5152						LN		198		15		false		15   We received late renewal on 12/19 of '16.				false

		5153						LN		198		16		false		16               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5154						LN		198		17		false		17                   Please identify yourself and tell us why				false

		5155						LN		198		18		false		18   you're late.				false

		5156						LN		198		19		false		19               MR. MILLS:				false

		5157						LN		198		20		false		20                   Robert Mills, Calumet Specialty Products				false

		5158						LN		198		21		false		21   from Shreveport, and our tax director is in				false

		5159						LN		198		22		false		22   Indianapolis, Indiana.  And I have heard a story that				false

		5160						LN		198		23		false		23   involves prior, previous staff, and I really hate to get				false

		5161						LN		198		24		false		24   into that she-said type of issue.  And if I can't, I				false

		5162						LN		198		25		false		25   would respectfully ask to defer this, let my tax				false

		5163						PG		199		0		false		page 199				false

		5164						LN		199		1		false		 1   director tell you that story.  I don't want to interpret				false

		5165						LN		199		2		false		 2   what she told me, and I'm sure there's clerical error				false

		5166						LN		199		3		false		 3   and oversight, especially on both parties' sides.  So,				false

		5167						LN		199		4		false		 4   you know, if I can defer it and have her explain it,				false

		5168						LN		199		5		false		 5   that's fine.  If you want to make a decision today, just				false

		5169						LN		199		6		false		 6   treat me as you do everybody else, and I certainly can't				false

		5170						LN		199		7		false		 7   complain about that.				false

		5171						LN		199		8		false		 8               MR. ADLEY:				false

		5172						LN		199		9		false		 9                   I want this committee to know something,				false

		5173						LN		199		10		false		10   Robert.  I just told Mr. Carmody, you happen to be one				false

		5174						LN		199		11		false		11   of the closest friends I have in the world, as you know,				false

		5175						LN		199		12		false		12   and we've known each other for a long, long time and I				false

		5176						LN		199		13		false		13   have all of the respect in the world for you.  And God				false

		5177						LN		199		14		false		14   knows I hate to be standing here to vote against you,				false

		5178						LN		199		15		false		15   but I have to tell you that it is the obligation of the				false

		5179						LN		199		16		false		16   companies to get it in, and we have only three choices				false

		5180						LN		199		17		false		17   by law.  We can either reject it outright or reduce it				false

		5181						LN		199		18		false		18   or approve it, and we've not approved any that came in				false

		5182						LN		199		19		false		19   late.  And early on, we decided that if it's a five-year				false

		5183						LN		199		20		false		20   renewal, we remove one year, it's a 20 percent				false

		5184						LN		199		21		false		21   reduction, meaning you'll get four years and not five.				false

		5185						LN		199		22		false		22                   And in fairness, regardless of what they				false

		5186						LN		199		23		false		23   would say, we really -- everybody's got a different				false

		5187						LN		199		24		false		24   story about why and how it happens, but to be				false

		5188						LN		199		25		false		25   consistent, I don't think we have any choice but to do				false

		5189						PG		200		0		false		page 200				false

		5190						LN		200		1		false		 1   that.				false

		5191						LN		200		2		false		 2               MR. MILLS:				false

		5192						LN		200		3		false		 3                   As I said, just fair and consistent, and				false

		5193						LN		200		4		false		 4   with 2,000 employees, I assure you, this is not my only				false

		5194						LN		200		5		false		 5   problem.				false

		5195						LN		200		6		false		 6               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5196						LN		200		7		false		 7                   I'll take that as a motion.				false

		5197						LN		200		8		false		 8               MR. CARMODY:				false

		5198						LN		200		9		false		 9                   I'll second the motion.				false

		5199						LN		200		10		false		10               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5200						LN		200		11		false		11                   Representative Carmody seconds.				false

		5201						LN		200		12		false		12                   Any further discussion?				false

		5202						LN		200		13		false		13               (No response.)				false

		5203						LN		200		14		false		14               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5204						LN		200		15		false		15                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		5205						LN		200		16		false		16               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		5206						LN		200		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5207						LN		200		18		false		18                   Motion carries.				false

		5208						LN		200		19		false		19               MR. ADLEY:				false

		5209						LN		200		20		false		20                   I am glad I told you to be sure and be				false

		5210						LN		200		21		false		21   here today.  I am glad.  It would have been a denial				false

		5211						LN		200		22		false		22   outright, so I'm glad you came.				false

		5212						LN		200		23		false		23               MR. MOMS:				false

		5213						LN		200		24		false		24                   There's a new day.				false

		5214						LN		200		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5215						PG		201		0		false		page 201				false

		5216						LN		201		1		false		 1                   Ms. Cheng.				false

		5217						LN		201		2		false		 2               MS. CHENG:				false

		5218						LN		201		3		false		 3                   We have 20140960, CARBO Ceramics, Inc.				false

		5219						LN		201		4		false		 4               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5220						LN		201		5		false		 5                   Is there a representative for CARBO				false

		5221						LN		201		6		false		 6   Ceramics?				false

		5222						LN		201		7		false		 7                   Please step forward and tell us why				false

		5223						LN		201		8		false		 8   you're late.				false

		5224						LN		201		9		false		 9               MS. TUCKER:				false

		5225						LN		201		10		false		10                   I'm Katie Tucker, CARBO Ceramics' tax				false

		5226						LN		201		11		false		11   manager.				false

		5227						LN		201		12		false		12                   So we kind of sat here and explained why				false

		5228						LN		201		13		false		13   we're late.  We actually requested renewal back in				false

		5229						LN		201		14		false		14   before, I think, June 8th, 2016, before all of this kind				false

		5230						LN		201		15		false		15   of went a different direction, but same excuse as				false

		5231						LN		201		16		false		16   everyone else.  It just slipped through the cracks.  We				false

		5232						LN		201		17		false		17   had, you know, personnel changes, and, also,				false

		5233						LN		201		18		false		18   historically, before all of the changes, when you did				false

		5234						LN		201		19		false		19   have a late renewal, it was just kind of automatically				false

		5235						LN		201		20		false		20   approved.  It wasn't considered different, I think.  So,				false

		5236						LN		201		21		false		21   I mean, we don't really have a good reason, but I will				false

		5237						LN		201		22		false		22   say it was before June 24th, 2015, and hopefully that				false

		5238						LN		201		23		false		23   would be considered.				false

		5239						LN		201		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5240						LN		201		25		false		25                   Mr. Adley.				false

		5241						PG		202		0		false		page 202				false

		5242						LN		202		1		false		 1               MR. ADLEY:				false

		5243						LN		202		2		false		 2                   I appreciate your honesty and it gains				false

		5244						LN		202		3		false		 3   you 80 percent being honest here today.				false

		5245						LN		202		4		false		 4               MS. TUCKER:				false

		5246						LN		202		5		false		 5                   It's been deferred many times because				false

		5247						LN		202		6		false		 6   the first time that I did come and explain, you know,				false

		5248						LN		202		7		false		 7   you guys had asked us to get local support, which we				false

		5249						LN		202		8		false		 8   have done for the most part.  We haven't really been				false

		5250						LN		202		9		false		 9   able to get in touch with the sheriff's office.  I				false

		5251						LN		202		10		false		10   believe they have kind of their hands full with some				false

		5252						LN		202		11		false		11   legal matters.				false

		5253						LN		202		12		false		12                   Mr. Windham has kind of been helpful in				false

		5254						LN		202		13		false		13   trying to help us contact them and get them, and it's				false

		5255						LN		202		14		false		14   been unsuccessful, but I will say the parish council				false

		5256						LN		202		15		false		15   approved the resolution to support all of our -- the				false

		5257						LN		202		16		false		16   continuation of all of our contracts knowing that we are				false

		5258						LN		202		17		false		17   in a downturn.  We have had some layoffs unfortunately.				false

		5259						LN		202		18		false		18   The school aboard also approved it at a 12-to-1 vote, so				false

		5260						LN		202		19		false		19   we do have local support for the most part.				false

		5261						LN		202		20		false		20               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5262						LN		202		21		false		21                   All right.  Thank you, Ms. Tucker.				false

		5263						LN		202		22		false		22                   Mr. Adley, I assume you are going to				false

		5264						LN		202		23		false		23   make a motion?				false

		5265						LN		202		24		false		24               MR. ADLEY:				false

		5266						LN		202		25		false		25                   Yes.  I think to be consistent, we				false

		5267						PG		203		0		false		page 203				false

		5268						LN		203		1		false		 1   reduce it by 20 percent, meaning one year, and receive				false

		5269						LN		203		2		false		 2   the ITEP for four.				false

		5270						LN		203		3		false		 3               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5271						LN		203		4		false		 4                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.				false

		5272						LN		203		5		false		 5                   Any further discussion?				false

		5273						LN		203		6		false		 6               (No response.)				false

		5274						LN		203		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5275						LN		203		8		false		 8                   All in favor, please vote with an "aye."				false

		5276						LN		203		9		false		 9               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		5277						LN		203		10		false		10               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5278						LN		203		11		false		11                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		5279						LN		203		12		false		12               (No response.)				false

		5280						LN		203		13		false		13               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5281						LN		203		14		false		14                   Motion carries.				false

		5282						LN		203		15		false		15               MS. TUCKER:				false

		5283						LN		203		16		false		16                   While I'm up here, I just wanted to ask,				false

		5284						LN		203		17		false		17   you know, again, months ago whenever we asked for just				false

		5285						LN		203		18		false		18   our contract continuations --				false

		5286						LN		203		19		false		19               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5287						LN		203		20		false		20                   We're going to do that all at once.				false

		5288						LN		203		21		false		21               MS. TUCKER:				false

		5289						LN		203		22		false		22                   I'm not sure I'm on there.				false

		5290						LN		203		23		false		23               MS. CHENG:				false

		5291						LN		203		24		false		24                   It's not on this one because they were				false

		5292						LN		203		25		false		25   not in the group from December that were asked to come				false

		5293						PG		204		0		false		page 204				false

		5294						LN		204		1		false		 1   back in April.  So the CARBO Ceramics contracts are not				false

		5295						LN		204		2		false		 2   on this agenda.				false

		5296						LN		204		3		false		 3               MS. TUCKER:				false

		5297						LN		204		4		false		 4                   Is that able to change or we're done				false

		5298						LN		204		5		false		 5   with CARBO for the day?				false

		5299						LN		204		6		false		 6               MS. CHENG:				false

		5300						LN		204		7		false		 7                   We're done.  We can add it to the June				false

		5301						LN		204		8		false		 8   agenda.				false

		5302						LN		204		9		false		 9               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5303						LN		204		10		false		10                   Yeah, let's do it in June.				false

		5304						LN		204		11		false		11               MS. TUCKER:				false

		5305						LN		204		12		false		12                   Okay.  No problem.  Thank you.				false

		5306						LN		204		13		false		13               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5307						LN		204		14		false		14                   Thank you.				false

		5308						LN		204		15		false		15                   Ms. Cheng.				false

		5309						LN		204		16		false		16               MS. CHENG:				false

		5310						LN		204		17		false		17                   20110338, General Electric Company.  The				false

		5311						LN		204		18		false		18   initial contract expired on 12/31/15 and late renewals				false

		5312						LN		204		19		false		19   requested on 8/25 of '16.				false

		5313						LN		204		20		false		20               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5314						LN		204		21		false		21                   Is there a representative from GE,				false

		5315						LN		204		22		false		22   General Electric?				false

		5316						LN		204		23		false		23               (No response.)				false

		5317						LN		204		24		false		24               MR. ADLEY:				false

		5318						LN		204		25		false		25                   Holy moly.				false

		5319						PG		205		0		false		page 205				false

		5320						LN		205		1		false		 1               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5321						LN		205		2		false		 2                   Wow.  All right.  Pleasure of the Board				false

		5322						LN		205		3		false		 3   is to defer?				false

		5323						LN		205		4		false		 4               MR. MILLER:				false

		5324						LN		205		5		false		 5                   Is this their first time up or the				false

		5325						LN		205		6		false		 6   second?				false

		5326						LN		205		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5327						LN		205		8		false		 8                   Is this their first time?				false

		5328						LN		205		9		false		 9               MS. CHENG:				false

		5329						LN		205		10		false		10                   I believe it was up one time and they				false

		5330						LN		205		11		false		11   requested to defer it.				false

		5331						LN		205		12		false		12               MR. ADLEY:				false

		5332						LN		205		13		false		13                   Did you say it's General Electric?				false

		5333						LN		205		14		false		14               MS. CHENG:				false

		5334						LN		205		15		false		15                   Yes, sir.				false

		5335						LN		205		16		false		16               MR. ADLEY:				false

		5336						LN		205		17		false		17                   Fellows, ladies, clearly there are				false

		5337						LN		205		18		false		18   enough employees in that facility to have somebody here				false

		5338						LN		205		19		false		19   if it was that important to them.				false

		5339						LN		205		20		false		20                   I'm going to move to deny.  I mean,				false

		5340						LN		205		21		false		21   sooner or later you have to do that.				false

		5341						LN		205		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5342						LN		205		23		false		23                   Is there a second?				false

		5343						LN		205		24		false		24                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.  Moved by				false

		5344						LN		205		25		false		25   Mr. Adley.				false

		5345						PG		206		0		false		page 206				false

		5346						LN		206		1		false		 1                   Any discussion on the denial of General				false

		5347						LN		206		2		false		 2   Electric's renewal?				false

		5348						LN		206		3		false		 3               (No response.)				false

		5349						LN		206		4		false		 4               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5350						LN		206		5		false		 5                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		5351						LN		206		6		false		 6               (Several members respond "aye.)				false

		5352						LN		206		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5353						LN		206		8		false		 8                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		5354						LN		206		9		false		 9               (No response.)				false

		5355						LN		206		10		false		10               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5356						LN		206		11		false		11                   Motion carries.				false

		5357						LN		206		12		false		12               MS. CHENG:				false

		5358						LN		206		13		false		13                   20110529, Southern Recycling in Orleans				false

		5359						LN		206		14		false		14   Parish.  Initial contract expired on 7/31 of '16.  Late				false

		5360						LN		206		15		false		15   renewal was requested 12/29 of '16.				false

		5361						LN		206		16		false		16               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5362						LN		206		17		false		17                   Representative -- yes.  Please step				false

		5363						LN		206		18		false		18   forward and identify yourself.				false

		5364						LN		206		19		false		19               MR. LEONARD:				false

		5365						LN		206		20		false		20                   Jimmy Leonard with Advantous Consulting.				false

		5366						LN		206		21		false		21               MR. DIEFENTHAL:				false

		5367						LN		206		22		false		22                   Eddie Diefenthal with Southern				false

		5368						LN		206		23		false		23   Recycling.				false

		5369						LN		206		24		false		24               MR. LEONARD:				false

		5370						LN		206		25		false		25                   We had five locations approved many				false

		5371						PG		207		0		false		page 207				false

		5372						LN		207		1		false		 1   years ago for the exemption.  All five of those				false

		5373						LN		207		2		false		 2   locations got entered into the deadline.  They were				false

		5374						LN		207		3		false		 3   faced with the same deadline of this coming up the last				false

		5375						LN		207		4		false		 4   December.  It was not until we started processing those				false

		5376						LN		207		5		false		 5   locations that the erroneous deadline date for the				false

		5377						LN		207		6		false		 6   Orleans Parish application got entered in.  Orleans				false

		5378						LN		207		7		false		 7   Parish is the one parish of the state that has a				false

		5379						LN		207		8		false		 8   different deadline from all of the exemption				false

		5380						LN		207		9		false		 9   applications, and as you can see, it was filed along				false

		5381						LN		207		10		false		10   with all of the other renewals, so it was -- what				false

		5382						LN		207		11		false		11   brought us here today was a misstep in our tax calendar.				false

		5383						LN		207		12		false		12               MR. ADLEY:				false

		5384						LN		207		13		false		13                   So it's reduced, it will only be reduced				false

		5385						LN		207		14		false		14   under the one parish?				false

		5386						LN		207		15		false		15               MS. CHENG:				false

		5387						LN		207		16		false		16                   Yes.				false

		5388						LN		207		17		false		17               MR. ADLEY:				false

		5389						LN		207		18		false		18                   All of the others will be at 100				false

		5390						LN		207		19		false		19   percent?				false

		5391						LN		207		20		false		20               MR. LEONARD:				false

		5392						LN		207		21		false		21                   Yes.  All of the other locations were				false

		5393						LN		207		22		false		22   filed timely in December.				false

		5394						LN		207		23		false		23               MR. ADLEY:				false

		5395						LN		207		24		false		24                   Then I would make the same motion for				false

		5396						LN		207		25		false		25   the one that was late.				false

		5397						PG		208		0		false		page 208				false

		5398						LN		208		1		false		 1               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5399						LN		208		2		false		 2                   Motion made by Mr. Adley; seconded by				false

		5400						LN		208		3		false		 3   Major Coleman.				false

		5401						LN		208		4		false		 4                   Any further discussion on Southern				false

		5402						LN		208		5		false		 5   Recycling?				false

		5403						LN		208		6		false		 6               (No response.)				false

		5404						LN		208		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5405						LN		208		8		false		 8                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		5406						LN		208		9		false		 9               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		5407						LN		208		10		false		10               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5408						LN		208		11		false		11                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		5409						LN		208		12		false		12               (No response.)				false

		5410						LN		208		13		false		13               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5411						LN		208		14		false		14                   Motion carries.				false

		5412						LN		208		15		false		15               MS. CHENG:				false

		5413						LN		208		16		false		16                   I have 10 changes in name.  This is for				false

		5414						LN		208		17		false		17   Hunt Forest Products, Inc. for contracts 20090342,				false

		5415						LN		208		18		false		18   20100314, 20110273, 20120364, 20130873, 20140314 and				false

		5416						LN		208		19		false		19   20150381.  This is in Grant Parish.  They're changing				false

		5417						LN		208		20		false		20   their name to Hunt Forest Products, LLC.				false

		5418						LN		208		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5419						LN		208		22		false		22                   Is there a motion to approve the name				false

		5420						LN		208		23		false		23   change?				false

		5421						LN		208		24		false		24                   Made by Representative Carmody; seconded				false

		5422						LN		208		25		false		25   by Mr. Williams.				false

		5423						PG		209		0		false		page 209				false

		5424						LN		209		1		false		 1                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		5425						LN		209		2		false		 2               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		5426						LN		209		3		false		 3               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5427						LN		209		4		false		 4                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		5428						LN		209		5		false		 5               (No response.)				false

		5429						LN		209		6		false		 6               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5430						LN		209		7		false		 7                   Motion carries.				false

		5431						LN		209		8		false		 8               MS. CHENG:				false

		5432						LN		209		9		false		 9                   We have Hunt Forest Products, Inc.,				false

		5433						LN		209		10		false		10   Contracts 20100393, 20130874, 20150481 in LaSalle				false

		5434						LN		209		11		false		11   Parish.  They're changing their name to Hunt Forest				false

		5435						LN		209		12		false		12   Products, LLC.				false

		5436						LN		209		13		false		13               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5437						LN		209		14		false		14                   Motion made by Representative Carmody;				false

		5438						LN		209		15		false		15   seconded by Mr. Miller.				false

		5439						LN		209		16		false		16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		5440						LN		209		17		false		17               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		5441						LN		209		18		false		18               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5442						LN		209		19		false		19                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		5443						LN		209		20		false		20               (No response.)				false

		5444						LN		209		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5445						LN		209		22		false		22                   Motion carries.				false

		5446						LN		209		23		false		23               MS. CHENG:				false

		5447						LN		209		24		false		24                   I have five transfers of Tax Exemption				false

		5448						LN		209		25		false		25   contracts:  Nestle Health Sciences-Pamlab, Inc. in Caddo				false

		5449						PG		210		0		false		page 210				false

		5450						LN		210		1		false		 1   Parish, 20120609, 20130503, 20140600, 20150395 and				false

		5451						LN		210		2		false		 2   20161224.  They're being transferred to ALFASIGMA USA,				false

		5452						LN		210		3		false		 3   Inc.				false

		5453						LN		210		4		false		 4               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5454						LN		210		5		false		 5                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by				false

		5455						LN		210		6		false		 6   Mr. Fajardo.				false

		5456						LN		210		7		false		 7                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		5457						LN		210		8		false		 8               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		5458						LN		210		9		false		 9               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5459						LN		210		10		false		10                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		5460						LN		210		11		false		11               (No response.)				false

		5461						LN		210		12		false		12               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5462						LN		210		13		false		13                   Motion carries.				false

		5463						LN		210		14		false		14               MS. CHENG:				false

		5464						LN		210		15		false		15                   I have 15 contract cancelations.  I have				false

		5465						LN		210		16		false		16   a correction to make on this first one, Entergy New				false

		5466						LN		210		17		false		17   Orleans, Inc.-Michoud is not in Caddo Parish.  It's in				false

		5467						LN		210		18		false		18   Orleans Parish.  And they're requesting to cancel all of				false

		5468						LN		210		19		false		19   their active contracts because the facility is no longer				false

		5469						LN		210		20		false		20   operational.				false

		5470						LN		210		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5471						LN		210		22		false		22                   So we'll take that motion in globo to				false

		5472						LN		210		23		false		23   cancel all of their active contacts in the Orleans				false

		5473						LN		210		24		false		24   facility.				false

		5474						LN		210		25		false		25                   Is there are a motion?				false

		5475						PG		211		0		false		page 211				false

		5476						LN		211		1		false		 1                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by				false

		5477						LN		211		2		false		 2   Mayor Brasseaux.				false

		5478						LN		211		3		false		 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		5479						LN		211		4		false		 4               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		5480						LN		211		5		false		 5               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5481						LN		211		6		false		 6                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		5482						LN		211		7		false		 7               (No response.)				false

		5483						LN		211		8		false		 8               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5484						LN		211		9		false		 9                   Motion carries.				false

		5485						LN		211		10		false		10               MS. CHENG:				false

		5486						LN		211		11		false		11                   Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.,				false

		5487						LN		211		12		false		12   20080132 and 20080878 in Vermilion Parish.  The facility				false

		5488						LN		211		13		false		13   was closed.  The company requests cancelation.				false

		5489						LN		211		14		false		14               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5490						LN		211		15		false		15                   Cancelation motion by Major Coleman;				false

		5491						LN		211		16		false		16   seconded by Ms. Malone.				false

		5492						LN		211		17		false		17                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		5493						LN		211		18		false		18               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		5494						LN		211		19		false		19               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5495						LN		211		20		false		20                   All oppose with a "nay."				false

		5496						LN		211		21		false		21               (No response.)				false

		5497						LN		211		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5498						LN		211		23		false		23                   Motion carries.				false

		5499						LN		211		24		false		24               MS. CHENG:				false

		5500						LN		211		25		false		25                   I have 14 special requests.  These are				false

		5501						PG		212		0		false		page 212				false

		5502						LN		212		1		false		 1   the contract continuations that were brought before				false

		5503						LN		212		2		false		 2   y'all in December and they were asked to go to their				false

		5504						LN		212		3		false		 3   local governing authorities to receive approval for				false

		5505						LN		212		4		false		 4   these contracts to be continued as they're currently				false

		5506						LN		212		5		false		 5   idle.				false

		5507						LN		212		6		false		 6               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5508						LN		212		7		false		 7                   And I believe we have representation for				false

		5509						LN		212		8		false		 8   Halliburton.				false

		5510						LN		212		9		false		 9                   Please step forward.				false

		5511						LN		212		10		false		10                   As you guys will -- guys and ladies will				false

		5512						LN		212		11		false		11   remember, this was the idle facility that needed to get				false

		5513						LN		212		12		false		12   the local support from their local bodies being the				false

		5514						LN		212		13		false		13   police jury, the sheriff's office or the school board so				false

		5515						LN		212		14		false		14   that the continuation of exemption can exist during this				false

		5516						LN		212		15		false		15   economic downturn that we have in these areas.				false

		5517						LN		212		16		false		16                   So please identify yourself.				false

		5518						LN		212		17		false		17               MR. LEBLEU:				false

		5519						LN		212		18		false		18                   Mr. Chairman, members of the Board, my				false

		5520						LN		212		19		false		19   name is Doug Lebleu.  I'm representing Halliburton on				false

		5521						LN		212		20		false		20   these idle facility requests.  I think we should just				false

		5522						LN		212		21		false		21   start with Bossier.  I mean, I have three parishes.				false

		5523						LN		212		22		false		22                   We do not have today what you requested.				false

		5524						LN		212		23		false		23   You requested a letter from the sheriff's office				false

		5525						LN		212		24		false		24   supporting the continuation, a resolution from the				false

		5526						LN		212		25		false		25   school board and a resolution from the police jury.				false

		5527						PG		213		0		false		page 213				false

		5528						LN		213		1		false		 1                   We began discussions with these entities				false

		5529						LN		213		2		false		 2   in January.  I think we were on a pretty good track to				false

		5530						LN		213		3		false		 3   the point where on April the 6th I traveled to Bossier				false

		5531						LN		213		4		false		 4   from Baton Rouge to answer questions and concerns of the				false

		5532						LN		213		5		false		 5   school board.  They had a finance committee on April 6th				false

		5533						LN		213		6		false		 6   followed by a board meeting where I believe they were				false

		5534						LN		213		7		false		 7   going to vote an recommendation to the finance committee				false

		5535						LN		213		8		false		 8   to approve of this continuation.  About five minutes				false

		5536						LN		213		9		false		 9   before the meeting started, the attorney for the school				false

		5537						LN		213		10		false		10   board came up, introduced himself to me and informed me				false

		5538						LN		213		11		false		11   that the agenda item was being pulled for consideration.				false

		5539						LN		213		12		false		12   And when I ask why, he told me there seemed to be				false

		5540						LN		213		13		false		13   confusion as to whether LED was actually -- or the Board				false

		5541						LN		213		14		false		14   of Commerce & Industry was actually requiring this				false

		5542						LN		213		15		false		15   particular resolution.				false

		5543						LN		213		16		false		16                   At that point, I didn't have a whole lot				false

		5544						LN		213		17		false		17   of credibility with them other than to simply say I'm				false

		5545						LN		213		18		false		18   here at the direction of the board.  The folks at the				false

		5546						LN		213		19		false		19   department have a different interpretation of what I				false

		5547						LN		213		20		false		20   had, so that was their side of the story.  And I'm glad				false

		5548						LN		213		21		false		21   Kristen's here because Kristen received a phone call				false

		5549						LN		213		22		false		22   right prior to that meeting from the local economic				false

		5550						LN		213		23		false		23   development official with a completely different				false

		5551						LN		213		24		false		24   question.  It didn't have anything to do with the				false

		5552						LN		213		25		false		25   continuation.				false

		5553						PG		214		0		false		page 214				false

		5554						LN		214		1		false		 1                   As you know, this request that you made				false

		5555						LN		214		2		false		 2   was not in the rules.  It was made to be in the support				false

		5556						LN		214		3		false		 3   of what the Governor is attempting to accomplish here				false

		5557						LN		214		4		false		 4   and that us get local involvement in the process.				false

		5558						LN		214		5		false		 5                   Subsequent to that, we have not been				false

		5559						LN		214		6		false		 6   rescheduled on the school board.  At this point, I				false

		5560						LN		214		7		false		 7   really have to thank Chairman Windham, who has been				false

		5561						LN		214		8		false		 8   involved in this process, not as an advocate for				false

		5562						LN		214		9		false		 9   Halliburton, but as one who has picked up the phone and				false

		5563						LN		214		10		false		10   called officials to explain to them what the intent of				false

		5564						LN		214		11		false		11   the Board is what can he do to move the process along.				false

		5565						LN		214		12		false		12   We have a deadline of April 26th.  In fact, last week he				false

		5566						LN		214		13		false		13   had discussions with Mr. Bill Altimus, that's who the				false

		5567						LN		214		14		false		14   parish school board --				false

		5568						LN		214		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5569						LN		214		16		false		16                   Let me interrupt you right there.				false

		5570						LN		214		17		false		17   He's -- the police jury did send me a letter that I was				false

		5571						LN		214		18		false		18   unable to print out and it basically asks for a				false

		5572						LN		214		19		false		19   continuation.  It says, "Dear, sir," per me.  I called				false

		5573						LN		214		20		false		20   all of these parishes and all of these entities.  "May				false

		5574						LN		214		21		false		21   4th, '17, May 4, 2017 meeting, the Bossier Parish Police				false

		5575						LN		214		22		false		22   Jury will have an item on its agenda to discuss the				false

		5576						LN		214		23		false		23   continuation of Halliburton Industry Services Industrial				false

		5577						LN		214		24		false		24   Exemption Contracts Numbers 24 and 24A for one				false

		5578						LN		214		25		false		25   additional year.  This date is the first available date				false

		5579						PG		215		0		false		page 215				false

		5580						LN		215		1		false		 1   for the police jury to meet and take any official action				false

		5581						LN		215		2		false		 2   on this matter.  I apologize for any inconvenience this				false

		5582						LN		215		3		false		 3   may cause.  If you have any questions or need any				false

		5583						LN		215		4		false		 4   information, please let me know."				false

		5584						LN		215		5		false		 5                   So we can defer again?				false

		5585						LN		215		6		false		 6               MR. LEBLEU:				false

		5586						LN		215		7		false		 7                   Mr. Chairman, that's what we would like				false

		5587						LN		215		8		false		 8   to request, another deferment for two more months to see				false

		5588						LN		215		9		false		 9   if we can wrap this process up, and we would really				false

		5589						LN		215		10		false		10   appreciate your consideration for this.				false

		5590						LN		215		11		false		11               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5591						LN		215		12		false		12                   And that's just the Bossier because the				false

		5592						LN		215		13		false		13   other ones came through.  I think we got something from				false

		5593						LN		215		14		false		14   them.				false

		5594						LN		215		15		false		15               MR. LEBLEU:				false

		5595						LN		215		16		false		16                   We have everything done with them.				false

		5596						LN		215		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5597						LN		215		18		false		18                   So there's been a motion by				false

		5598						LN		215		19		false		19   Representative Carmody; seconded by Dr. Wilson to defer				false

		5599						LN		215		20		false		20   that one till the next board meeting to get those				false

		5600						LN		215		21		false		21   letters of support.				false

		5601						LN		215		22		false		22               MR. LEBLEU:				false

		5602						LN		215		23		false		23                   Thank you very much.				false

		5603						LN		215		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5604						LN		215		25		false		25                   Is there any discussion?				false

		5605						PG		216		0		false		page 216				false

		5606						LN		216		1		false		 1               (No response.)				false

		5607						LN		216		2		false		 2               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5608						LN		216		3		false		 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		5609						LN		216		4		false		 4               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		5610						LN		216		5		false		 5               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5611						LN		216		6		false		 6                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		5612						LN		216		7		false		 7               (No response.)				false

		5613						LN		216		8		false		 8               MR. LEBLEU:				false

		5614						LN		216		9		false		 9                   Cameron Parish, we have everything from				false

		5615						LN		216		10		false		10   Cameron Parish that the Board required, and Ms. Cheng				false

		5616						LN		216		11		false		11   has a copy of the resolutions and the letter from the				false

		5617						LN		216		12		false		12   sheriff.				false

		5618						LN		216		13		false		13                   The third one, Plaquemines Parish --				false

		5619						LN		216		14		false		14               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5620						LN		216		15		false		15                   All right.  Let's take care of the				false

		5621						LN		216		16		false		16   second one then.				false

		5622						LN		216		17		false		17               MR. LEBLEU:				false

		5623						LN		216		18		false		18                   I'm sorry.				false

		5624						LN		216		19		false		19               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5625						LN		216		20		false		20                   For the second one, you have all of the				false

		5626						LN		216		21		false		21   information, Ms. Cheng?				false

		5627						LN		216		22		false		22               MS. CHENG:				false

		5628						LN		216		23		false		23                   I do have it.				false

		5629						LN		216		24		false		24               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5630						LN		216		25		false		25                   And it's all in support?				false

		5631						PG		217		0		false		page 217				false

		5632						LN		217		1		false		 1               MS. CHENG:				false

		5633						LN		217		2		false		 2                   Yes.				false

		5634						LN		217		3		false		 3               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5635						LN		217		4		false		 4                   Is there a motion to allow the				false

		5636						LN		217		5		false		 5   continuation for the Cameron Parish contracts?				false

		5637						LN		217		6		false		 6                   Made by Ms. Millie; seconded by Mr.				false

		5638						LN		217		7		false		 7   Coleman.				false

		5639						LN		217		8		false		 8                        All in favor -- any further				false

		5640						LN		217		9		false		 9   discussion on that one?				false

		5641						LN		217		10		false		10                   (No response.)				false

		5642						LN		217		11		false		11               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5643						LN		217		12		false		12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		5644						LN		217		13		false		13               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		5645						LN		217		14		false		14               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5646						LN		217		15		false		15                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		5647						LN		217		16		false		16               (No response.)				false

		5648						LN		217		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5649						LN		217		18		false		18                   That continuation is approved.				false

		5650						LN		217		19		false		19               MR. LEBLEU:				false

		5651						LN		217		20		false		20                   Thank you very much.				false

		5652						LN		217		21		false		21                   Item number three for us is Plaquemines				false

		5653						LN		217		22		false		22   Parish.  Again, we began discussions with Plaquemines				false

		5654						LN		217		23		false		23   Parish officials back in the middle of January.  My				false

		5655						LN		217		24		false		24   initial discussions were with the attorney for the				false

		5656						LN		217		25		false		25   sheriff's office.  He informed me that there was going				false

		5657						PG		218		0		false		page 218				false

		5658						LN		218		1		false		 1   to be a meeting between the school board, the police				false

		5659						LN		218		2		false		 2   jury and the sheriff's office to discuss this issue.				false

		5660						LN		218		3		false		 3   That meeting occurred.  They had a second meeting where				false

		5661						LN		218		4		false		 4   they asked a member of LED staff to come in and explain				false

		5662						LN		218		5		false		 5   exactly what was being required and what the				false

		5663						LN		218		6		false		 6   implications were.  Then there was a third meeting on				false

		5664						LN		218		7		false		 7   March 31st with that same group where I traveled to				false

		5665						LN		218		8		false		 8   Belle Chasse, met with that group and answered their				false

		5666						LN		218		9		false		 9   questions.				false

		5667						LN		218		10		false		10                   We have not heard anything from any of				false

		5668						LN		218		11		false		11   these entities since March 30th.  I spoke with				false

		5669						LN		218		12		false		12   Representative Chris Leopold on Monday, and, again, I				false

		5670						LN		218		13		false		13   can't tell you Chris Leopold, Representative Leopold, is				false

		5671						LN		218		14		false		14   for this issue, but he's advocating the decision be				false

		5672						LN		218		15		false		15   made.  So I know he's making the phone calls to try to				false

		5673						LN		218		16		false		16   move the process along.  So we would request				false

		5674						LN		218		17		false		17   consideration as we did for Bossier on this one, also,				false

		5675						LN		218		18		false		18   for another two months to see if we can wrap the process				false

		5676						LN		218		19		false		19   up.				false

		5677						LN		218		20		false		20               MR. COLEMAN:				false

		5678						LN		218		21		false		21                   Make a motion.				false

		5679						LN		218		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5680						LN		218		23		false		23                   Motion has been made by Mr. Coleman to				false

		5681						LN		218		24		false		24   defer for one more board meeting, two months; seconded				false

		5682						LN		218		25		false		25   by Dr. Wilson.				false

		5683						PG		219		0		false		page 219				false

		5684						LN		219		1		false		 1                   Any further discussion on this one?				false

		5685						LN		219		2		false		 2                   Representative Carmody.				false

		5686						LN		219		3		false		 3               MR. CARMODY:				false

		5687						LN		219		4		false		 4                   Affirmation that Representative Leopold				false

		5688						LN		219		5		false		 5   approached me and said that there was an effort on his				false

		5689						LN		219		6		false		 6   part to try to get resolution for this, and he did ask				false

		5690						LN		219		7		false		 7   for consideration for deferment today.				false

		5691						LN		219		8		false		 8               MR. LEBLEU:				false

		5692						LN		219		9		false		 9                   Thank you very much.				false

		5693						LN		219		10		false		10               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5694						LN		219		11		false		11                   All right.  Thank you.				false

		5695						LN		219		12		false		12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		5696						LN		219		13		false		13               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		5697						LN		219		14		false		14               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5698						LN		219		15		false		15                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		5699						LN		219		16		false		16               (No response.)				false

		5700						LN		219		17		false		17               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5701						LN		219		18		false		18                   Motion carries.				false

		5702						LN		219		19		false		19               MR. LEBLEU:				false

		5703						LN		219		20		false		20                   Thank you very much.				false

		5704						LN		219		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5705						LN		219		22		false		22                   Thank you, Mr. Lebleu.				false

		5706						LN		219		23		false		23                   I think that's going to be one of the				false

		5707						LN		219		24		false		24   changes these rules move forward is getting some of				false

		5708						LN		219		25		false		25   these bodies because I know personally I called Altimus				false

		5709						PG		220		0		false		page 220				false

		5710						LN		220		1		false		 1   one, two, three times and sent him three or four				false

		5711						LN		220		2		false		 2   e-mails, you know, just describing it.  I sent him				false

		5712						LN		220		3		false		 3   copies of the minutes showing what we had asked so that,				false

		5713						LN		220		4		false		 4   you know, as Doug said, what it required.  Well, no.  It				false

		5714						LN		220		5		false		 5   was requested for one of your companies here, and if you				false

		5715						LN		220		6		false		 6   want to support them, then we need something, and that's				false

		5716						LN		220		7		false		 7   all we needed.				false

		5717						LN		220		8		false		 8               MR. LEBLEU:				false

		5718						LN		220		9		false		 9                   You know, if I could make one comment.				false

		5719						LN		220		10		false		10   I had a little discussion yesterday with Deputy Miller				false

		5720						LN		220		11		false		11   at the sheriff's office in Bossier, and everyone is				false

		5721						LN		220		12		false		12   taking this process very seriously because, you know,				false

		5722						LN		220		13		false		13   it's coming home to roost they may lose revenues here,				false

		5723						LN		220		14		false		14   so everyone's thinking very, very seriously.  As he				false

		5724						LN		220		15		false		15   explained to me, he said, "Doug, you know, we don't have				false

		5725						LN		220		16		false		16   to think just about this issue and this project.  We're				false

		5726						LN		220		17		false		17   setting a precedent here.  We've got to ask the right				false

		5727						LN		220		18		false		18   questions.  We've got to make the right decisions."				false

		5728						LN		220		19		false		19                   So, Secretary Pierson, as you had				false

		5729						LN		220		20		false		20   indicated, we are going through a learning curve here,				false

		5730						LN		220		21		false		21   and I know you're -- the problem is going to be				false

		5731						LN		220		22		false		22   providing direction and how the steps might go, the				false

		5732						LN		220		23		false		23   considerations that might be made, but it's been an				false

		5733						LN		220		24		false		24   interesting process.  I've got to meet a lot of great				false

		5734						LN		220		25		false		25   people.  I admire the locals and the incent and due				false

		5735						PG		221		0		false		page 221				false

		5736						LN		221		1		false		 1   diligence they're doing on these.  So thank you.				false

		5737						LN		221		2		false		 2               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5738						LN		221		3		false		 3                   Thank you, Mr. Lebleu.				false

		5739						LN		221		4		false		 4               MS. CHENG:				false

		5740						LN		221		5		false		 5                   M-I SWACO, Contract 060022 in Cameron				false

		5741						LN		221		6		false		 6   Parish.				false

		5742						LN		221		7		false		 7               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5743						LN		221		8		false		 8                   Please identify yourself.				false

		5744						LN		221		9		false		 9               MR. MURPHY:				false

		5745						LN		221		10		false		10                   Richard Murphy, Duff & Phelps,				false

		5746						LN		221		11		false		11   representing M-I SWACO.				false

		5747						LN		221		12		false		12                   At the last April meeting, y'all asked				false

		5748						LN		221		13		false		13   for the three resolutions and the letter, and I do have				false

		5749						LN		221		14		false		14   those.  I've asked for photocopies of each.  We got that				false

		5750						LN		221		15		false		15   e-mail last night.				false

		5751						LN		221		16		false		16               MS. CHENG:				false

		5752						LN		221		17		false		17                   If y'all want to see them, I can make				false

		5753						LN		221		18		false		18   copies.				false

		5754						LN		221		19		false		19               MR. MURPHY:				false

		5755						LN		221		20		false		20                   We have the letters and the resolution.				false

		5756						LN		221		21		false		21               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5757						LN		221		22		false		22                   You'll verify them?				false

		5758						LN		221		23		false		23               MS. CHENG:				false

		5759						LN		221		24		false		24                   I do have them.				false

		5760						LN		221		25		false		25               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5761						PG		222		0		false		page 222				false

		5762						LN		222		1		false		 1                   You do?  They're all good?				false

		5763						LN		222		2		false		 2               MS. CHENG:				false

		5764						LN		222		3		false		 3                   Yes.				false

		5765						LN		222		4		false		 4               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5766						LN		222		5		false		 5                   Is there a motion to approve the				false

		5767						LN		222		6		false		 6   continuation of M-I SWACO?				false

		5768						LN		222		7		false		 7                   Made by Mr. Miller; seconded by				false

		5769						LN		222		8		false		 8   Mr. Ricky.				false

		5770						LN		222		9		false		 9                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		5771						LN		222		10		false		10               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		5772						LN		222		11		false		11               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5773						LN		222		12		false		12                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		5774						LN		222		13		false		13               (No response.)				false

		5775						LN		222		14		false		14               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5776						LN		222		15		false		15                   Motion carries.				false

		5777						LN		222		16		false		16               MR. MURPHY:				false

		5778						LN		222		17		false		17                   Thank you.				false

		5779						LN		222		18		false		18               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5780						LN		222		19		false		19                   Thank you, Richard.				false

		5781						LN		222		20		false		20               MS. CHENG:				false

		5782						LN		222		21		false		21                   Now, we have Quality Iron Fabricators,				false

		5783						LN		222		22		false		22   Inc. in Livingston Parish.				false

		5784						LN		222		23		false		23               MR. LEONARD:				false

		5785						LN		222		24		false		24                   Thanks to the help of David Bennett and				false

		5786						LN		222		25		false		25   the Livingston Economic Development Council, we also				false

		5787						PG		223		0		false		page 223				false

		5788						LN		223		1		false		 1   appear before you today with the necessary resolutions				false

		5789						LN		223		2		false		 2   and letter from the sheriff's office.  We were able to				false

		5790						LN		223		3		false		 3   get support from all of the requisite parts.				false

		5791						LN		223		4		false		 4               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5792						LN		223		5		false		 5                   Great job.				false

		5793						LN		223		6		false		 6                   Please identify yourself.				false

		5794						LN		223		7		false		 7               MR. BENNETT:				false

		5795						LN		223		8		false		 8                   David Bennett, President of the				false

		5796						LN		223		9		false		 9   Livingston Economic Development Council.				false

		5797						LN		223		10		false		10               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5798						LN		223		11		false		11                   All right.  Is there a motion to approve				false

		5799						LN		223		12		false		12   for continuation?				false

		5800						LN		223		13		false		13               MR. COLEMAN:				false

		5801						LN		223		14		false		14                   I so move, sir.				false

		5802						LN		223		15		false		15               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5803						LN		223		16		false		16                   Motion is made by Mr. Coleman; seconded				false

		5804						LN		223		17		false		17   by Millie Atkins.				false

		5805						LN		223		18		false		18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."				false

		5806						LN		223		19		false		19               (Several members respond "aye.")				false

		5807						LN		223		20		false		20               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5808						LN		223		21		false		21                   All opposed with a "nay."				false

		5809						LN		223		22		false		22               (No response.)				false

		5810						LN		223		23		false		23               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5811						LN		223		24		false		24                   Motion carries.  Thank you.				false

		5812						LN		223		25		false		25               MS. CHENG:				false

		5813						PG		224		0		false		page 224				false

		5814						LN		224		1		false		 1                   This concludes the Industrial Tax				false

		5815						LN		224		2		false		 2   Exemption portion of the agenda.				false

		5816						LN		224		3		false		 3               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5817						LN		224		4		false		 4                   All right.  Next on the agenda is				false

		5818						LN		224		5		false		 5   Consideration of Public Comments on ITEP Program Rules				false

		5819						LN		224		6		false		 6   from the March '17 Potpourri.				false

		5820						LN		224		7		false		 7               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		5821						LN		224		8		false		 8                   Good afternoon.				false

		5822						LN		224		9		false		 9               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5823						LN		224		10		false		10                   Please identify yourself.				false

		5824						LN		224		11		false		11               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		5825						LN		224		12		false		12                   Danielle Clapinski, Staff Attorney at				false

		5826						LN		224		13		false		13   LED.				false

		5827						LN		224		14		false		14                   I'm sure all of you remember we met in				false

		5828						LN		224		15		false		15   February and y'all approved some additional substantive				false

		5829						LN		224		16		false		16   changes to the rules.  Those substantive changes were				false

		5830						LN		224		17		false		17   published as Potpourri in the March 2017 Edition of the				false

		5831						LN		224		18		false		18   Louisiana Register.  That also necessitated additional				false

		5832						LN		224		19		false		19   public hearing and an additional public comment period.				false

		5833						LN		224		20		false		20   That was public hearing was held last Thursday.  I				false

		5834						LN		224		21		false		21   believe y'all received an e-mail Monday afternoon with a				false

		5835						LN		224		22		false		22   copy of the Potpourri with the -- I'm sorry -- the				false

		5836						LN		224		23		false		23   public comments received as well as LED's recommendation				false

		5837						LN		224		24		false		24   to approve or not approve based upon the public				false

		5838						LN		224		25		false		25   comments.				false

		5839						PG		225		0		false		page 225				false

		5840						LN		225		1		false		 1                   I don't know how in depth you guys want				false

		5841						LN		225		2		false		 2   me to go, comment by comment, or...				false

		5842						LN		225		3		false		 3               MR. ADLEY:				false

		5843						LN		225		4		false		 4                   It would really just be helpful if we				false

		5844						LN		225		5		false		 5   heard whatever you heard because I think there were like				false

		5845						LN		225		6		false		 6   three or four minor changes.				false

		5846						LN		225		7		false		 7               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		5847						LN		225		8		false		 8                   There were, I think, a total of five				false

		5848						LN		225		9		false		 9   specific concerns addressed, and of those five, LED				false

		5849						LN		225		10		false		10   recommends making changes based upon two of those				false

		5850						LN		225		11		false		11   comments.				false

		5851						LN		225		12		false		12               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5852						LN		225		13		false		13                   Secretary Pierson.				false

		5853						LN		225		14		false		14               SECRETARY PIERSON:				false

		5854						LN		225		15		false		15                   Please outline, just so there's				false

		5855						LN		225		16		false		16   understanding in the record, the difference between a				false

		5856						LN		225		17		false		17   substantive change and these, well, non-substantive or				false

		5857						LN		225		18		false		18   tweaks or whatever.  I think it's important that				false

		5858						LN		225		19		false		19   everyone understands that there's a boundary that we				false

		5859						LN		225		20		false		20   can't change major things, but we can align better for				false

		5860						LN		225		21		false		21   more efficiency.				false

		5861						LN		225		22		false		22               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		5862						LN		225		23		false		23                   Sure.  So I have spoken to the Louisiana				false

		5863						LN		225		24		false		24   Register on a couple of the comments that we recommend				false

		5864						LN		225		25		false		25   changes on.  They have deemed those changes				false

		5865						PG		226		0		false		page 226				false

		5866						LN		226		1		false		 1   non-substantive.  That's because those changes are				false

		5867						LN		226		2		false		 2   clarify or they don't change the intent or the action or				false

		5868						LN		226		3		false		 3   what anyone has to do.				false

		5869						LN		226		4		false		 4                   Some of the other suggested comments or				false

		5870						LN		226		5		false		 5   suggested changes would be considered substantive				false

		5871						LN		226		6		false		 6   changes.  For purposes of rule promulgation purposes, a				false

		5872						LN		226		7		false		 7   non-substantive change, the next step for us is they are				false

		5873						LN		226		8		false		 8   approved and only non-substantive changes are approved,				false

		5874						LN		226		9		false		 9   an oversight committee report would be sent to the House				false

		5875						LN		226		10		false		10   and Senate Commerce committees where they would have a				false

		5876						LN		226		11		false		11   30-day period to call their own hearing on the rules,				false

		5877						LN		226		12		false		12   and at that point in time, they either approve or				false

		5878						LN		226		13		false		13   disapprove the rules.  If they choose not to call a				false

		5879						LN		226		14		false		14   hearing during that 30-day period, we can pro/SWAED file				false

		5880						LN		226		15		false		15   promulgation.				false

		5881						LN		226		16		false		16                   If the Board decides to make any further				false

		5882						LN		226		17		false		17   substantive changes to the rules, that will require us				false

		5883						LN		226		18		false		18   to publish another Potpourri and have another public				false

		5884						LN		226		19		false		19   hearing period and another public comment and public				false

		5885						LN		226		20		false		20   hearing.  So that's the different tracks that we would				false

		5886						LN		226		21		false		21   be on depending upon what you decide today.				false

		5887						LN		226		22		false		22               MR. WINDHAM:				false

		5888						LN		226		23		false		23                   All right.  And can you give us, of				false

		5889						LN		226		24		false		24   those five, just a highlight of what those comments				false

		5890						LN		226		25		false		25   were?				false

		5891						PG		227		0		false		page 227				false

		5892						LN		227		1		false		 1               MS. CLAPINSKI:				false

		5893						LN		227		2		false		 2                   Sure.  And I'll go through it.  I think				false

		5894						LN		227		3		false		 3   everyone received that document that lays out who				false

		5895						LN		227		4		false		 4   attended the hearing and who submitted the written				false

		5896						LN		227		5		false		 5   comments, and I don't think there are really any				false

		5897						LN		227		6		false		 6   comments that were different than the written comments.				false

		5898						LN		227		7		false		 7   They were just reiterated at the public hearing.				false

		5899						LN		227		8		false		 8                   So the first set of written comments was				false

		5900						LN		227		9		false		 9   from LIDEA.  Their first comment was dealing with				false

		5901						LN		227		10		false		10   Section 501(a)(1) where there was a redundant use of the				false

		5902						LN		227		11		false		11   term "tax exemption" in a sentence.  That has been there				false

		5903						LN		227		12		false		12   since the first version of the rules, however, the				false

		5904						LN		227		13		false		13   Register does deem it a non-substantive change.  It				false

		5905						LN		227		14		false		14   doesn't hurt anything to remove that.  It doesn't change				false

		5906						LN		227		15		false		15   to intent.  So the Department has recommended adoption				false

		5907						LN		227		16		false		16   of that change.				false

		5908						LN		227		17		false		17                   The second is a concern by LIDEA that				false

		5909						LN		227		18		false		18   there is a potential conflict because we allow, you				false

		5910						LN		227		19		false		19   know -- we require now under these new rules new jobs or				false

		5911						LN		227		20		false		20   a compelling reason for the retention of jobs.  However,				false

		5912						LN		227		21		false		21   under the disallowance of environmentally-required				false

		5913						LN		227		22		false		22   capital upgrades, we say that those are upgrades				false

		5914						LN		227		23		false		23   required to avoid filing closure of a company.  I think				false

		5915						LN		227		24		false		24   the problem is we still don't believe we should be				false

		5916						LN		227		25		false		25   incentivising something the company has to do, and it's				false

		5917						PG		228		0		false		page 228				false

		5918						LN		228		1		false		 1   a requirement.  It's not -- you know, they may retain				false

		5919						LN		228		2		false		 2   some jobs, but they're still not necessarily creating				false

		5920						LN		228		3		false		 3   new jobs.  So we do not recommend making that change.				false

		5921						LN		228		4		false		 4                   The third comment from LIDEA is				false

		5922						LN		228		5		false		 5   regarding posting -- I think at the last board meeting,				false

		5923						LN		228		6		false		 6   one of the changes that was adopted was that LED and its				false

		5924						LN		228		7		false		 7   website would be a central point for the publication of				false

		5925						LN		228		8		false		 8   the written notices from the companies that they send				false

		5926						LN		228		9		false		 9   out to the local governing authorities because we needed				false

		5927						LN		228		10		false		10   a time to start that 120-day period for them to make a				false

		5928						LN		228		11		false		11   decision.  And it was decided that LED would publish				false

		5929						LN		228		12		false		12   those to be sort of a centralized location for those to				false

		5930						LN		228		13		false		13   our website.				false

		5931						LN		228		14		false		14                   There was a concern that LED being the				false

		5932						LN		228		15		false		15   body to do that would somehow misrepresent our role in				false

		5933						LN		228		16		false		16   that process and that we had some authority over the				false

		5934						LN		228		17		false		17   locals.  I think, you know, LED's recommendation is to				false

		5935						LN		228		18		false		18   not -- they wanted to require the locals to post it on				false

		5936						LN		228		19		false		19   their website instead of LED.  We don't recommend making				false

		5937						LN		228		20		false		20   that change.  We do think there is benefit to a				false

		5938						LN		228		21		false		21   centralized location for all of these postings.  We will				false

		5939						LN		228		22		false		22   place language that clearly states that this is for				false

		5940						LN		228		23		false		23   information purposes only.  LED is not a part of the				false

		5941						LN		228		24		false		24   local approval process, but our rules also cannot bind a				false

		5942						LN		228		25		false		25   local governing authority on what they have to do.  So				false

		5943						PG		229		0		false		page 229				false

		5944						LN		229		1		false		 1   even if they wanted to change that, we can't tell				false

		5945						LN		229		2		false		 2   Cameron Parish Police Jury they have to publish it on				false

		5946						LN		229		3		false		 3   their website.  So that was the reason we chose not				false

		5947						LN		229		4		false		 4   recommend that change.				false

		5948						LN		229		5		false		 5                   We also received two comments from				false

		5949						LN		229		6		false		 6   Together Louisiana.  The first was that same issue about				false

		5950						LN		229		7		false		 7   publication of a notice of the written request for				false

		5951						LN		229		8		false		 8   governmental approval.  It doesn't proactively state on				false

		5952						LN		229		9		false		 9   the website.  That was, I believe, the intent when we				false

		5953						LN		229		10		false		10   discussed that.  It just on the website, it just says we				false

		5954						LN		229		11		false		11   will post.  Where we will post did not get added.  We				false

		5955						LN		229		12		false		12   have talked to Louisiana Register.  They've agreed that				false

		5956						LN		229		13		false		13   on the website as a clarifying change to make the rule				false

		5957						LN		229		14		false		14   clear where that's going to be published is				false

		5958						LN		229		15		false		15   non-substantive.  We don't see any harm since that was				false

		5959						LN		229		16		false		16   the intent all along, so we recommend making that				false

		5960						LN		229		17		false		17   change.				false

		5961						LN		229		18		false		18                   The last comment was that Together				false

		5962						LN		229		19		false		19   Louisiana still believes that the part of the rules that				false

		5963						LN		229		20		false		20   deals with compelling reason for the retention of jobs				false

		5964						LN		229		21		false		21   is still very broad and allows for almost any situation				false

		5965						LN		229		22		false		22   to potentially argue that there are compelling reason				false

		5966						LN		229		23		false		23   for retention.  And I think, one, that would be a				false

		5967						LN		229		24		false		24   substantive change and it would change the process that				false

		5968						LN		229		25		false		25   we're under, but, additionally, LED does not recommend				false

		5969						PG		230		0		false		page 230				false

		5970						LN		230		1		false		 1   making that change because the constitution allows the				false

		5971						LN		230		2		false		 2   Board and the Governor that discretion.  And I think as				false

		5972						LN		230		3		false		 3   you try to put very specific guidelines of "X" number of				false

		5973						LN		230		4		false		 4   jobs or something like that to be retained, you limit				false

		5974						LN		230		5		false		 5   that discretion.  And, you know, 25 jobs in North				false

		5975						LN		230		6		false		 6   Louisiana and 25 jobs in Baton Rouge may not mean the				false

		5976						LN		230		7		false		 7   same thing, and we did not want to pigeonhole ourself or				false

		5977						LN		230		8		false		 8   the Board or the Governor into having that strict of				false

		5978						LN		230		9		false		 9   requirements, so that's why we did not recommend that				false

		5979						LN		230		10		false		10   change.				false

		5980						LN		230		11		false		11                   There was a general comment received				false

		5981						LN		230		12		false		12   from Mr. Patterson with LABI.  Not written, but just				false

		5982						LN		230		13		false		13   verbal at the meeting.  It was a general comment about				false

		5983						LN		230		14		false		14   the direction of the program, legislation that had been				false

		5984						LN		230		15		false		15   passed last year dealing with inventory tax and ITEP.  I				false

		5985						LN		230		16		false		16   have a little write-up for you on that page, but as				false

		5986						LN		230		17		false		17   there were no specific requests to change language other				false

		5987						LN		230		18		false		18   than a general concern about the direction of program,				false

		5988						LN		230		19		false		19   he did not suggest any changes based upon that comment.				false

		5989						LN		230		20		false		20   And Mr. Allison spoke.  He basically said echoes LIDEA's				false
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   All right.  I call this meeting to

 3   order, the Board of Commerce and Industry meeting for

 4   April the 26th, 2017.  It's about 9:35.

 5                   Melissa -- I lost her.

 6               MR. FAVALORO:

 7                   Frank here for her.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   I'm sorry.  Frank/Melissa, please call

10   the roll.

11               MR. FAVALORO:

12                   Robert Adley, sitting in for --

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Here.

15               MR. FAVALORO:

16                   Robert Barham, sitting in for Lieutenant

17   Governor.

18               MR. BARHAM:

19                   Here.

20               MR. FAVALORO:

21                   Representative Neil Abramson.

22               (No response.)

23               MR. FAVALORO:

24                   Millie Atkins.

25               MS. ATKINS:
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 1                   Here.

 2               MR. FAVALORO:

 3                   Mayor Glenn Brasseaux.

 4               MAYOR BRASSEAUX:

 5                   Here.

 6               MR. FAVALORO:

 7                   Representative Thomas Carmody.

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. FAVALORO:

10                   Yvette Cola.

11               (No response.)

12               MR. FAVALORO:

13                   Major Coleman.

14               MR. COLEMAN:

15                   Here.

16               MR. FAVALORO:

17                   Ricky Fabra.

18               MR. FABRA:

19                   Here.

20               MR. FAVALORO:

21                   Manny Fajardo.

22               MR. FAJARDO:

23                   Here.

24               MR. FAVALORO:

25                   Jerald Jones.
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 1               (No response.)

 2               MR. FAVALORO:

 3                   Heather Malone.

 4               MS. MALONE:

 5                   Here.

 6               MR. FAVALORO:

 7                   Senator Danny Martiny.

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. FAVALORO:

10                   Charles "Robby" Miller.

11               MR. MILLER:

12                   Here.

13               MR. FAVALORO:

14                   Jan Moller.

15               MR. MOLLER:

16                   Here.

17               MR. FAVALORO:

18                   Senator Morrell.

19               (No response.)

20               MR. FAVALORO:

21                   Secretary Don Pierson.

22               (No response.)

23               MR. FAVALORO:

24                   Mr. Scott Richard.

25               (No response.)
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 1               MR. FAVALORO:

 2                   Darryl Saizan.

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. FAVALORO:

 5                   Daniel Schexnaydre.

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. FAVALORO:

 8                   Ronnie Slone.

 9               MR. SLONE:

10                   Here.

11               MR. FAVALORO:

12                   Bobby Williams.

13               MR. WILLIAMS:

14                   Here.

15               MR. FAVALORO:

16                   Steven Windham.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Here.

19               MR. FAVALORO:

20                   Dr. Wilson.

21               DR. WILSON:

22                   Here.

23               MR. FAVALORO:

24                   We have a quorum.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Before we go forward, I'd like to thank

 2   everybody for attending today's meeting, and I will

 3   entertain a motion for the approval of last meeting's

 4   minutes.

 5                   Motion made by Mr. Moller; seconded by

 6   Dr. Wilson.

 7                   Any discussions?  Any changes?

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

11               (Several members respond "aye.")

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   All opposed with a "nay."

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Motion carries.

17                   Mr. Burton, if you could do the Quality

18   Jobs Program, please.

19               MR. BURTON:

20                   Good morning.  I have two new

21   applications for Quality Jobs:  20151086, LACC, LLC US

22   in Calcasieu Parish; 20161392, Republic National

23   Distributing Company in Orleans Parish.

24                   That concludes the applications.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   All right.  Thank you, Mr. Burton.

 2                   Are there any questions concerning the

 3   two new applications for Quality Jobs?

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   Yeah, just let me --

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Mr. Barham (sic).

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   Just a general question that I was asked

10   to ask while I was here.  It's my understanding that

11   under Quality Jobs, LED has no -- it's strictly

12   statutory and you're guided by what the statutes say; is

13   that correct?

14               MR. BURTON:

15                   That is correct.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   The question that is raised, the Quality

18   Jobs Program has grown from 70-million to 300-million.

19   Do you know the timeframe that occurred from the 70 to

20   300?

21               MR. BURTON:

22                   The 70 to the 149, approximately -- I

23   don't have the numbers with me, but I know we've gone

24   from 70 to 149 last fiscal year.  The projection of the

25   TEB, the Department of Revenue projected about
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 1   291-million.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   And that would be from fiscal year --

 4               MR. BURTON:

 5                   Fiscal '17, ending this June.  However,

 6   just as a little add along for the board, I did check

 7   with the Department of Revenue, and so far, what's been

 8   issued as of March 31st of 2017 was about $75-million

 9   for Quality Jobs, so that's going to be significantly

10   lower than the $291-million projected by TEB Department

11   of Revenue.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   What number would be a fair number to

14   use?

15               MR. BURTON:

16                   That's kind of hard to guess, but if I

17   had to go an a ballpark, because it depends on when they

18   decide to actually submit their filings with Department

19   of Revenue, but a good estimate on time lag and how

20   revenue would have to submit it, I'd say between 90 and

21   100.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   Thank you very much.

24                   But that's in addition to the 70 that we

25   had?
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 1               MR. BURTON:

 2                   That would just be a total of 90 to

 3   100-million.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   Thank you very much.

 6               MR. BURTON:

 7                   No problem.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Any other questions?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Any comments from the public concerning

13   these new applications for Quality Jobs?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Any questions from the board members?

17               (No response.)

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Is there a motion for approval?

20               MR. ADLEY:

21                   So moved.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Mr. Adley made the motion; seconded by

24   Dr. Wilson.

25                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
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 1               (Several members respond "aye.")

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   All opposed with a "nay."

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Motion carries.

 7                   Next I believe we have the renewals.

 8               MR. BURTON:

 9                   We have five renewals for Quality Jobs:

10   20120993, Gremillion & Pou and Associates, Inc. in Caddo

11   Parish; 20121010, John H. Carter, Inc. AND ControlWorx,

12   LLC in East Baton Rouge Parish; 20120962, Mechanical

13   Equipment Company, Inc. in St. Tammany Parish; 20129999,

14   Sasol USA Corporation in Calcasieu Parish; 20121170, UPS

15   Midstream Services, Inc. in La Salle Parish.

16                   This concludes the renewal summaries.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Thank you, Mr. Burton.

19                   Are there any comments from the public

20   concerning these five renewals?

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Any comments from the board members?

24               (No response.)

25               MR. WINDHAM:

0012

 1                   Is there a motion to approve?

 2                   Made by Mr. Slone; seconded by Ms.

 3   Malone.

 4                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 5               (Several members respond "aye.")

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   All opposed with a "nay."

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Motion carries.

11                   Next I believe we have one late renewal.

12               MR. BURTON:

13                   That is correct.  We have one late

14   renewal.  It's going to be 20080750, Blake International

15   USA Rigs, LLC in Terrebonne Parish.  The contract

16   effective date for this contract was May 15th, 2008.

17   Board approval date was 6/22/2010.  The signed contract

18   was returned to Louisiana Economic Development on

19   10/14/2015.  The contract was executed by the Governor

20   on 10/19 of 2015.  The initial contract expiration date

21   for this contract is 5/14 of 2013, and the late renewal

22   request date made by the company is going to be

23   4/18/2016.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Is there a representative from the
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 1   company?

 2                   Please step forward and identify

 3   yourself.  I'm sure there are some questions related to

 4   these time lags.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   Before they get up, can we ask the

 7   staff, is there no set guidelines in the rules how to

 8   deal with the late renewals as there are with ITEP?

 9               MR. BURTON:

10                   We do have some language on the top, if

11   you'll see on your renewal, renewal documents, it says

12   in the rules that, "An application to renew a contract

13   shall be filed within 60 days of the initial contract

14   expiring.  The Board may approve a request for renewal

15   filed more than 60 days, but less than five years after

16   expiration of the initial contract, and may impose a

17   penalty for the late filing of the renewal request,

18   including a reduction of the five-year renewal period."

19   That's verbatim from the Quality Jobs rules.

20               MR. ADLEY:

21                   What we have done on the renewals of the

22   ITEP, as I remember, we reduced the five years to four.

23   Is that how we've been doing it?

24               MR. BURTON:

25                   I think y'all went per rules on the
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 1   ITEP, which I think is it's per one year for every one

 2   month late, which that's going to be set --

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   I think the board's action when they --

 5   I see you nodding your head, because there's going to be

 6   some more late renewals, so I'm just trying to get us to

 7   be consistent if we can.  It applied to ITEP; we had

 8   these same guidelines.  We, the Board, decided to make a

 9   reduction by one year.  That's what we have done in the

10   past; that's correct, is it not?

11               MR. BURTON:

12                   Yes.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Okay.  That's all I wanted to know.

15   Thank you.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Yes, Mr. Miller.

18               MR. MILLER:

19                   Eric, for the new members here, the

20   effective date was '08.  The Governor didn't sign it

21   until '15; is that normal?

22               MR. BURTON:

23                   No, this is not a normal occurrence.

24               MR. MILLER:

25                   Do you have an explanation on why
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 1   this -- I mean, '08 and the Board approved it two years

 2   later and then the contract was signed by LED in '15 and

 3   the Governor in '15.

 4               MR. BURTON:

 5                   The only lag that we mostly have, as you

 6   can tell, in QJ contracts, there's going to be possibly

 7   about a two-year lag from the advance date and the

 8   application being due by rules, so you may see some

 9   about two years later than the advance fee has.

10   However, this one does have some special occurrences

11   that happened that maybe the company would like to speak

12   on that lagged this further back to where we would have

13   a signed contract not received until almost after five

14   years from what the Board approval date is.

15               MR. MILLER:

16                   Would you like to explain that?

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Yes.  Please identify yourself.

19               MR. HENSON:

20                   Thomas Henson, attorney for Blake

21   International --

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   Can you get a little closer to that

24   thing?

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Is it working?

 2               MR. HENSON:

 3                   Good morning, Board.  Thomas Henson on

 4   behalf of Blake International.  With me today is Jules

 5   Haydel, Human Resources Manager.

 6                   In this case, Blake International filed

 7   advanced notification in 2008, mid-2008.  It was a new

 8   company.  There was some disputes with LED as to

 9   coverage of some former Pride employees.  This was an

10   asset sale strictly in 2008, and there was some issues

11   raised by LED as to whether certain of the jobs created

12   qualified for Quality Jobs benefits.  There was a formal

13   application and an amended application, and there was

14   also some litigation over not only the Pride issue, but

15   over the wording of the contract.

16                   Because of the Pride issue, there was

17   some provisions in the contract that Blake was concerned

18   might preclude it from Quality Jobs benefits, and so

19   that was all hashed out.  And it was not until that

20   litigation was concluded that we actually had a contract

21   form acceptable that was signed up, and that's the

22   reason for the delay.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   I see the staff shook their head behind

25   you.
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 1                   Do y'all disagree with that statement?

 2               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 3                   Good morning.  Danielle Clapinski, staff

 4   attorney at LED.

 5                   I don't disagree that that was the point

 6   in time that the contract was executed, that the

 7   contract we offered back in 2010 and the one that was

 8   signed were not substantially different.  I mean, there

 9   was litigation in between, but --

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   Did they get credit for Quality Jobs

12   from 2010 forward?

13               MS. CLAPINSKI:

14                   Yes.  They have to date.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   So they got credit for them?

17               MS. CLAPINSKI:

18                   2008.  So 2008, 2009, 2010, '11 and

19   whatever portion of '12, through 5/14 of '12, so the

20   renewal contract would pick back up on 5/15 of '12, if

21   it were approved, and whatever period of time.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Secretary Pierson.

24               SECRETARY PIERSON:

25                   Don Pierson has now arrived for the

0018

 1   official minutes.  Please reflect my appearance.  Thank

 2   you.

 3                   Would you please illuminate that this

 4   was essentially a discussion relative to the Pride jobs

 5   were already in the state and the contract for Quality

 6   Jobs should award to Blake for net new jobs and that

 7   that was sort of the crux of that matter.

 8               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 9                   That's correct.  So there was a dispute

10   over whether the jobs.  I think about 243 of the 245

11   employees hired were former Pride employees, and so

12   there were discussions of whether they were, in fact,

13   net new jobs.  The litigation concluded because the

14   Court found that they hadn't signed the contract, that

15   the litigation was premature.  They had not yet signed

16   their contract, and, therefore, they were not an

17   employer under the Quality Jobs Program and were not

18   eligible at that time to file suit.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   I just want to make sure that we,

21   regardless of all of the litigation, the litigation was

22   finalized, the courts or whoever decided that they were

23   to get the Quality Jobs or not?

24               MS. CLAPINSKI:

25                   That was not -- no, sir.  That was not

0019

 1   what they decided.  They decided that at that point in

 2   time, the litigation was premature.  So that may still

 3   be an outstanding issue that LED and the company will

 4   have to deal with.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   I got it.  So the effective date for the

 7   Quality Jobs was not changed by the litigation?

 8               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 9                   That is correct.

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   Okay.  So I heard your statement, and I

12   think I got it.  For 2008 to 2015 or something.  I think

13   the fact of the matter is the effective date was the '08

14   date.

15               MR. HENSON:

16                   That's correct, and, in fact, the

17   company has been approved for substantial Quality Jobs

18   benefits '08, '09 forward for those first five years.

19   It was something over a million dollars.  We still have

20   the issue -- that's for the non-counted Pride hires.  We

21   still have the issue.  Basically what the court said,

22   until you sign a contract, we can't resolve the Pride

23   issue, so go back and sign the contract, and then that's

24   what we did.  And that's the reason for the delay in

25   execution of the contract.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   So let me ask this related to that.  Why

 3   didn't you sign the contract?

 4               MR. HENSON:

 5                   There was some provisions in the

 6   contract, there was a dispute as to which version of the

 7   Quality Jobs rules would apply to this contract.  The

 8   rules were substantially revised effective 2011, as I

 9   recall, I think October, November of 2011, and the

10   revision to the rules we believe was actually impacted

11   by Blake's situation and so we had a dispute.

12                   Originally the contract was going to

13   attach the rules that were in effect when Blake filed

14   its application in the '08/'09 time period.  The rules

15   were changed in '11, and then LED wanted to attach the

16   new rules.  Well, the new rules substantively would have

17   affected the coverage of the Pride employees, and that

18   was the crux of the dispute on signing the contract.

19                   There still is a dispute as to whether

20   the old rules or the new Quality Jobs rules should apply

21   to this contract.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   I guess my confusion here is the

24   contract is the contract and that's what dictates how

25   the program or how benefits are received.  So regardless

0021

 1   of what the rules would say, the contract's the

 2   contract, and if you wanted to get the benefits, the

 3   contract should have been signed.  Then I look at this

 4   other piece in here that you didn't submit the renewal

 5   until just now.  So the renewal was due.  The contract

 6   wasn't in place; you hadn't signed it, you couldn't have

 7   renewed it, but you still should have done the

 8   paperwork.  You should have signed the contract in order

 9   to get it renewed.  So I'm having difficulty making that

10   grasp of why the renew would be for the full five years

11   today.

12               MR. HENSON:

13                   We had -- it was an issue in the

14   litigation as to which version of the contract should we

15   sign, whether we should attach the old rules or the new

16   rules, and that is an extremely important issue.  And so

17   to sign -- and Blake was willing to sign and actually

18   signed at one point and sent to LED the contract with

19   the old rules attached and LED said, "No.  We're not" --

20   first of all, they prepared the contract and sent it to

21   us with the old rules attached.  And then later, after

22   they amended the rules, they pushed for amendments of

23   the Quality Jobs and rules, and then came back later and

24   said, "No, we're not going to attach those rules because

25   we want to take the position because the new rules apply
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 1   even though your application was in '08/'09."

 2                   So it wasn't a situation where, "Just

 3   sign here."  It was a serious dispute.  LED did not want

 4   to execute the contract with the original rules that

 5   were in place when Blake International filed the

 6   application, they didn't want to execute --

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   I believe through --

 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:

10                   Well, what I would say is that the rules

11   are not ever attached as an addendum to contracts.  We

12   may have agreed to send them a copy of the rules that

13   were in place at the time, and the reason for that is

14   there are some changes that are procedural and there are

15   some changes that are substantive to the program.  Some

16   of those changes, if they change, they are our

17   procedural ones about when things are due.  If we change

18   it, those are still applicable to those contracts in

19   effect.  So we don't ever say, "This is the set of

20   rules.  This is the only set of rules that are going to

21   apply to that contract."

22                   I think the why of the net new jobs is

23   really probably not an issue right now for this Board to

24   determine.  That's going to have to go through the

25   litigation process.  I think for now the issue before
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 1   you is just based upon the fact that there was

 2   litigation and that litigation was the holdup in the

 3   company signing the contract, whether that has an affect

 4   on the term of their renewal that you'd like to --

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Mr. Slone.

 7               MR. SLONE:

 8                   So I guess I'm asking, they got

 9   benefits, but the contract wasn't signed?

10               MS. CLAPINSKI:

11                   No.  So what happened was, once we were

12   finished with that portion of the litigation, they

13   executed a contract.  At the point that they executed

14   the contract, they then filed five years worth of annual

15   payroll rebates.  They did not receive anything prior to

16   having a contract, but those have -- those five years

17   have been processed by LED and they have received some

18   payroll rebates based upon those filings.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   So that contract, the original contract,

21   would have expired in '13?

22               MS. CLAPINSKI:

23                   Correct.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Now, we're in the '16 -- or '17.  I'm
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 1   sorry.  Thank you.  I was looking at this number here.

 2                   We're in '17.  Now, we're in '17.  I

 3   mean, my tendency would be to say, okay, you can have

 4   this last year, but you haven't been doing your

 5   paperwork.  These other four years, there was no

 6   contract in effect.  How can the state or how can we owe

 7   you anything?

 8               MR. HENSON:

 9                   As soon as the litigation was concluded

10   and resolved, the contract form was issued with the

11   corrected statement.  The company was actually sent a

12   draft of the contract with the original rules attached

13   as an exhibit from Mr. Favaloro at LED at the Quality

14   Jobs Program.  As soon as the litigation was concluded,

15   which was actually over the wording of the contract, it

16   would have been a situation to request renewal of a

17   contract that was never even placed.  The contract was

18   not in place until the court resolved the issues with

19   respect to the language of the contract.  Those were not

20   resolved until after the litigation, and then

21   immediately late filed those applications for those

22   years and requested renewal.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Yes, Mr. Miller.

25               MR. MILLER:
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 1                   Since I'm the one who opened this can of

 2   worms to go back and do this, I'll see if I can get us

 3   back on track.

 4                   You're here for renewal that goes back

 5   to '13.  You didn't file for the renewal until '16,

 6   three years after it expired.  Is there a reason that

 7   that happened?  Because, if I'm not mistaken -- let me

 8   make sure I'm understanding.  Once you signed the

 9   contract, you got credit or you got your rebate from '08

10   till '13 and you filed for it and received it; correct?

11               MR. HENSON:

12                   We got partial approval.  We didn't get

13   approval for the Pride employees.

14               MR. MILLER:

15                   That's a legal matter that I don't think

16   we need to address here.  But you took -- you went back

17   to '08 and asked for job credits through '13; is that

18   correct?

19               MR. HENSON:

20                   Yes, we did.

21               MR. MILLER:

22                   Okay.  So you knew the contract was from

23   '08 to '13 and it needed to be renewed in '13; correct?

24               MR. HENSON:

25                   We didn't have a contract in place.
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 1               MR. MILLER:

 2                   You had to have a contract to get the

 3   rebates.

 4               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 5                   The contract was not filed until October

 6   of 2015.

 7               MR. MILLER:

 8                   But you went back --

 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:

10                   Yes.

11               MR. HENSON:

12                   Immediately after.

13               MR. MILLER:

14                   Why didn't you immediately do the

15   renewal in '15 instead of a year later?  I guess what

16   I'm asking, the questions is, if it expired in '13,

17   signed the contract for the renewal, it was almost over

18   whenever you started, whenever you signed it final.

19               MR. HENSON:

20                   We believe that the Court proceedings,

21   number one, would have interrupted any deadlines, and,

22   number two, once we were in a position where the Court

23   resolved the contract issue, immediately signed the

24   contract, sent the applications for benefits.  And as

25   soon as Eric raised the renewal issue, we said we want
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 1   to be -- we want to seek renewal.

 2               MR. MILLER:

 3                   Okay.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   I think the normal practice would have

 6   been if you were in litigation, surely your attorney

 7   would have told you you have a contract, you renew the

 8   contract.  If you win the litigation, you will be due

 9   something in addition to whatever is in this contract

10   that they interpret one way and you interpret another.

11               MR. HENSON:

12                   No.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   What's going through my mind now is if

15   they waited till 2015, two years after the fact, and you

16   file it as a renewal -- isn't that what you did?

17               MR. HENSON:

18                   We signed the original contract,

19   submitted the actual applications for benefits for those

20   five years and then raised with Ms. -- with Eric the

21   renewal issue.

22               MS. CLAPINSKI:

23                   I think what happened --

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   So it's your belief that the effective
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 1   date of this renewal is what, what year?

 2               MR. HENSON:

 3                   If the effective dates, I don't know

 4   whether it would be -- I'm assuming it would be --

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   If you believe that you had a renewal

 7   coming, you had to believe you had a contract of some

 8   kind or you wouldn't have a renewal.

 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:

10                   I think, just to clarify what happened,

11   was the application came to the Board for approval in

12   2010.  It was approved by the Board.  At that point in

13   time, the contract went out to the company.

14               MR. ADLEY:

15                   With what effective date?

16               MS. CLAPINSKI:

17                   With the 5/15/2008 effective date.  And

18   that's typical that there be a lag between the contract

19   effective date and when it's approved because they have

20   24 months after filing their advanced notification after

21   filing their application, so that is not abnormal for

22   the process.  What happened --

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   The effective date is important.

25               MS. CLAPINSKI:
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 1                   Yes, sir.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   It's a five-year program; right?

 4               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 5                   Yes, sir, five years with an opportunity

 6   to --

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   The effective date is 5/15?

 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:

10                   The effective date is 5/15/2008 with an

11   expiration of 5/14/2013.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   So it expired in '13?

14               MS. CLAPINSKI:

15                   That's correct.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   And they didn't renew it then?

18               MS. CLAPINSKI:

19                   Well, they didn't enter into the

20   original contract, the first five-year contract that

21   started in 5/15/2008, until 2015, after that original

22   five-year term had expired.

23               MR. MILLER:

24                   '08 is when it got started.

25               MS. CLAPINSKI:
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 1                   '08 is, yeah.  And so at that point in

 2   time, when they filed formally, I believe what happened

 3   is they filed even for a sixth year and we're having to

 4   say, "Look, we can only process five because there is no

 5   renewal contract in place," and at that point in time,

 6   they filed for renewal.

 7               MR. MILLER:

 8                   I make a motion that we do the renewal

 9   with the one-year penalty that we've done similar to the

10   ITEP.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   There's a motion on the floor to renew

13   with a one-year penalty.

14               MR. SLONE:

15                   I'll second.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Seconded by Mr. Slone.

18                   Is there any other discussion related to

19   this?

20               MR. BURTON:

21                   I do have one question on that.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Yes.

24               MR. BURTON:

25                    If we can, let me know if you or the
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 1   Board wants for that renewal considered for an

 2   additional five years, do we want it at the beginning or

 3   do we want it at the end of the contract?

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   My thought --

 6               MR. BURTON:

 7                   If we have it.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   -- is the one year is taken off the back

10   end, so it would be from '13 until '17, so it would be

11   effectively --

12               MR. BURTON:

13                   Just reducing the last year of the

14   contract.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   I would say take it off of the last.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   I mean, I think that's what ends up

19   happening when we do the ITEP.  It ends up being a

20   reduction over the period of time they're going to get.

21   Whatever the Court says, y'all end up doing.  At the end

22   of the day, we want it be reduced by at least one year.

23   That's what we've done with everybody else.  The benefit

24   of Quality Jobs and everything else we do is for the

25   company.  The company's got an obligation to get that
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 1   information in.  Period.

 2               MR. MILLER:

 3                   How many jobs are we talking about?

 4               MR. HENSON:

 5                   Blake spent more than $70-million and

 6   created more than 175 new jobs.  I mean, it's been a

 7   substantial --

 8               MR. MILLER:

 9                   That's what the consensus is now?

10               MR. BURTON:

11                   The last filing that came into our

12   department was for 2012, and we have 108 new direct

13   jobs.  Obviously we have a different opinion of former

14   Pride employees, but we reduced those out, so if we

15   exclude those, we have 108 new direct jobs.  The last

16   year, the actual gross payroll was about 10.3-million,

17   and they received a $601,411 credit in 2012.

18               MR. MILLER:

19                   How many people are working right now?

20               MR. HAYDEL:

21                   Currently 64.

22               MR. MILLER:

23                   Sixty-four.

24               MR. HENSON:

25                   Sixty-four with the downturn.
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 1               MR. MILLER:

 2                   Total.  Thank you.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   We do appreciate those jobs, don't get

 5   us wrong.  We just want to make sure that the program is

 6   administered fairly for all of the applicants as well as

 7   the state.

 8                   Are there any other questions, Board

 9   members, related to this application?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All right.  There's a motion and a

13   second.

14                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

15               (Several members respond "aye.")

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All opposed with a "nay."

18               (No response.)

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   I'm sorry.  Any other comments from the

21   public?

22               (No response.)

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Motion carries.

25                   Thank you, Mr. Henson and Mr. Haydel.
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 1   Thank you, Mr. Burton.

 2               MR. BURTON:

 3                   Next for Quality Jobs is going to be the

 4   Quality Jobs specials.  We have a request for change in

 5   name only for the following contract:  20141102,

 6   Sparkhound, Inc. to Sparkhound, LLC.  That's in East

 7   Baton Rouge Parish.

 8                   And then I have a request to cancel the

 9   following contract:  Contract Number 20141066,

10   Metalplate Galvanizing, LP.  The company requested to

11   cancel the contract because they will not meet all

12   program requirements.  No benefits have been received.

13   That is in Jefferson Parish.

14                   This concludes the specials for Quality

15   Jobs.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Any comments from the public concerning

18   these special considerations for the Quality Jobs

19   Program?

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Any questions from the Board?

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   I'll entertain a motion.
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 1                   Made by the Mayor; seconded by Major

 2   Coleman.

 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 4               (Several members respond "aye.")

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All opposed with a "nay."

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Motion carries.

10                   Thank you Mr. Burton.

11                   Ms. Lambert, Restoration Tax Abatement

12   Program, please.

13               MS. LAMBERT:

14                   Good morning.  Restoration Tax Abatement

15   Program has six new applications.  The first one is

16   20140791, 4141 Bienville, LLC in Orleans Parish;

17   20150238, 225 Chartres Owner, LLC in Orleans; 20161820,

18   Austin and Andrea Guntz, East Baton Rouge Parish;

19   20141431, John B. Smallpage and Rebecca G. Smallpage in

20   Orleans; 20151378, Lydia Cutrer in Orleans; and

21   20150416, Steven B. Jones in Orleans.

22                   This concludes the six applications for

23   RTA.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Any comments from the public concerning
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 1   the Restoration Tax Abatement Program applications?

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   Yes.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Mr. Adley.

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   Just a statement.  As I understand it,

 8   because they fall in this category, regardless of the

 9   age, they get benefit of it.  I'm sure everybody else

10   saw what I saw when you read through it, the dates on

11   those range from 1890 to 1908, 1914, 1930 and then 1954.

12               MS. LAMBERT:

13                   That's absolutely correct.  The ages

14   are, on some of them, there are two qualifiers for being

15   in a historic district.  One is that you are listed on

16   the National Register of Historic Properties, and the

17   other is that you are -- so you can be anywhere.  You

18   can be out on farmland in one house --

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   2015 could be a historic structure if

21   you are were in a historic district; is that what you're

22   telling me?

23               MS. LAMBERT:

24                   Yes, correct.  You can be any age and

25   you can be in any qualified historic district --
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 1               So you're saying Mr. Barham and I are

 2   historic structures?

 3               MS. LAMBERT:

 4                   Yes, sir, that's right.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   It's just terrible.  I don't know how we

 7   missed that in the legislature.  I'm sorry.  I got it.

 8   Because it's in a historic district, even though it's

 9   1954, we have no choice.

10               MS. LAMBERT:

11                   Correct.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Motion by Mr. Williams; seconded by Ms.

14   Atkins.

15                   Any comments from the Board?

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

19               (Several members respond "aye.")

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All opposed with a "nay."

22               (No response.)

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Motion carries.

25                   Thank you, Ms. Lambert.
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 1                   Ms. Metoyer, Enterprise Zone Program,

 2   please.

 3               MS. METOYER:

 4                   I have 14 new applications:  20141613,

 5   Apple Core Foods, LLC, doing business as L&A Quality

 6   Foods, LLC, EBR Parish; 20160266, Beaed of Louisiana,

 7   St. Charles Parish; 20150002, C&C Marine and Repair,

 8   LLC, Plaquemines Parish; 20130117, Cajun Industrial

 9   Design & Construction, LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish;

10   20150270, Community Care Center of Ville Platte, LLC,

11   Evangeline Parish; 20151593, Delta Medical Group,

12   Terrebonne Parish; 20140456, Enlink Midstream Operating,

13   LP, Acadia Parish; 20120868, Exxon Mobil Corp Plastics,

14   East Baton Rouge Parish; 20151082, Five Star Industrial,

15   LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish; 20141154, Lake Area Hotel

16   Investments, LLC, Calcasieu Parish; 20150174, N&S

17   Hospitality, LLC, Rapides Parish; 20141291, Performance

18   Contractors, Incorporated, West Baton Rouge Parish;

19   20140994, Shiv Shakti Lodging, LLC, Calcasieu Parish;

20   and 20131070, UniFirst Holding, Incorporated, East Baton

21   Rouge Parish.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Thank you, Ms. Metoyer.

24                   Mr. Adley, questions?

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   Just two quick questions.  The first

 2   one -- I went through this list and I saw, I think it

 3   was, three hotels that received Enterprise Zone.  Am I

 4   reading that correct?

 5               MS. METOYER:

 6                   Yes, sir.  These advances were filed

 7   prior to them being excluded.  The hotels were excluded

 8   either in July of '15 or the first session in '16.

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   Under today's rules, they wouldn't

11   qualify?

12               MS. METOYER:

13                   They cannot apply.  They can apply, but

14   they don't qualify.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   Okay.  I know there was a problem, I

17   just couldn't remember what it was.  They got in before

18   the deadline; is that what you're telling me?

19               MS. METOYER:

20                   I'd have to look at the paper to make

21   sure.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   By any chance, do you know, of the four

24   manufacturing facilities that are identified there, if

25   they also get ITEP and/or inventory tax credits?  Do you

0040

 1   y'all keep track of that at all?  You would be able to

 2   go back and see if they got ITEP, would you not?

 3               MS. METOYER:

 4                   Yes, sir.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   I'll just ask you at some point after

 7   this meeting is over with y'all go back and see whether

 8   the four manufacturing facilities, in addition to the

 9   Enterprise, are they also getting ITEP and/or inventory

10   credit?

11               MS. METOYER:

12                   Which four are you referring to?

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   I'm looking at C&C Marine.

15               MS. METOYER:

16                   Oh, okay.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Enlink, Exxon and Performance

19   Contractors.  Clearly they look like manufacturers based

20   on their description of what you said, so I'm just

21   trying to find out if, in fact, they get the Enterprise

22   in addition to ITEP or inventory credit.  I'd just like

23   to know that of these companies.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Making a note that there's no preclusion
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 1   of that.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   Yeah.  I don't think you can prohibit

 4   it.  I just want to know if they are getting it.

 5               MS. METOYER:

 6                   Yes, sir.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any comments from the public concerning

 9   the Enterprise Zone application in front of this Board?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Any questions or comments from the Board

13   members additional?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Is there a motion?

17                   Made by Mr. Fabra; seconded by

18   Mr. Fajardo.

19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Motion carries.
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 1                   Ms. Metoyer.

 2               MS. METOYER:

 3                   I have one request to change ownership.

 4   It's Contract 20110248, current contract only.  It is

 5   RJQ Management, LLC.  The new name request is Jamjomar

 6   1314, LLC.  This is Jefferson Parish.  And based on the

 7   consultant is that Jamjomar, LLC purchased the

 8   restaurant that was owned by RJQ Management.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Any comments from the public concerning

11   this name change?

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   There's a motion by Mr. Fajardo;

15   seconded by Dr. Wilson.

16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond with "aye.)

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed with a "nay."

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.

23                   Ms. Metoyer.

24               MS. METOYER:

25                   The terminations are:  201208 -- I'm
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 1   sorry.  20120867, Exxon Mobil Corp, East Baton Rouge

 2   Parish.  The requested term date is 2/28/2015.  The

 3   program requirements have been met, no additional jobs

 4   are anticipated.  20121158, Enlink Midstream Operating,

 5   LP, East Baton Rouge Parish.  The requested term date is

 6   April 16th, 2015.  Program requirements have been met,

 7   no additional jobs are anticipated.  20120115, Axiall,

 8   LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish.  The requested term date

 9   is 12/2/2013.  The program requirements have been met,

10   no additional jobs are anticipated.  20140177, Lisa D.

11   Traina CPA, LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish.  Requested

12   term date 12/1/2016.  The program requirements have been

13   met, no additional jobs are anticipated.  20140184, B&G

14   Food Enterprises, LLC, Lafayette Parish.  Requested term

15   date August 9th, 2016.  Program requirements have been

16   met, no additional jobs are anticipated.  20111025,

17   Enlink Midstream Operating, LP, Acadia Parish.

18   Requested term date 3/25/2014.  Program requirements

19   have been met, no additional jobs are anticipated.

20   20120222, Tubreaux Aviation Maintenance, LLC, Caddo

21   Parish.  Requested term date 2/26/2015.  The program

22   requirements have been met, no additional jobs are

23   anticipated.  20120281, Tubreaux Aviation Services, LLC,

24   Caddo Parish.  Requested term date 3/7/2015.  The

25   program requirements have been met, no additional jobs
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 1   are anticipated.  Enlink Midstream Operating, 20120853,

 2   Ascension Parish.  Requested term date November 14,

 3   2014.  Program requirements have been met, no additional

 4   jobs are anticipated.  20111255, Central Louisiana

 5   Surgical Hospital, LLC, Rapides Parish.  Requested term

 6   date 12/31/2015.  Program requirements have been met, no

 7   additional jobs are anticipated.  20121197, Cheniere LNG

 8   O&M Services, LLC, Beauregard Parish.  Requested term

 9   date 12/31/2015.  Program requirements have been met, no

10   additional jobs are anticipated.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Thank you, Ms. Metoyer.

13                   Are there any comments from the public

14   concerning Enterprise Zone contract terminations?

15               (No response.)

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Any questions from the Board members on

18   those?

19               (No response.)

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   Is there a motion?

22                   Made by Robert Adley (sic); seconded by

23   Mr. Slone.

24                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

25               (Several members respond "aye.")
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   I'm sorry.  That was not Robert Adley.

 3   That is Robert Barham.

 4                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 5               (Several members respond "aye.")

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   All opposed with a "nay."

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Motion carries.

11                   Sorry about that, Mr. Barham.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   I'm sure he's never going to forgive you

14   for that one.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Ms. Metoyer, contract cancelations.

17               MS. METOYER:

18                   I have three cancelations:  20100884,

19   Pre, Incorporated, doing business as Chateau De Bayou,

20   Lafourche Parish.  The company did not meet the EZ

21   program hiring requirements and has been notified of

22   this cancelation.  20110870, Entergy, LA, LLC - Ninemile

23   Point.  The company did not meet the EZ program

24   requirements and they had requested cancelation.  And

25   20121301, Stuller, Incorporated, Lafayette Parish.  The
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 1   company did not meet the hiring requirements and they

 2   requested cancelation.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Are there any representatives from Pre,

 5   Inc., Chateau De Bayou?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any comment from the public concerning

 9   these cancelations?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Questions or comments from the Board

13   concerning the cancelations?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Is there a motion?

17                   Motion made by Mr. Miller; seconded by

18   Mr. Fajardo.

19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Thank you, Ms. Metoyer.
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 1                   All right.  Industrial Tax Exemption

 2   Program, Ms. Cheng.  I believe we're going to do these

 3   individually for the new ones.  There are a few

 4   questions for them, a number of questions.

 5               MS. CHENG:

 6                   Good morning.  These are the Industrial

 7   Tax Exemptions new applications, and there are 25 of

 8   them.

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   Can you get a little closer to the

11   microphone, which will help me and Mr. Barham?

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   These have advanced notifications that

14   were filed prior to the Executive Order on 6/24 of 2016.

15                   20151311, Boise Packaging & Newsprint,

16   LLC, Beauregard Parish; 20130018, Bollinger Fourchon,

17   Lafourche Parish --

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Ms. Cheng, I think we may have questions

20   on them, so we just want to do them one at a time.

21                   Are there any questions on Boise

22   Packaging & Newsprint in Beauregard?

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   Discovery is the first one I have.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Is there a motion to approve Boise --

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   So moved.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Moved by Mr. Adley; seconded by Ms.

 6   Atkins.

 7                   All in favor -- any comments from the

 8   public?

 9               (No response.)

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

12               (Several members respond "aye.")

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion carries.

15                   Please proceed.

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   20130018, Bollinger Fourchon in

18   Lafourche Parish.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Any questions concerning the Bollinger

21   Fourchon application?

22               (No response.)

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Is there a motion to approve Bollinger

25   Fourchon?

0049

 1                   Made by Robert Barham; seconded by

 2   Mr. Moller.

 3                   All in favor indicate with an "aye."

 4               (Several member respond "aye.")

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All opposed with a "nay."

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Proceed.

10               MS. CHENG:

11                   20160038, Discovery Producer Services in

12   Lafourche Parish.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   This is discovery.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Is there a question?

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Is there someone here from --

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Is there a representative from Discovery

21   here?

22                   Please step forward, state your name and

23   who you represent.

24               MR. PERILLOUX:

25                   Yes, sir.  My name is Brian Perilloux
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 1   with Williams Companies, the parent company of Discovery

 2   Producer Services, LLC.  Thank you.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Mr. Adley.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   My question is, albeit it was done prior

 7   to the executive order, I am trying to determine that

 8   this is actually part of a manufacturing process, what

 9   you've done here.  I'm not following you.  You said,

10   "This project consists of two primary objectives.  The

11   first objective is to install pipe segment to bypass

12   offshore gas around the Larose Gas Processing Plant.

13   This project allows offshore gas to bypass LGPP

14   downstream."  I'm confused.  Are you moving natural gas

15   around the manufacturing facility or into the facility?

16   That's what I couldn't figure out.

17               MR. PERILLOUX:

18                   Yes, sir.  It's to bypass the plant.  So

19   they install the bypass at the LNG processing plant to

20   bypass the plant because they don't want to process that

21   particular gas.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   And where does that gas go?

24               MR. PERILLOUX:

25                   It goes up into another line, and I
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 1   apologize.  I'm not familiar with the lot.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   I'm trying to find out, to get to the

 4   point, you're not moving any natural gas that ends up

 5   getting re-marketed somewhere by Williams or anybody

 6   else, are you?  I mean, it all pertains to the

 7   manufacturing in some way?  That's what I need to know.

 8   If you built a line to go remarket gas, that's not

 9   manufacturing.  That's something outside of what your

10   facility does.  I just need to make sure we're not

11   creating an exemption here for something that's outside

12   the manufacturing that the facility does.

13               MR. PERILLOUX:

14                   Sure, and I understand.  I apologize.  I

15   am not the project manager of the project, but the way

16   it was explained to me, it's to bypass the facility --

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Bypass the facility.  Where does that

19   gas go?

20               MR. PERILLOUX:

21                   I think it goes into a third-party line,

22   sir.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   And from the third-party line, somebody

25   sells it?
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 1               MR. PERILLOUX:

 2                   Yes, sir.  We merely transport it.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   My problem is you can't be getting

 5   property tax exemption to build a pipeline to go market

 6   natural gas, and I just need to know -- I mean, look,

 7   I'm -- if it's used in the plant, I don't have a

 8   problem, but if we're granting an exemption or property

 9   tax to someone for building a pipeline to market natural

10   gas, not part of the manufacturing, but go around the

11   plant and into a third-party to be marketed, that is not

12   manufacturing.

13               MR. PERILLOUX:

14                   We stand with whatever the decision is,

15   sir, but that is the process, to bypass the plant.  It

16   originally went into the plant --

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Can you help him?

19               MR. PERILLOUX:

20                   -- but the goal was to bypass the plant,

21   but it was built into the plant in order to bypass it.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Mr. Adley, I think we are going to need

24   to defer this one to get a better explanation of what

25   happens.  I mean, I don't see an alternative on this.
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 1   Rather than --

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   We can go do an inspection if you would

 4   like.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   Do what?

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   We can go do an inspection if y'all

 9   would like.

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   It would be helpful.  I just need to

12   make sure you're not sitting out there getting an

13   exemption for a pipeline that's actually -- albeit, some

14   of the gas may go into facility, but if you're getting

15   an exemption for the entire cost and some of it's

16   getting marketed off, I think that's a problem.  And,

17   yes, I would move that we direct LED to do get an

18   inspection before we make a final decision on this.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Before they go and spend time to go do

21   an inspection, can we get a letter from the company

22   telling us what it's for?  Because I hate to spend

23   manpower, time and effort to go do something --

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   I think it's really important to have
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 1   LED to go do that.  I think it would be very helpful for

 2   that to get done.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Is this pipeline above the ground or

 5   below the ground?

 6               MR. PERILLOUX:

 7                   Sir, I believe it's above ground.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Above ground.

10               MR. PERILLOUX:

11                   I would need to double check with the

12   project manager, but I think it is above ground.  I

13   apologize.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   That's all right.  The only reason I'm

16   saying that, Mr. Adley, is some of the inspections I've

17   done, you go out there and the pipe is underground.  You

18   can see it go down, and you don't know where it goes.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   Well, an inspection could clearly be a

21   visit by them to the home office or front office and

22   they can lay out for them the pipeline map and this is

23   how it works and you come away with an understanding.

24   You don't have to go out there with a shovel and dig up

25   pipe to go figure out where it goes, Mr. Chairman.  This
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 1   is not how it works.  They are going to have pipeline

 2   plans for them to look at and you will be able to

 3   determine if this pipe is for marketing gas or it's used

 4   in the manufacturing facility.  That's what I mean by

 5   inspection.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Okay.  So you mean more of an

 8   investigation?

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   I don't mean a tractor and dig up pipe.

11   I don't mean that.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   They do perform inspections, physical on

14   site inspections to verify --

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   I think if you go to heir office,

17   they're clearly going to have everything connection to

18   that facility and they're going to have plats and maps

19   for you to look at.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All right.  So we'll take that as a

22   motion to defer this one until LED investigates the

23   manufacturing -- the actual manufacturing at this

24   facility of that equipment.

25                   Is there a second to that deferral?
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 1                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.

 2                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 3               (Several members respond with "aye.")

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   All opposed with a "nay."

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Motion carries.

 9               MR. COLEMAN:

10                   I have a question.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Oh, I'm sorry.  Major Coleman.

13               MR. COLEMAN:

14                   I'm a little bit confused.  So each one

15   of these applications, so we have not determined if it's

16   a manufacturing job or not before it gets to us?

17               MS. CHENG:

18                   They have a manufacturing NAICS Code.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   I will tell you where I'm coming from.

21   These came in prior to the executive order, so under the

22   old rules.  The old rules required that be

23   manufacturing, but under a different definition than we

24   had.  In any case, it's required to be manufacturing.

25   Any member of this board who determines that something
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 1   that they see before them is not manufacturing, you

 2   clearly have a right to distinguish between the two, and

 3   that's what I'm trying to do here.  I need to know that

 4   this is part of whatever LED said the manufacturing

 5   process is.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   And I will point out, in some cases,

 8   there may be things where an entity will extract

 9   resources from the ground, so the extraction equipment

10   is not part of the manufacturing process; but then once

11   it gets above the ground on their site, then they start

12   manufacturing it into another product or doing something

13   to it to change its form, et cetera, et cetera, and that

14   becomes what's eligible for manufacturing.  So the

15   overall entity may have an SIC or a NAICS Code that is

16   manufacturing, but certain activity that go on may not

17   be manufacturing, and that's how they know, because it

18   has NAICS Code that indicates that they're manufacturing

19   something.  Does that help?

20                   Mr. Slone.

21               MR. SLONE:

22                   I'm sorry.  So if it bypasses the

23   process that you use, but is used to power the plant,

24   then would be manufacturing?

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   In my eyes, that would be considered

 2   part of the manufacturing process.

 3               MR. SLONE:

 4                   I didn't know if that would help.

 5               MR. COLEMAN:

 6                   I was just trying to figure out whose

 7   job it is to determine the eligibility of if they even

 8   get to the application stage.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   I believe that's the staff's

11   responsibility to determine it's manufacturing when they

12   receive the application.

13                   Any other questions before the deferral

14   vote is taken?

15               (No response.)

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All in favor of deferring?

18               (Several members respond "aye.")

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   All opposed say, "nay."

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Motion carries.  This one is deferred

24   for investigation.

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   20111182A, DOW Chemical Company in

 2   Iberville Parish.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Any comments from the Board concerning

 5   the DOW Chemical application?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any questions from the Board members?

 9                   Is there a motion for approval?

10                   Made by Mr. Slone; seconded by

11   Mr. Fajardo.

12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.")

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.

19               MS. CHENG:

20                   20150280, Eagle US 2, LLC in Calcasieu

21   Parish.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Mr. Adley, I believe you have a question

24   for this one.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   Question for the staff.  Understanding

 2   it's under the initial rules, when I look at these two

 3   applications, they have this one and I guess there is

 4   another.  This one, they just said 2015 upgrades.  The

 5   second one, they clearly mentioned an expansion.  How do

 6   you know or do you know as a staff person that these

 7   were maintenance or not maintenance items?  Is there any

 8   way for you to know that?

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   No.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   Under the old rules, they're clearly

13   allowed regardless of what they put.

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   Yes, sir.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   Under the new rules, when they see

18   something, they just simply --

19               MS. CHENG:

20                   We will have ask for an explanation of

21   what the --

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   Then this may no longer be allowed --

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   Correct.
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 1               MR. ADLEY:

 2                   -- if you find out it's for maintenance

 3   purposes.

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   Yes, sir.

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   All right.  That's what I needed to

 8   know.  Thank you.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Any other questions for the first Eagle

11   US 2 application?

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Any comments from the public?

15               (No response.)

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Motion to approve made by Major Coleman;

18   seconded by Ms. Atkins.

19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Motion carries.
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 1               MS. CHENG:

 2                   20150880A, Eagle US 2 in Calcasieu

 3   Parish.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Any comments from the public concerning

 6   this second application by Eagle US 2?

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   There is a motion on floor to approve

10   made by Ricky.

11                   Is there a second?

12                   By Mr. Williams.

13                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

14               (Several members respond "aye.")

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   All opposed with a "nay."

17               (No response.)

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Motion carries.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   Exxon Mobil Corporation has requested

22   that we defer 20152017.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   You said defer?

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   Yes.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   Which one.

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   Exxon Mobil.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Exxon Mobil.

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   Company has requested that the

10   application be deferred.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All right.

13               MS. CHENG:

14                   20150997 FMT Shipyard & Repair, LLC in

15   Jefferson Parish.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   And the question on this one is they

18   state that they constructed new office buildings, am I

19   to understand that under the old rules, that was

20   allowed?

21               MS. CHENG:

22                   Correct.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   And that is not allowed under the new

25   rules; is that correct?  I'm trying to get some of these
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 1   things aired out before we start walking into these

 2   meetings and people believe that the way they used to do

 3   it's going to work.

 4                   Under the new rule, that would not be

 5   allowed, the office building.

 6               MS. CHENG:

 7                   Correct.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   But under the old rule, y'all did allow

10   them and you allowed them for other companies; is that a

11   fair statement?

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   Yes.

14               MR. ADLEY:

15                   Okay.  Thank you.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Any comments from the public concerning

18   FMT Shipyard & Repair?

19               (No response.)

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   Motion made by Mr. Slone; seconded by

22   Secretary Pierson.

23                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

24                   (Several members respond "aye.")

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   All opposed with a "nay."

 2               (No response.)

 3               MS. CHENG:

 4                   20141329, G.E.O. Heat Exchangers, LLC in

 5   Iberville Parish.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Any comments from the public concerning

 8   G.E.O. Heat Exchangers?

 9               (No response.)

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Is there a motion on the floor to

12   approve this one?

13                   Made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by Ms.

14   Atkins.

15                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

16                   (Several members respond "aye.")

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   All opposed with a "nay."

19               (No response.)

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   Motion carries.

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   20160175, Hood Container of Louisiana,

24   LLC in West Feliciana Parish.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Any comments from the public concerning

 2   Hood Container of Louisiana?

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Is there a motion to approve?

 6                   Made by Mr. Miller; seconded by

 7   Mr. Williams.

 8                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 9                   (Several members respond "aye.")

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All opposed with a "nay."

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion carries.

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   20141572, Intralox, LLC in Jefferson

17   Parish.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Mr. Adley, I believe you have a question

20   for Intralox.

21               MR. ADLEY:

22                   We do.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Is there a representative from Intralox?

25                   Please step forward.
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 1               MR. ADLEY:

 2                   Under the old rules, they also allow --

 3   go ahead and identify yourself.  I'm sorry.

 4               MS. RAYMOND:

 5                   Deanne Raymond.  I'm the Director of Tax

 6   for Laitram, and Intralox is one of our group of

 7   companies.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   Deanne, I don't think the application is

10   at risk.  I just want you to understand that, but under

11   the old rules, they allow for software and hardware if

12   it was in an office as part of a process to be included.

13   Under the new rules, this has to be part of the process,

14   something that's used into the manufacturing itself.  My

15   question to you is, the software and hardware that you

16   have purchased here, what is that for?

17               MS. RAYMOND:

18                   It's probably going to be difficult for

19   me to look at this and say exactly what that's for.  I

20   would probably have to go back to our IT people.  I

21   mean, some of that is certainly used in the

22   manufacturing because we have -- everything's robotic

23   and computerized.

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   If you go to a Timber mill, for instance
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 1   they're going to sit there on the computer out on a line

 2   and they're going to push a button to cut those logs a

 3   certain way and they have a computer that's using

 4   Windows 10 inside of the office, that would not be

 5   allowed.  It will be allowed in the old rules, but will

 6   not be allowed under the new rules.

 7               MS. RAYMOND:

 8                   Okay.  I understand what you're saying.

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   You don't really know what --

11               MS. RAYMOND:

12                   Specifically what this one is, I would

13   have to go back and see, but certainly we use computers

14   in the whole manufacturing process, which all of the

15   injection and molding machines and the robotic equipment

16   that goes along with that.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   And all of that certainly is approved

19   with the new rules and the old rules.

20               MS. RAYMOND:

21                   Uh-huh.  What specifically --

22               MS. ADLEY:

23                   I only raise this, ma'am, so the

24   committee can be, again, prepared when we get to this

25   point under the new rules, if you walk in here with
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 1   software and hardware, you're going to have to know the

 2   difference because if it's sitting over there at an

 3   office somewhere, it clearly does not meet the new

 4   definition of manufacturing.

 5               MS. RAYMOND:

 6                   Okay.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   That's it.  Thank you, ma'am.

 9               MS. RAYMOND:

10                   Thank you.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All right.  Any comments from the public

13   concerning the Intralox application?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Is there a motion on the floor?

17                   Made by Mr. Slone; seconded by

18   Mr. Miller.

19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Motion carries.
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 1               MS. CHENG:

 2                   20140198A, Lubrication Technologies,

 3   Inc. in Caddo Parish.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   All right.  Any comments from the public

 6   concerning Lubrication Technologies?

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Is there a motion on the floor?

10                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by

11   Mayor Brasseaux.

12                   All in favor -- oh, any comments from

13   the Board, questions?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed with a "nay."

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   20140198B, Lubrication Technologies,

25   Inc. in Caddo Parish.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   I will assume the same?

 3                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson and seconded

 4   by Mayor Brasseaux.

 5                   Questions from the public, comments?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any questions from the Board members?

 9               (No response.)

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

12                   (Several members respond "aye.")

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   All opposed with a "nay."

15               (No response.)

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Motion carries.

18               MS. CHENG:

19                   Marathon Petroleum Company has requested

20   they we defer 20131404.

21               MR. ADLEY:

22                   The only question, just if you -- I

23   think you can answer it without getting them up here.

24   When you see the word "revamp" in an application and

25   there's no further description in what they do, what
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 1   does that mean?

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   Which application would this be?

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   On the Marathon.  Says that FCC revamp.

 6   Does that mean they're maintaining it?  Does that mean

 7   they're rebuilding it?  What does that mean?

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   I'm not sure, but I can ask them.

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   That's all right.  Look, it's going to

12   be approved because it's under the old rules.  I'm going

13   to suggest to you that when we start moving the others

14   through under the new rules, words like that, they're

15   not going to mean anything unless you have a

16   description.  A lot of these just don't have the

17   description.

18                   That's it, Mr. Chairman.  Thank you.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Thank you, Mr. Adley.

21               MS. CHENG:

22                   20141452, Sasol Chemicals USA in

23   Calcasieu Parish.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   I believe Mr. Adley has a question for
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 1   Sasol.

 2                   Is a there a representative for Sasol?

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   Is this the second Marathon?

 5               MS. CHENG:

 6                   Marathon only has one.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Sasol, please step forward and identify

 9   yourself.

10               MR. HAYES:

11                   Michael Hayes, Manager of Government

12   Relations for Sasol.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Thank you.  Let me just ask the staff,

15   in the past, under the old rules, you allowed R&D,

16   research and development, to be part of the

17   manufacturing process; is that right or wrong?

18               MS. CHENG:

19                   I believe everything was included and

20   allowed at the manufacturing site.

21               MR. ADLEY:

22                   I didn't hear you, ma'am.

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   Everything at the manufacturing site.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   Whatever it was?

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   Yes.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   So when they say "the expansion of R&D

 6   building for research and development that may be

 7   outside of the manufacturing plant itself," you always

 8   allowed that in the past?

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   Yes.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   Okay.  And we're allowing it now, but I

13   have to tell you, under the new rules, I don't think

14   it's going to fit, so that you know going forward.

15               MR. HAYES:

16                   If I may, this particular R&D expansion

17   is not pie-in-the-sky R&D.  This is very

18   customer-process-driven R&D because we have some

19   processes that can take alumina, for example, and change

20   the properties of that alumina to suit what the customer

21   needs.  So these are in the chemistry, working with a

22   manufacturing process and the customers, to modify the

23   properties of those molecules they're making so that

24   they'll suit the process.  And so, to me, this type of

25   R&D was one that we'd give serious consideration.
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 1                   An example, one of the products that we

 2   make, you know, if you remember, when photo paper for

 3   computers, laser paper, was so expensive because it had

 4   silver in it.  We were able to work with those

 5   manufacturers of photo paper to modify the properties of

 6   our alumina to be able to replace the silver in photo

 7   paper.  So you went from something that you make jewelry

 8   out of to something that's the functional equivalent of

 9   dirt.  You know, that's how the process --

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   I got that and it will certainly be

12   approved today, but the truth of the matter is, you can

13   be doing your R&D in London.

14               MR. HAYES:

15                   Not this R&D.  This R&D --

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   I think the way the law works now,

18   anything associated with R&D can be there.  Here's the

19   best example I can give you:  When you move natural gas

20   into your plant, and you do that over there, I'm sure,

21   before it's moved in there, they move water out of the

22   gas.

23               MR. HAYES:

24                   Right.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   Under what your theory is, all of that,

 2   too, would be subject to manufacturing.

 3               MR. HAYES:

 4                   No, sir.  That would be quality

 5   assurance and would be separate from the new rules.

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   I got you.  Just from the Governor's

 8   office, sir, whatever it's worth, certainly we're not

 9   going to object to this one because it's under the old

10   rules and R&D was clearly left out when we did the new

11   rules.  Just so you know, it won't be there, at least

12   from our office.

13               MR. HAYES:

14                   Okay.  I would like to be able to make

15   the argument, though, in the future, if it's possible.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   We are right over there on the fourth

18   floor.  Go over there and knock on his door.  He's

19   looking for friends today.

20               MR. HAYES:

21                   You have a great staff here and they

22   asked for those same details.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   So when you do this R&D, it is related

25   to --
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 1               MR. HAYES:

 2                   Manufacturing.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   -- manufacturing.  I mean, getting the

 5   product to the customer specs, do you bill them for this

 6   or is this part billed to the cost of the production of

 7   the new material?

 8               MR. HAYES:

 9                   That's part of the service that we

10   provide because if we're able to create new products by

11   changing the properties of our existing products that

12   suit the customer's manufacturing need, then we've

13   satisfied our manufacturing need and then we've

14   satisfied their need as a customer, and that's what this

15   is all about.  So these R&D guys that are doing this

16   work really are trying to modify the process to come up

17   with a new brainstorm.  They're trying to make what we

18   have work in various and different circumstances.

19                   Another example is we make surfactants

20   and we're using those surfactants in the hydraulic

21   fracturing process, but not every surfactant works, but

22   we're able to treat the properties of surfactants so

23   that they will run the hydraulic fracturing process

24   better to keep those cracks open, deliver the material

25   that keeps the cracks open because the surfactants are
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 1   able to work better.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   So, in my eyes, this might be more of a

 4   customizing manufacturing --

 5               MR. HAYES:

 6                   Exactly.  Exactly.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   -- as opposed to R&D, because I think of

 9   R&D, as you said, where the scientists are in there and

10   they're trying to come up with a new widget, not taking

11   an existing widget and making sure it works for the

12   customer's needs.

13               MR. HAYES:

14                   Right.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   So, Mr. Adley, it may be different than

17   R&D in the sense that a lot of people think of R&D.

18   This is fine tuning a product, just like making sure

19   that they're mixing it right, and, to me, it's part of

20   manufacturing because once you get the chemistry right,

21   then it flows into making that customer's product.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   I got it.  My advice to you is, if you

24   want to tell that to somebody, go tell it to him,

25   because I'm relaying to you what he has told me.  We do
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 1   not believe that R&D, that a company goes and does on

 2   the side to go make their profit, make their money, is

 3   part of the manufacturing process.  It's not part of the

 4   process of when you did your R&D and you said this is a

 5   product I want to make, there's a manufacturing process

 6   associated with that project, you go back and do some

 7   more R&D and you say you want to make something else,

 8   then you create another manufacturing facility, then

 9   there's a manufacturing process for that one.

10               MR. HAYES:

11                   Thank you, sir.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   I think that's going to be his position.

14   Until he tells me otherwise, that's -- I just wanted you

15   to know that's where we are, and the rules, clearly the

16   issue of R&D issue came up and we very clearly kept them

17   out of the rules for that reason.

18               MR. HAYES:

19                   Understood.  Thank you, sir.

20               MR. ADLEY:

21                   Thank you for what you're doing in Lake

22   Charles.  It's pretty phenomenal what y'all are doing.

23               MR. HAYES:

24                   We're pretty excited for Lake Charles

25   and Louisiana.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Any other questions by the Board?

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Thank you, sir.

 6                   Is there a motion on to the floor to

 7   approve this application?

 8               SECRETARY PIERSON:

 9                   So moved.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Made by Secretary Pierson; seconded by

12   Mr. Fajardo.

13                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

14               (Several members respond "aye.")

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   All opposed with a "nay."

17               (No response.)

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Motion carries.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   20121255, SE Tylose Louisiana, LLC in

22   Iberville Parish.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Any questions on this one?

25               (No response.)
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Any comments from the public concerning

 3   SE Tylose Louisiana?

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Is there a motion on the floor to

 7   approve?

 8                   Made by Mr. Wilson; seconded by

 9   Mr. Fabra.

10                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

11               (Several members respond "aye.")

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   All opposed with a "nay."

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Motion carries.

17               MS. CHENG:

18                   20141393, Shell Chemical

19   Company-Ascension in Ascension Parish.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All right.  I'm going to let you go

22   ahead and read all of the Shells all at once.  Mr. Adley

23   does have some questions for Shell.

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   20141217, Shell Chemical Company in
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 1   Ascension Parish; 20131234, Shell Chemical Company in

 2   Ascension Parish; 20130770, Shell Chemical Company, LP;

 3   and 20141576, Shell Chemical Company, LP in St. Charles

 4   Parish.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Is there a representative from Shell

 7   here?

 8                   Please step forward and identify

 9   yourself.

10               MR. BAKER:

11                   Good morning, Mr. Chairman.  Joe Baker

12   with Shell Oil Company.  I manage the property taxes for

13   Downstream assets in Louisiana.

14               MR. ADLEY:

15                   Only two quick questions.  In the first

16   request you've got facilities who export ID to a mobile

17   site and then to third properties, and then in another

18   one, you've got railcar maintenance activities.  Are

19   these on the site of the manufacturing facility or are

20   they elsewhere?

21               MR. BAKER:

22                   They're on the site of the manufacturing

23   facility, except your question regarding the mobile

24   site, I'm going to have to find out for sure on that

25   one.  I can't answer that.  But as far as the rail
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 1   facilities, yes, sir, they're on site.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   We don't object to the approval of the

 4   current ones that you have.  I would like to ask,

 5   Mr. Chairman, that the staff to look at, insofar as

 6   under the new rules, I want to sure -- as I remember it,

 7   we made sure that anything dealing with further

 8   marketing of a product was not part of the ITEP, and so

 9   I'm trying to make sure that -- I think we used language

10   to say that it had to be physically on the facility on

11   that site.  Just find out for me and let me know later

12   on this application and if you can get with them so I

13   can find out exactly how this one works so I'll know for

14   the future.

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   If it actually is mobile and does leave

17   the facility, they'll have to take it off.  It's not

18   eligible under current rules and it will be amended in

19   the affidavit of current loss.

20               MR. ADLEY:

21                   If they're not mobile under the current

22   law, it's not --

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   I looked at the assets and I didn't

25   see -- they didn't seem like assets that could leave the
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 1   facility, but we can check what this mobile site is.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   Let me just make sure.  You just said

 4   something that I need to know.  Under current rules, the

 5   old rules, mobile facilities are or are not allowed?

 6               MS. CHENG:

 7                   Are not.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   Well, on this application, you list a

10   mobile site, a mobile site that's being shipped to be

11   part of the investment dollars used in this application.

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   I believe so.

14               MR. BAKER:

15                   Mr. Adley, I can't answer that, but I

16   apologize for not knowing that answer, but your question

17   is valid.  I'll get back with Kristin and let her know

18   if the application needs to be amended or what have you.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   Let me do this if I can.  Let me move

21   for approval, Mr. Chairman, subject to them clarifying

22   with staff that the mobile site is not included in the

23   numbers being applied for for the ITEP.

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   If that is ineligible, it can be taken
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 1   off at the point of them filing their affidavit of final

 2   cost.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   All of these are subject to

 5   qualifications in the end.  Even when you go out and do

 6   an inspection, if you find out that something's mobile,

 7   it gets removed from the contract and the assessors get

 8   notified immediately that the assets did not qualify for

 9   the program and everything needs to be adjusted.  So

10   it's just part of the process.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   I need you to get back to me and try to

13   clear it up if they're getting money for it.

14                   Thank you.

15               MR. BAKER:

16                   Thank you, Mr. Adley.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Seconded by -- motion was made by

19   Mr. Adley to approve all of the Shell applications.

20                   Are there any comments from the public?

21                   Seconded was made by Dr. Wilson.

22                   Any questions or further comments from

23   the Board members?

24               (No response.)

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 2               (Several members respond "aye.")

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   All opposed with a "nay."

 5               (No response.)

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Motion carries.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   I would ask the staff, before you leave

10   Shell, the Shell application -- I'm looking for the

11   number.  I've got this sheet in front of me.  Let's see.

12   The 20130770-ITE.

13               MS. CHENG:

14                   Okay.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   They make the statement that replacement

17   costs have not been retired as part of Phase 1, and the

18   Chairman's done a really good job of training me over

19   time to know that whatever the initial ITEP was, when

20   you're going to replace something, that's removed from

21   what they're eligible for in the future, so what does it

22   mean when they say that replacement costs have not been

23   retired?  What does that mean?

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   So that asset is probably still on site,
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 1   so it has not been retired yet, but when they file their

 2   second phase of this application, they will reflect it

 3   on that --

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   But you took in benefit the cost of that

 6   when you're granting this particular ITEP that they're

 7   working on?  You're nodding your head.  You've done

 8   that.  Okay.  Thank you.

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   20151157, Surface Performance Group, LLC

11   in Jefferson Parish.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Are there any comments from the public

14   concerning Surface Performance Group?

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   Which one is it?

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Surface Performance Group, LLC.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   Is this the one that does the surface

21   coating and repair?

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   Yes, sir.

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   Yes.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Is there a representative --

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   I need to know from the manufacturer.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Is there a representative from --

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   I knew I'd get you here sooner or later.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Please step forward and identify

11   yourself.

12               MR. ZATARAIN:

13                   Chuck Zatarain.  I represent Surface

14   Performance Group.  Nice to see everybody again.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   And you're the gentleman who pointed out

17   to me that every meeting, you get called up here by me

18   at the start the meeting; is that right?

19               MR. ZATARAIN:

20                   Yes, sir.  You're very consistent with

21   that.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   And I explained to you, without me, you

24   wouldn't have a job; is that --

25               MR. ZATARAIN:
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 1                   You sure did.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   So the surface coating and repair, I'm

 4   trying to understand how that's part of the

 5   manufacturing process or is that in the building of the

 6   facility itself?  What is it?

 7               MR. ZATARAIN:

 8                   It is a repair service, coating, and

 9   they also put together small tools.  It's a family-owned

10   business, a husband and wife, at this operation in

11   Jefferson Parish.  They service the chemical plants up

12   and down the river.  They operate seven days a week.

13   When somebody comes in with a piece of equipment that

14   needs to be repaired quickly, they repair it.  If they

15   have to grind it down or change it up, make it surface

16   to perform something else, they can do it on the spot.

17   They also take broken down pieces of equipment and are

18   asked to make them a new one.  It's what they do.  And

19   it's there terrific operation.

20                   They have about eight employees at the

21   initial site.  They are landlocked in Jefferson Parish,

22   so they built a new manufacturing facility and building

23   and also new equipment and doubled their payroll.  So

24   they're very essential to the chemical industry up and

25   down the plant (sic).
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 1                   So they manufacture by grinding,

 2   coating, resurfacing and also putting together new

 3   pieces of equipment from the broken pieces of equipment.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   Thank you.

 6               MR. ZATARAIN:

 7                   Yes, sir.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Any other questions for Mr. Zatarain?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   The motion is made by Mr. Slone to

13   approve the application; seconded by Ms. Malone.

14                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

15                   (Several members respond "aye.")

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All opposed with a "nay."

18                   (No response.)

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Motion carries.

21                   Thank you, Mr. Zatarain.

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   20140991, Union Carbide Corporation in

24   St. Charles Parish.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   I believe we have a question for Union

 2   Carbide.  Is there a representative from Union Carbide?

 3                   Please step forward.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   And you'll be glad to know it's the last

 6   question I've got in this group of stuff.  It makes be

 7   happy and you happy, too.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Please identify yourself.

10               MR. FAUCHEUX:

11                   Tommy Faucheux, Government Affairs.

12               MS. DAIGLE:

13                   Rona Daigle, Lead Tax Manager, DOW.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   Mr. Adley.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   The installation of electrical

18   substation, have you created some kind of cogent or

19   something, is that what's going on out there?  What is

20   this about?

21               MS. DAIGLE:

22                   This is a substation, power-to-water

23   treatment plant.

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   Prior to doing this, where did you get
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 1   your power from?

 2               MS.

 3                   We have other substations.  This one's

 4   for improvement and upgrade for future water treatment.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   I got you.  So it wasn't coming from a

 7   private investor-owned facility from day one; you've

 8   always created your own substations; is that what you're

 9   telling me?

10               MS. DAIGLE:

11                   This is our own substation, yes, and our

12   own --

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   And so the only question I have for

15   staff, I need to better understand this.  I noted since

16   we've been here, Entergy will always have many various

17   applications as they come in and they build power

18   facilities for the plants and they apply for ITEP.  What

19   happens if you have one of those facilities where you

20   have the investor-owner comes in, provides the power and

21   then decides to build a substation and Entergy Group no

22   longer is providing the power and you're eight into the

23   ITEP or, say, six years, what happens?

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   If it's not --
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 1               MR. ADLEY:

 2                   Do they no longer continue the ITEP?

 3               MS. CHENG:

 4                   If they're no longer -- if Entergy is

 5   not being used, it would be --

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   It would be disqualified?

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   It would be canceled.  The company would

10   come to us and say to cancel it.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   That's what I want to know.  Thank you.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Any other questions for Union Carbide?

15               (No response.)

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Motion by Mr. Slone; seconded by Ms.

18   Atkins.

19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Motion carries.
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 1                   I believe you can read the last three

 2   together.

 3               MS. CHENG:

 4                   Okay.  20130801, Westlake Petrochemical,

 5   LLC in Calcasieu Parish; 20131140, Westlake Polymers, LP

 6   in Calcasieu Parish; and 20160037, Williams Olefins, LLC

 7   in Ascension Parish.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Any comments from the public concerning

10   these three applications?

11               (No response.)

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Is there a motion to approve these

14   three?

15                   Made by Mr. Williams; seconded by Mr.

16   Fajardo.

17                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

18               (Several members respond "aye.")

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   All opposed with a "nay."

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Motion carries.

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   Now we have the new applications that
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 1   were received prior to the executive order being issued

 2   on 6/24/16, but they do not have an advanced

 3   notification.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   So these are MCAs received prior to the

 6   executive order issuance?

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   Yes.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   All right.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   So the work and receipt was all prior to

13   the executive order on these?

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   Yes.

16                   20161240, Bayou Companies, LLC in Iberia

17   parish.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All right.  Any comments from the public

20   concerning Bayou Companies, LLC?

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Comments from the Board?

24               (No response.)

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Is there a motion to approve these MCAs

 2   that were filed prior to issuance of the executive

 3   order?

 4                   Oh, I'm sorry, couple of comments from

 5   the public.  Well, kind of public.  One from the public

 6   and one from LED staff.  We'll start with LED staff.

 7   Please identify yourself.

 8               MR. HOUSE:

 9                   Richard House, Counsel for Economic

10   Development.

11                   These are MCAs prior to June 24th.  The

12   issue is whether or not they have jobs.  If they have

13   jobs, then they should be approved.  If they don't have

14   jobs, then under the executive order, they should not be

15   approved.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   Richard, clarify this for us.  When I

18   came over today, I was told clearly by the fourth floor

19   that that is their position.  I wanted to make sure

20   about that.  There were a group of these that came in

21   prior to, but they weren't received till after 6/24.

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   No.  These --

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   You're telling me it makes no different,
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 1   makes no difference when they're received?

 2               MR. HOUSE:

 3                   No.  These are prior to June 24th.  They

 4   were received prior to -- the ones you're considering

 5   now were received prior to June 24th.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Of '16?

 8               MR. HOUSE:

 9                   Of 2016.

10                   Under the executive order, regarding

11   MCAs, Miscellaneous Capital Additions, if they have

12   jobs, then they're subject to our approval.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Regardless of whether they were before

15   or after 6/24 or not?

16               MR. HOUSE:

17                   No, sir.  They were before June 24th.

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   I'm sorry.  You --

20               MR. HOUSE:

21                   These were all applications before June

22   24th, 2016.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   So your position would be if they had

25   zero jobs, we would approve them?
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 1               MR. HOUSE:

 2                   No.  My position would be if they have

 3   zero jobs, you would not approve them under the

 4   executive order.  If they have jobs, you would approve

 5   them under the executive order.

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   So it is your position that all of these

 8   before us that have no jobs, whether they were received

 9   before or after 6/24, would not be approved by the

10   executive order?

11               MR. HOUSE:

12                   Correct.  If they're Miscellaneous

13   Capital Additions, that's correct.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   Secretary Pierson.

16               SECRETARY PIERSON:

17                   Just as a point of clarification, the

18   two gateways are approval by the Board and the

19   Governor's signature.

20               MR. HOUSE:

21                   Correct.

22               SECRETARY PIERSON:

23                   And so the executive order stating that

24   he would classify MCAs with zero jobs as ineligible is

25   going to be subject to his signature.  Whether or not
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 1   the Board passes it, really it has to pass his desk, and

 2   his executive order says it will not pass his desk.

 3               MR. HOUSE:

 4                   That's correct.  So if you believe that

 5   he will not sign it and you want to follow that

 6   indication, as I think that's been done in the past on a

 7   number of different issues, then you should do that.  We

 8   are having new rules that I hope will be promulgated

 9   today that will align these things.

10               SECRETARY PIERSON:

11                   But it was prior to that point in time,

12   so that's part of the difficulty we face that those

13   applicants that had no knowledge of a pending EO.

14               MR. HOUSE:

15                   Well, before June 24th, the applications

16   you're considering in this part of the agenda were filed

17   before June 24th.  Some have jobs, and under the

18   executive order, if you approve these, the Governor will

19   sign those contracts.

20                   Others do not have jobs, and the

21   Governor has indicated in his executive order that he

22   will not sign those contracts.  We're not discussing

23   after June 24th yet.  We're just discussing before June

24   24th.

25               SECRETARY PIERSON:
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 1                   Understood.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   But this is all '16.  Not this year's

 4   MCAs.

 5               MR. HOUSE:

 6                   Well, it's not June 24th, 2017 yet.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Right.  These are --

 9               MR. HOUSE:

10                   Under the executive order as of June

11   24th, 2016 is the issue.  These were filed before June

12   24th, 2016.  They have jobs.  If these MCAs have jobs,

13   the Governor has indicated in his executive order that

14   he will sign those contracts.  If they do not have jobs,

15   even if they're before June 24th, 2016, he's indicated

16   in his executive order that we will not sign them.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Thank you.

19                   Mr. Bagert.

20               MR. BAGERT:

21                   I'm in the rare and exciting position to

22   agree completely with Mr. House and underline the fact

23   of what he said.  I would also just point out that this

24   Board has set the precedent of acting in accordance with

25   the executive order on precisely this point in the past
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 1   when MCAs are submitted prior to June 24th did not have

 2   jobs that are rejected.  When they did have jobs, they

 3   were considered eligible, and that has been established

 4   as the precedence of the Board in previous meetings in

 5   October, December and January as well.

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   It's your view, based on our executive

 8   order, that between -- there are only two companies on

 9   this list; is that right?  Right or wrong?  How many?

10               MS. CHENG:

11                   There are a few more.  Flip to the next

12   page.  There are nine.

13               MR. BAGERT:

14                   Nine total.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   There are three, if I'm looking at this

17   correctly, there are two on one page and -- excuse me.

18   No, it's not.  One on one page and then three on the

19   next page for a total of four that actually created jobs

20   out of the group.  So a total of four out of the group

21   that have jobs.

22                   It's your view, under the executive

23   order, that we would only approve -- at least expect the

24   Governor's signature, we would approve those four and

25   none other?
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 1               MR. HOUSE:

 2                   Correct.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   Okay.  I got it.

 5                   Somebody back there raised their hand,

 6   Mr. Chairman.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Please step forward.

 9               MR.

10                   Good morning.  I'm Rhonda Boatner with

11   Didier Properties representing Great Raft Brewing.

12                   At the time of the application, they had

13   six full-time employee.  There was -- I've gotten an

14   e-mail from their CPA, which states that they're now up

15   to 13 full-time employees, so they either -- if I need

16   to get something from the company or this e-mail from

17   the CPA that says they now have an additional seven new,

18   full-time employees --

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   I would assume, Mr. Chairman, that

21   albeit they may not be approved today, if they have

22   additional information for their MCA, that LED can

23   certainly take that up and bring it back to the next

24   meeting.  Is that --

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   We can week defer this one and update

 2   the information on the application and bring it back.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   I'm going move, then, because of some of

 5   that confusion, I'm going to move to -- it's not a

 6   difference between rejecting and y'all deferring.  If

 7   y'all reject it, they can still bring it to you and you

 8   can bring it back; is that right or wrong?

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   If it's rejected, if it's denied, we

11   have to come back.  They would have to come appeal your

12   decision.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Yeah.  We don't want to do that.

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   You want to defer it so they can amend

17   their application.

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   I don't want to defer them all, and I

20   tell you why I say that, Robby, is that if someone has

21   risen and said I have a certain example, we're certainly

22   deferring.  That one makes sense, but the others that

23   say nothing, I would rather reject them if they are

24   coming in here with zero, and those that say that

25   something has transpired that you don't know, then
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 1   that's a different issue.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   Mr. Miller.

 4               MR. MILLER:

 5                   Mr. House, wasn't there something in the

 6   language that says or a compelling reason for job

 7   retention?

 8               MR. HOUSE:

 9                   That's in the language that pertains to

10   advanced notifications going forward in the future.

11   With respect to advanced notifications going forward in

12   the future, you have new, direct jobs at a facility

13   caused by either new construction or an addition, or you

14   can have a compelling reason that capital improvements

15   will retain jobs at that facility.  So that's a totally

16   different area.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Well, to make it simple, I'd like to

19   first move that we defer -- was it Great Raft Brewing

20   that had an issue?

21               MS. CHENG:

22                   Yes, sir.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   I'd like to move to defer.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Motion made by Mr. Adley to defer Great

 2   Raft; second by Mr. Williams.

 3                   Any further discussion on the deferral?

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 7               (Several members respond "aye.")

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   All opposed with a "nay."

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Motion carries.  Great Raft is deferred.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   I'd like to move for approval of the

14   four that have created the jobs, Bayou Companies,

15   Firestone Polymers, Laitram, LLC and Walle Corporation.

16   Move for approval of those.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Is there a second?

19                   Seconded by Mr. Slone.

20                   Any discussion from the public

21   concerning the approval of those MCAs filed prior to the

22   24th that we just read off?

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
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 1               (Several members respond "aye.")

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   All opposed with a "nay."

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Motion carries.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   And then, unless there are other

 9   comments to be made, I hold that motion till we hear

10   those comments and see if there's a reason for deferral

11   or rejection of the others that created no jobs.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   All right.  Ms. Cheng, do you need to

14   read all of those names and numbers?

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   The ones that were approved?

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Yes.

19               MS. CHENG:

20                   20161240, Bayou Companies, LLC in Iberia

21   Parish; 20161081, Firestone Polymers, LLC in Calcasieu

22   Parish; 20160770, Laitram, LLC in Jefferson Parish; and

23   20161111, Walle Corporation in Jefferson Parish.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Those were all approved by the Board for
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 1   contract.

 2                   Mr. Allison, please identify yourself.

 3               MR. ALLISON:

 4                   Thank you, Mr. Chairman and members of

 5   the Board.  I'm here to speak on behalf of one of other

 6   ones that are in this section.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   All right.  Ms. Cheng, if you'll

 9   proceed.

10               MS. CHENG:

11                   We have 20160946, CertainTeed

12   Corporation in Calcasieu Parish.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Is there someone here representing

15   CertainTeed Corporation?

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   All right.  Any comments from the public

19   pertaining to CertainTeed?

20                   Mr. Adley, do you have a question?

21               MR. ADLEY:

22                   No.  I would move for denying the

23   application as it creates no jobs and there's no one

24   here to explain otherwise.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Any comments from the Board?

 2               (No response.)

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Is there a second?

 5                   Seconded by Major Coleman.

 6                   Any questions or comments from the

 7   Board?

 8                   Mr. Allison.

 9               MR. ALLISON:

10                   I'm not here to specifically speak on

11   that one, but the one that I am here to speak about is

12   in the very same situation, so maybe -- I don't want to

13   speak up too late.  If I should speak up now, I want to

14   do that, and so I'm looking for some guidance on whether

15   I should or not.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All right.  Please.

18               MR. ALLISON:

19                   Okay.  I'm here to specifically speak on

20   behalf of the application from Southern Recycling, LLC

21   on this list, third from the bottom, Orleans Parish, a

22   little over a million-dollar investment.

23                   I'm only going talk about the facts of

24   that one, and I think the facts of that one apply to

25   others.  I guess there are five in total that show zero
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 1   for the number of new jobs created.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   Correct.

 4               MR. ALLISON:

 5                   So let me -- I'm going to speak about

 6   Southern Recycling, but I think it applies to the rest.

 7                   This is an MCA application where no

 8   advance notification was filed.  It was filed in 2016,

 9   before June 24th.  As you can tell, that means this is

10   an investment that was made by this company in 2014,

11   '15.  That's how the MCA process worked when we had an

12   MCA process.  You did your miscellaneous capital

13   additions during the calendar year, then, on one

14   application, after the end of the year, early in the

15   next year, you filed your application for those

16   miscellaneous things you did in the previous year.  So

17   sometime between January 1st of '16 and June 24th of

18   '16, this company filed their application for exemption

19   for money they spent during the calendar year 2015.

20                   Now, look, I've got the executive order

21   memorized.  I've got your new rules almost memorized.  I

22   understand what those things say.  I just want to make

23   sure everybody understands the facts of these situations

24   and how harsh the treatment is that I'm afraid you're

25   about to impose on companies in this situation.
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 1                   These are people that made decisions in

 2   2015 to do something, to spend some money to upgrade

 3   their plant to keep their plant modernized and

 4   sufficient to probably retain some jobs at their plant.

 5   This was -- okay.  Pick a date in 2015, but it was a

 6   very good chance it was a year, give or take a couple

 7   months, prior to the executive order being issued, and

 8   so there was no intent or no indication whatsoever that

 9   there was some sort of requirement that all of the

10   requirements of the executive order created on June

11   24th, 2016.  Certainly no indication that the creation

12   of jobs was a requirement, and now it appears that they

13   might be, maybe in the next few minutes, you might

14   penalize them for not creating jobs and for not meeting

15   some requirements that didn't exist when they made the

16   decision to spend this million dollars.

17                   I'm just pointing that out to you, and I

18   think I'm being real candid with you, but I think that's

19   a very harsh treatment to tell somebody here in 2017

20   that something they did in 2015 under the rules that

21   existed in 2015 now doesn't qualify them for what they

22   really thought they qualified for and by all means

23   should have qualified for based on what they did when

24   they did it.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Thank you.

 2                   Secretary Pierson.

 3               SECRETARY PIERSON:

 4                   Mr. Allison, I greatly appreciate you

 5   pointing that out, and we certainly do want certainty

 6   for our business community.

 7                   Where the Board could possibly take

 8   issue with you about saying following a rule that was

 9   not published or did not exist.  Our constitution

10   clearly sates that in order to allow a benefit to be

11   received by a company, there must be a corresponding

12   benefit afforded back to the public bodies, and when

13   there's no job, it very is it makes it very, very

14   difficult to forecast a pathway that would allocate a

15   benefit back to a company having seen very little in

16   terms of exchange for the public body.

17                   Now, that was not the practice at the

18   time.  We all get that.  But the executive order changed

19   to provide accountability, and in this instance, it's

20   that element that's lacking in the exchange -- of fair

21   exchange between industry and the abatement that is

22   being provided on behalf of local communities.  So I

23   think that's where our pathways diverge relative to this

24   issue.  It is complex.  We do regret that there was an

25   impression at the time that everything was right, but it
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 1   is now the viewpoint from this administration that we

 2   seek the public benefit, and it's oftentimes represented

 3   in terms of jobs.  And if there's another way to

 4   represent that, then that's where I would encourage you

 5   to look at what you might be able to make as a case, but

 6   just to say that the rules then were the only rules and

 7   that was the only interpretation doesn't provide us the

 8   chance to right the situation.

 9               MR. ALLISON:

10                   I understand.  Look, you-all as a Board

11   have done a really good job of making sure that you

12   honored the decisions that were made by companies prior

13   to the executive order, and I commend you for that.  And

14   in keeping the State's word in making sure the companies

15   make decisions based on the rules at the time they make

16   the decisions were not damaged, again, I commend you for

17   doing that.  I think this is an example, this is a case

18   where that just didn't happen.  I know that's important

19   to you.  I want to bring to your attention the facts of

20   this situation because I think that's what's about to

21   happen to these people if they get denied.  They made a

22   decision in '15 based on the facts at the time, and now

23   they're being told something different and not being

24   given what they really, you know, thought they were

25   earning at the time.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Mr. Adley.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   Don, you've made an excellent argument,

 5   and, as always, I've listened to it carefully and we're

 6   certainly going to deliver it back to the Governor's

 7   office, but to support what Secretary Pierson just said,

 8   it was a benefit that was supposed to come to the State.

 9   The existing rules at the time didn't have just one

10   process.  You make it almost sound like we only this one

11   process to go through.  If your client chose to go

12   through an advanced notice wherein advance of doing all

13   of this, they actually went to LED and said this is the

14   benefit, this is what you're going to get, they would be

15   on that list today for approval.  What created a problem

16   from the Governor's perspective is that we had a process

17   where people can simply sit at their computer or go up

18   on the internet, push a button and there it was.  You

19   had it, you want and did whatever work you wanted to do

20   and that's how the MCAs started.  You didn't have to

21   give any advance notice is what I'm telling you.  You

22   had to give some number when you got the number and you

23   went and did the work.  That's what drove him to this

24   point of saying what Mr. Pierson said.  There has to be

25   some benefit you're required to give some benefit and
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 1   the creation oaf jobs was the issue and that's how we

 2   got to this point.

 3                   I want the members of the community to

 4   at least know that that's what his thought processes

 5   were.

 6               MR. ALLISON:

 7                   I understand.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   And the Board has been very careful of

10   all of those that had the advanced notices that turned

11   them in that, regardless of what the rules were at that

12   time.

13               MR. ALLISON:

14                   The process they followed that you

15   described was a perfectly legitimate process at the

16   time.  They followed the process that was in place, but

17   now it looks like they might be penalized for following

18   that process.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Mr. Slone.

21               MR. SLONE:

22                   So just for my clarification, I guess,

23   the process if they're denied is they have to file an

24   appeal?

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   If they want to appeal.

 2               MR. SLONE:

 3                    If they want to appeal.

 4                   Also, so we're saying that Great Raft

 5   Brewing has an opportunity to come back to the table

 6   since they were listed here as zero jobs to show where

 7   us where their jobs are?

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   That's correct.

10               MR. SLONE:

11                   So what's the harm maybe in the other

12   ones given the opportunity, they may or my not even be

13   here, to, you know, to state their case?  Because a

14   project can, you know, be started and finished prior to

15   6/24, and, now, similar to what Mr. Allison is saying,

16   started and finished, and with the expectation that this

17   was happening, shouldn't we allow them an opportunity,

18   those other five, maybe, to -- five total, I guess, to

19   come back to the table instead of just denying and

20   starting the whole process over again?

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   I couldn't agree with you more because

23   I'm a little concerned in the process.  If these

24   applications, which were MCAs, were received March 31st

25   of last year and they were brought to the first Board
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 1   meeting of last year in 2016, this question wouldn't be

 2   coming up because they were filed in 2016, which is the

 3   reason I was pointing out the 2016 versus the 2017

 4   point, that these were ones that were submitted timely

 5   for March 31st of 2016, if -- and I'm not bashing staff.

 6   You know that.  But if staff had everything in order,

 7   they would have come before a year later.

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   These would have -- these applications

10   may have had some issues with them.  I may have asked

11   the company a few questions, they hadn't gotten back to

12   us at that point, so they were not.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   So that's the reason, in my eyes, I'm

15   thinking, well, maybe these should be approved under the

16   previous MCA concept as if the executive order hadn't

17   even existed.

18               MR. HOUSE:

19                   Let me address that because in

20   formulating the executive order, we had to consider what

21   the dates of effectiveness would be, and it wasn't

22   pulled out of the sky, it wasn't not taking into account

23   many of the things that are said.  It was discussed back

24   and forth, and you have to have a date, Mr. Windham.

25   You know, you can make that date -- we could have made
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 1   the date August 24th instead of June 24th.  In my

 2   experience, as a lawyer in public practice and in

 3   private practice, there would be people who would come

 4   in here in perfect good faith and tell you that August

 5   24th is an unfair date.  In fract, you heard this

 6   morning on the Blake Drilling question that there was

 7   litigation about when rules were effective and what they

 8   believed and everything else.  And these are always

 9   legitimate issues.  I'm not putting that aside.

10                   The other issue that you have, if you

11   put a date down as what I qualify as placeholders,

12   people will come in and say, "Well, I might be doing

13   something, I'm going to file something," that's not in

14   bad faith, but that also opens up a whole bunch of

15   issues that all of you have to decide as to whether or

16   not, "Well, what were they thinking then?  What was

17   going on?  How do we do this?"

18                   In fact, right now, we have a case in

19   the 19th Judicial District Court pertaining to the movie

20   legislation that took effect December 31st, 2005 and

21   certain people applied to be placeholders or whatever.

22   They say they weren't really placeholders.  And we're

23   still litigating that issue.  So it wasn't -- June 24th

24   wasn't picked out of the air.  There was consideration

25   given to it, and I think -- and, again, this is --
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 1   you're the Board, but the new rules are going to pretty

 2   much follow the executive order in dealing with the old

 3   issues.  All I would advise -- and I know everybody here

 4   is in good faith and everybody wants to do the right

 5   thing, but when you open that door, just make sure that

 6   when it closes behind you, you're in the room that you

 7   want to be in because, otherwise, this can go on and on

 8   and on.

 9                   And it's sort of the same principle we

10   used with respect to renewals.  We believe that there

11   were contracts in place.  We believe that they had

12   renewal provisions in there that were enforceable going

13   forward.  It was believed that maybe there are 100 bad

14   contracts or 10 bad contracts or whatever that maybe if

15   you wouldn't have done in the first place if you were

16   this Board and maybe we shouldn't renew them, but the

17   provisions of the contract said one thing, and so to

18   continue the litigation and relitigate the

19   appropriateness of that as opposed to having business

20   certainty, the Governor and the Board decided that we

21   are going to go forward in what we've done.  And that

22   has a long-term impact in and of itself.

23                   So everybody has a competing position

24   here in terms of how you look at these, but the June

25   24th 2016 date was chosen.  It was chosen in order to
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 1   try and be fair and to try and avoid many of these

 2   issues that go forward.  It wasn't arbitrarily picked.

 3   It wasn't done with a lack of consideration for any of

 4   these factors that are going forward, and whatever date

 5   or however you may want to look at that, they're going

 6   to be further exceptions and other reasons and other

 7   parties -- and I'm not saying people are making things

 8   up.  They're going to have their reasons for why they're

 9   telling you what they're telling you just as Mr. Allison

10   does, so just keep that in mind.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Let me see ask one question in relation

13   to that.

14                   So these MCA applications were in prior

15   to June 24th of 2016, they are subject to the executive

16   order?

17               MR. HOUSE:

18                   The Governor -- they're subject to the

19   executive order because the Governor has said as to what

20   he's going to do, and he said if it's an MCA and it has

21   jobs, I'm going to sign them.  And, again, you can go

22   back.  There are a lot of reasons why the MCA process

23   may not have been the most perfect process that we've

24   had.  Again, using it doesn't mean you're in bad faith

25   or not using it or whatever.  That's just a way of
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 1   looking at what has been around in economic development

 2   long before we got in these positions.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Thank you.  Mr. Barham, you have a

 5   question?

 6               MR. BARHAM:

 7                   In listening to the discussion, I

 8   understand your comments about the date and the order,

 9   but what I'm getting uneasy about is I think these cases

10   are a case where the rules have changed and they came

11   here under one set of rules or the applications were and

12   the rules have changed.  I don't think we can ever avoid

13   situations where there will be exceptions or usual

14   situations to consider.  That's our job.  They will

15   continue to come in a host of situations.

16                   I honestly would feel more comfortable

17   if we reconsider the vote on CertainTeed Corporation.

18   Let them come in and explain to us what their decision

19   was.  And the other four.  And let them come back.

20   We're here.  That's what we do.  I would feel a lot more

21   comfortable to let them do that.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   And, Mr. Barham, I certainly don't

24   object to a new motion to remove that and go through the

25   deferral.  The only reason I didn't move for deferral is
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 1   we get back to where we've been in the past.  Every time

 2   we get down to it, you've got to make a decision on the

 3   executive order and we defer them and they all keep

 4   coming back, but that's okay.  We're here.

 5                   I do want to make one very important

 6   point.  Everyone who filed an MCA or an ITEP did so

 7   under the rule and under the understanding that you

 8   don't get anything else until it's approved by this

 9   Board.  Many people were doing the things that they did

10   just believing that whatever they did is always going to

11   be approved, but that's not what the rules said when you

12   filed it.  The rules were very clear and the law was

13   very clear, whatever you did was always subject to what

14   this Board wanted to do.  So when you spent the money,

15   you knew that.  It's just that for so many years it's

16   just how the way it works.  It's just how it worked.

17   Everybody walked in and everything got approved.

18                   I've got one Board member here, I'll

19   never forget, first meeting we had, I had walked in,

20   Mayor, and you said to me, you said, "Wow.  We've never

21   been in one of these meetings over an hour."  Because

22   nobody ever said anything.  It was just what the staff

23   said and they filled it out.  Then that's just the way

24   it was done.

25                   I just want to make it clear, no one
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 1   violated a rule here, Mr. Barham, because the rules were

 2   clear.  When you submitted, you were subjecting yourself

 3   to approval or disapproval by this board.

 4                   But with that said, I personally won't

 5   clearly object to if you want to defer them and go back

 6   through them.  Okay?  And I'll spend time back with the

 7   Governor and ask him what he thinks.  If he thinks it's

 8   a good idea, we can do that, but I don't think he does.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Mr. House.

11               MR. HOUSE:

12                   In prior meetings, similar applications

13   have been rejected, so you are taking an action now that

14   is inconsistent with what you did in a prior meeting or

15   prior meetings.  So, again, that's -- and we discussed

16   this in connection with renewals of contracts.  At some

17   point in time, when you start acting inconsistently, you

18   get into an area called arbitrary and capricious.  I'm

19   not saying you're there or whatever, but what I am

20   saying is you need to -- again, like I say, about

21   opening that door, that these things were given some

22   thought.  They may not meet particular popular and

23   certain situations, and so, you know, and that's

24   probably why I can tell you I wrote it because if it

25   were popular, other people would say they wrote it.  But
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 1   at the end of the day, you've got to make these

 2   decisions and try to do these things, but I'm not trying

 3   to limit what the Board does, but you have prior acts

 4   you have taken to reject similar applications.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Thank you.  And I do want to make sure

 7   that we stay consistent.  That's part of the reason I'd

 8   like to defer them, that we're treating everyone the

 9   same across the board, all of the rules are applied the

10   same.

11                   Mr. Slone.

12               MR. SLONE:

13                   That's what I was going to say,

14   consistency, I think we all want that, but we should

15   also maybe take a look and see if those that were

16   rejected were done prior to 6/24.  I mean, there's ways

17   to look at this.

18               MR. HOUSE:

19                   They were.  And you even had an issue

20   with respect to Motiva in a prior meeting where they had

21   new jobs, but they did not have new direct jobs within

22   the meaning of the executive order.  So then the

23   representative said, "No, I can't say that these are

24   direct jobs resulting from what was done with the MCA."

25   So, you know, I just -- we just wanted you to be aware
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 1   of that.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   Thank you.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   I would ask Mr. Barham, when you make

 6   your motion, at least to protect me, if you will, if you

 7   would make a motion, the lady that came up that said

 8   clearly we added some jobs, but it was not on the

 9   application and we gave them an opportunity to bring

10   that back, if you want to defer to give people an

11   opportunity to come show that they've created jobs,

12   that's one thing, but just to have a deferral is

13   another.  At least I'm going to try to follow his

14   executive order.

15               MR. HOUSE:

16                   The executive order also says new direct

17   jobs.  That is the issue you had with Motive where you

18   rejected the application.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Yeah.  We've already had a motion made

21   and approved to defer and let her come back.  And I

22   think Mr. Barham was talking about the other four.

23                   So is that a substitute motion, I

24   believe?

25               MR. BARHAM:
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 1                   We have one we took action to reject

 2   CertainTeed.  I would like to reconsider that to include

 3   them.

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   We didn't actually take a vote on that.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   That's when Mr. Allison started talking

 8   in general.

 9                   So that's a substitute motion.

10               MR. BARHAM:

11                   The remaining four --

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Remaining four.

14               MR. BARHAM:

15                   -- that have the job creation at issue

16   and their circumstance and the application time, we

17   allow them to come talk to us.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Seconded by Mr. Slone.

20                   All in favor of that motion, indicate

21   with an "aye."

22               (Several members respond "aye.")

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   All opposed with a "nay."

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Nay.

 2               MR. COLEMAN:

 3                   Nay.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Make sure that the record is clear that

 6   Major Coleman and Mr. Adley are nays.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   I'm going to try my best to follow that

 9   executive order, and y'all have to do whatever you deem

10   is appropriate.  I get that.  I don't have a problem

11   with that at all, but I do want to be recorded as no

12   because at some point -- I think you're right,

13   Mr. House.  I mean, sooner or later, you can't just --

14   we can't coming in here and just keep coming and keep

15   doing it, so I'm just going to vote not.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   And, also, Mr. Coleman, Major Coleman,

18   voted no.

19               MR. COLEMAN:

20                   Yes, I did.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All right.

23               MR. FABRA:

24                   Let thee record reflect that I voted no

25   as well.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   I'm sorry.  Mr. Fabra voted no also.

 3                   Anything else?  I'm sorry.  I guess we

 4   should do a rollcall vote, please, Mr. Favaloro.

 5               MR. FAVALORO:

 6                   Mr. Barham.

 7               MR. BARHAM:

 8                   Yes.

 9               MR. FAVALORO:

10                   Millie Atkins.

11               MS. ATKINS:

12                   Yes.

13                   For clarification, are we voting on

14   deferment.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Deferment.

17               MS. ATKINS:

18                   I vote yes.

19               MR. FAVALORO:

20                   I'm sorry?

21               MS. ATKINS:

22                   Yes.

23               MR. FAVALORO:

24                   Mayor Brasseaux.

25               MAYOR BRASSEAUX:
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 1                   Yes.

 2               MR. FAVALORO:

 3                   Representative Carmody.

 4               MR. CARMODY:

 5                   Yes.

 6               MR. FAVALORO:

 7                   Major Coleman.

 8               MR. COLEMAN:

 9                   No.

10               MR. FAVALORO:

11                   Ricky Fabra.

12               MR. FABRA:

13                   No.

14               MR. FAVALORO:

15                   Mr. Fajardo.

16               MR. FAJARDO:

17                   No.

18               MR. FAVALORO:

19                   Heather Malone.

20               MS. MALONE:

21                   Yes.

22               MR. FAVALORO:

23                   Robby Miller.

24               MR. MILLER:

25                   Yes.
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 1               MR. FAVALORO:

 2                   Jan Moller.

 3               MR. MOLLER:

 4                   No.

 5               MR. FAVALORO:

 6                   Secretary Pierson.

 7               SECRETARY PIERSON:

 8                   No.

 9               MR. FAVALORO:

10                   Ronnie Slone.

11               MR. SLONE:

12                   Yes.

13               MR. FAVALORO:

14                   Bobby Williams.

15               MR. WILLIAMS:

16                   No.

17               MR. FAVALORO:

18                   Steven Windham.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Yes.

21               MR. FAVALORO:

22                   Dr. Wilson.

23               DR. WILSON:

24                   Yes.

25               MR. FAVALORO:
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 1                   Nine yes, six no.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   So the motion carries.  So the ones with

 4   zero jobs are deferred other than the CertainTeed

 5   Corporation, which will come back with additional

 6   information.

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   That was the Great Raft Brewing Company.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Oh, I'm sorry.  Great Raft Brewing.

11                   All right.  Please proceed with the ones

12   that have jobs.

13               MS. CHENG:

14                   We approved those already.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   We approved those.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   We approved those.

19               MS. CHENG:

20                   We have 40 MCAs that were received after

21   the executive order issued on 6/24/2016.

22                   ASH Industries does want to defer,

23   20170187.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Okay.  We are on the 40, and I know
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 1   there are a number of comments to come from the public.

 2   There's some questions and confusions about the timing

 3   of some of the these.

 4                   And these are MCAs filed after June

 5   24th, so they were filed between January and March 31st

 6   of this year, the applications, the MCA applications?

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   Yes, sir.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Okay.  So the ones that have zero jobs,

11   because this was after the June 24th, I would entertain

12   a motion to deny those.

13               MR. MOLLER:

14                   Motion.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Made by Mr. Moller; seconded by

17   Mr. Fajardo.

18                   Is there any discussion -- I'll be very

19   clear on that these were MCAs, Miscellaneous Capital

20   Additions, that were received after June 24th, which

21   basically means that they were received between January

22   1st of this year and March 31st of this year, 2017, and

23   the motion is to deny them if they had zero jobs.

24                   We have a motion and a second.

25                   Any comments from the public on the ones
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 1   with zero jobs?

 2               MR. BAGERT:

 3                   It would seem to us, Mr. Chairman, that

 4   for these, the distinction between having or not having

 5   jobs is not relevant because they were submitted after

 6   the signing of the executive order, and in that

 7   scenario, all MCAs are disallowed under the Governor's

 8   executive order and the pending rules, so there wouldn't

 9   be -- at least in terms of following the Governor's

10   executive order, the distinction between those that did

11   and did not create jobs, these are categorically not in

12   step with what's going to be approved.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   All right.  Thank you.

15                   Any other questions or comments on the

16   ones that have zero jobs?

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Only one.  I really got to ask this.  I

19   just got to know.

20                   Out of these that created zero jobs,

21   there's a company here, Dolese Bros., St. Helena,

22   whatever it is.  It's a ready-mix concrete manufacturer.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Is there a representative from Dolese

25   here?
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 1               (No response).

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   I just want to make -- I'm trying to

 4   understand from the staff, we received this after 6/24?

 5               MS. CHENG:

 6                   Yes, sir.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   And this is creating a property tax

 9   exemption if you run concrete trucks; is that right or

10   wrong?

11               MS. CHENG:

12                   They've, I believe --

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Are they manufacturing --

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   I believe they're --

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   -- the package that you buy in the

19   store?  I need to know what's going on here.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   They do have a manufacturing NAICS Code.

22   It's not the trucks that are being exempted because they

23   leave the site.

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   That means that somebody who made a cup
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 1   of coffee in the cafe gets the same exemption as the guy

 2   making concrete.  I just don't believe we meant that to

 3   be manufacturing.  If they're manufacturing these little

 4   bags that go to Home Depot or whatever, ready-mix

 5   concrete, that's a different issue, but if you're

 6   running a concrete truck, I need to know if this is

 7   about mixing concrete and trucks that's just being

 8   delivered to various different places.

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   In the past, they've always been

11   allowed --

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   I understand they have been in the past,

14   but these are after 6/24, aren't they?  Did I hear that

15   right?

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   Yeah, but they don't have advances

18   either.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   They don't what?

21               MS. CHENG:

22                   They don't have advanced notifications.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   They don't have what?

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   Advanced notification.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   I got that, but this happened since the

 4   executive order.  If this is mixing concrete and sending

 5   it out to a job somewhere that's being poured, I'm going

 6   to vote no against that one because I don't think that's

 7   manufacturing.  If they're making those bags or

 8   ready-mix concrete that goes off somewhere to be sold,

 9   that's manufacturing.  I get it.  I just need to know

10   which one it is.

11               MS. CLAPINSKI:

12                   I don't know that we're for sure whether

13   it is the mixing to send out in trucks or it's the bags,

14   but the definition under the current rules even for

15   manufacturing is, "Working raw materials by means of

16   mass or custom production, including fabrication,

17   applying manual labor or machinery into wares suitable

18   for use or which gives shape, quality or a combination

19   to matter which already has gone through some artificial

20   process.  The resulting product must be," quote,

21   "suitable for use as manufactured products that are

22   placed into commerce for sale or sold for the use of a

23   component of another product to be placed into commerce

24   for sale."

25                   And I believe that definition is based
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 1   upon established cases under the ITEP Program as well as

 2   the constitutional definition of manufacturing.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   I got that.  That's why we went through

 5   the rule change to try to implement at least what the

 6   Governor thought, but, look --

 7               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 8                   Sure.  I understand, but what I'm --

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   Let me say this to you:  I know what the

11   current rules say.  That's what got us in this mess, but

12   I've been directed and my concern is I do not believe

13   running concrete is -- that doesn't mean that everybody

14   else has to vote no, but I'm telling you, mixing

15   concrete in cement trucks is not what the people of

16   Louisiana believe we ought to be giving the ITEP

17   exemption for.  I just don't believe that.

18               MS. CLAPINSKI:

19                   I understand.  And that definition is

20   from the current rules that we're following.  This is

21   not from the old rules.  These are the ones that we're

22   currently --

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   These are the new rules.

25               MS. CLAPINSKI:
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 1                   And so what I'm saying is that with the

 2   manufacturing NAICS code, and -- that is a broad

 3   definition.  That means they take an item, they add or

 4   remove something from it and it becomes a ware suitable

 5   for use.

 6                   Just from the department's perspective,

 7   we don't have that discretion to say --

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   We do.  That's why I'm sitting here and

10   making the point.  Bear with me.  If you would let us

11   argue among ourselves what we believe it to be, then we

12   can make that discretion.  That's all I'm asking.

13                   If under the description of what you

14   just described, if I own a restaurant and I make coffee

15   or I make tea, I'm eligible for ITEP.  We have to be, in

16   my view, very -- under that description you just gave,

17   that's what it does.  It takes one thing and makes it

18   into something else.

19               SECRETARY PIERSON:

20                   I would offer that where is the

21   representative of the company?  The staff is here to

22   answer the questions with regards to the rules that we

23   are provided.  The company would need to be the one that

24   would respond to your specific questions, Senator Adley.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   I agree.  Is the concrete company here?

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   No.  No one stepped forward, so we'll

 4   look more into that because there were, in the past,

 5   there was some discussions and decisions and processes

 6   that determined McDonalds would not qualify for an

 7   exemption because it was deemed not to be a

 8   manufacturer.

 9               SENATOR PIERSON:

10                   And as a note to the consensus here in

11   the room today how important it is to have your clients

12   prepared to answer these questions to the Board,

13   because, as you can see, the pathway that we've been on

14   in the past is different than the pathway we're on

15   today, and these members want to know specifics about

16   the manufacturing operations.

17               MR. MOLLER:

18                   Could someone on the staff address

19   Mr. Bagert's questions about why we're even considering

20   these MCAs when they were filed after 6/24?

21               MS. CHENG:

22                   The final rules haven't been

23   promulgated.  It was stated in the February meeting they

24   needed today come to the Board.  The Board has to take

25   action on them.  They cannot just sit at LED.
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 1               MR. MOLLER:

 2                   Okay.  But so...

 3               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 4                   Once the rules are final, the Board will

 5   no longer see post-6/24 MCAs.

 6               MR. MOLLER:

 7                   Okay.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Sir, please identify yourself.

10               MR. DAVIS:

11                   My name is William Davis.  I'm the

12   controller of the Stupp Corporation.  We have an

13   application that falls in this group.  Respectfully I'd

14   like to request that application be deferred for further

15   review and submission by the Board, and it's Application

16   Number 20170150.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   What's the name of the company?

19               MR. DAVIS:

20                   Stupp Corporation.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   S-T-U-P-P.

23                   Two of them?

24               MR. DAVIS:

25                   We have two.  One with jobs, one
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 1   without.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   One with jobs and one without?

 4               MR. DAVIS:

 5                   Yes, sir.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   All right.  You want to defer the 150,

 8   the one that has zero jobs?

 9               MR. DAVIS:

10                   That's correct, sir.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Both?

13               MR. DAVIS:

14                   No, sir.  Just the one without jobs,

15   150.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All right.  We can defer that.

18                   Motion has been made by Representative

19   Carmody; seconded by Secretary Pierson.

20                   Any further discussion on that deferral

21   of Stupp Corporation ending 150?

22               (No response.)

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

25               (Several members respond "aye.")
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   All opposed with a "nay."

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Motion carries.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   I couldn't understand the name of the

 8   company.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Stupp.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   Bear with me, Mr. Chairman.  For some

13   reason, I can't hear you.  You whisper.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   Spell it out.

16               MR. DAVIS:

17                   Stupp, S-T-U-P-P.

18               MS. CHENG:

19                   It's on the second pages of the

20   applications, 20170150, Stupp, S-T-U-P-P, Corporation in

21   East Baton Rouge Parish.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   All right.  That one has been deferred.

24                   Sir, please step forward and identify

25   yourself.
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 1               MR. MILLS:

 2                   Good morning.  My name is Robert Mills.

 3   I'm with Calumet Specialty Products in Shreveport, the

 4   parent company of Calumet Lubricants Company and Calumet

 5   Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes.  We have several

 6   applications in front of you, one of which I found

 7   several clerical errors in, and I'd like to ask for

 8   deferral of Application 20101889, Calumet Lubricants

 9   Company in Bossier Parish.  There were some numbers

10   carried over from other applications that are incorrect.

11   We'd like to bring that back to you, please.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   Mr. Mills, as I understand, I remember

14   you had a couple applications.  You had one that has

15   some jobs and one that didn't.

16               MR. MILLS:

17                   It's Calumet Lubricant's application,

18   which shows an error, 27 employees.  That should be

19   zero.  And full-time employees in the plant, that number

20   was carried over from another location as well.  275 is

21   incorrect.  It's going to be -- I don't have that exact

22   number.  It's going to be maybe 125.  And construction

23   jobs is in correct.  That was carried over from a prior

24   application.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   You've got four of them that you want to

 2   defer?

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Do you want to defer all of them?

 5               MR. MILLS:

 6                   No.  This is incorrect.  I'd like to go

 7   ahead and go forward with Calumet Shreveport Lubricants

 8   & Waxes that are correct.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Okay.  Because I do have questions about

11   those.  All of those have the same number of jobs, 27.

12               MR. MILLS:

13                   That's correct.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   So that's 114 new jobs?

16               MR. MILLS:

17                   No, sir.  That's, as I understand, that

18   was ADP payroll information for the entire plant, 27

19   jobs.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   So that's for the entire plant?

22               MR. MILLS:

23                   That's correct.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   So some of these four or three have zero
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 1   jobs?

 2               MR. MILLS:

 3                   I cannot answer that question.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   But do you want to defer them all?

 6               MR. MILLS:

 7                   We should defer them all because there

 8   were some jobs, but I could not give you that number

 9   today.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All right.  So Calumet is requesting

12   that all of their applications be deferred.

13               MR. MILLS:

14                   Yes, sir, please.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Motion by Representative Carmody;

17   seconded by Dr. Wilson.

18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye" for

19   that deferral.

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Motion carries.

0145

 1               MR. MILLS:

 2                   Thank you.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Calumet is deferred.

 5                   Now, we still have a motion on the floor

 6   for the ones that have zero jobs to be denied because

 7   they were filed after the date and had zero jobs.

 8                   Any further discussion from the public

 9   concerning that motion?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   And all these were filed after June the

13   24th?

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   These have all been filed between --

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   Yes.  These were all filed after June

18   the 24th.  We cannot not accept them because the final

19   rules haven't been promulgated.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

22               (Several members respond "aye.")

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   All opposed with a "nay."

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   No.  This was a deferral; is that

 2   correct?

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   No.  This was for denial.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   Oh, no, if it's for denial, no.  I'm for

 7   that.  Don't tell him I said that.  I'm for that.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   For the record, Robert is not voting

10   against denying.  He is voting to deny the ones that had

11   zero jobs.  Robert Adley.

12                   Motion carries.

13                   Now, we'll take up the ones that had

14   jobs that were Miscellaneous Capital Additions starting

15   with the, I guess, Bancroft, all of the ones -- Ms.

16   Cheng, all of the ones with zero jobs have been denied

17   unless they were deferred.

18               MS. CHENG:

19                   20170138, Bancroft Bag, Inc. in Ouachita

20   Parish.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   So it had six jobs.

23                   Is there a representative from Bancroft

24   Bag?

25                   Again, I'm going to point this out, this
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 1   was a Miscellaneous Capital Addition application that

 2   was received after the executive order.

 3                   Is there a motion to deny?

 4                   Made by Mr. Moller.

 5                   Is there a second?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   It was made after the executive order.

 9   MCAs are no more.

10               MR. BARHAM:

11                   Okay.  All right.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Seconded by Mr. Fajardo.

14                   Is there any comment from the public

15   concerning Bancroft Bag motion to deny?

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

19               (No response.)

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   I think we'll have to do a rollcall

22   vote.

23               MR. FAVALORO:

24                   Mr. Adley.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   I'm sorry.  We have questions.

 2                   Yes, Dr. Wilson.

 3               DR. WILSON:

 4                   Do the rules call for whether or --

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   That is my understanding of the new

 7   rules.

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   We have to take these up because the new

10   rules have not been promulgated and we cannot hold on to

11   them at LED.  The Board has to take action on them.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Ms. Malone.

14               MS. MALONE:

15                   Do we have to take action individually?

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   There are some I believe that would like

18   to have their voices heard.

19               SECRETARY PIERSON:

20                   So would you take those that are present

21   and --

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   That will be fine.  Good idea.  All

24   right.

25               MR. FABRA:
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 1                   Just a question for clarity for me, Mr.

 2   Chairman.  If the new rules are not promulgated, does

 3   the executive order take preference?  I mean, I'm just,

 4   you know.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   I'm going to let the attorneys --

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   Just to make this clear, regardless of

 9   whether the rules have been promulgated or not, when it

10   hits his desk, he's going to act according to these new

11   rules.  We can dance around it all we want to, and if

12   you want to send it to him, that's fine, but he's going

13   to follow the rules and I'm going to vote with him.

14               MS. CLAPINSKI:

15                   So the executive order right now is in

16   place governs what the Governor said his action will be

17   on these items.  The rules were written to be in

18   compliance with the executive order, so right now, the

19   rules do not bind the Board to deny, but the intention

20   of the Governor, even if they hit his desk, is to deny

21   these applications.

22               MR. FABRA:

23                   Thank you.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   All right.  In this case, we're going to
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 1   divert from this.  We are going to have the people that

 2   would like to speak that are on this list for

 3   Miscellaneous Capital Additions made during the year

 4   2016, application submitted timely, to plead their case

 5   specifically to their own applications.

 6               MR. MANN:

 7                   Good morning.  Melissa Mann with

 8   CenturyLink.

 9                   CenturyLink made this investment

10   beginning in January of 2016 --

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Which one are we doing?  Is this

13   Marketing?

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   This is 20170114, Century Marketing

16   Solutions in Ouachita Parish.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Please proceed, Ms. Mann.

19               MS. MANN:

20                   As I said, this project was started

21   January of 2016.  The installation was completed in May

22   of 2016, then the, you know, the executive order came

23   out in June 24th of 2016, so this project, the

24   investment was made in advance of the executive order,

25   but under the previous process with MCAs, when you made
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 1   your investment, you then applied by March 31st of the

 2   following year.  So that's the reason that this

 3   application came after the executive order, although

 4   this investment was all made in advance.  So that's why

 5   we're here today in this position.

 6                   This was a $3.5-million investment that

 7   resulted in six direct new jobs.  This was work that was

 8   being done in Texas.  We brought work back to Louisiana

 9   through this under this Century Marketing Solutions.

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   So, in essence, what has occurred with

12   your application is no different than what had occurred

13   with those that we took up earlier that were actually

14   filed and completed prior to 24th where we said if

15   they're tied to jobs, we accept it.  If they don't have

16   any jobs, we don't.  It's my understanding that you have

17   added new jobs.

18               MS. MANN:

19                   Correct.

20               MR. ADLEY:

21                   And so if you were in that rule, by our

22   own action, we would have approved that.

23               MS. MANN:

24                   Correct.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   And I have to tell you, I don't think

 2   that the Governor's office has any objection whatsoever

 3   to doing that with your application simply because that

 4   is what we had done with the others.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All right.  Thank you, Mr. Adley.

 7                   Representative Carmody.

 8               MR. CARMODY:

 9                   Yes, sir.  I'll go ahead and move in

10   favor of Century Marketing Solutions in that they

11   created jobs.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   All right.  Seconded by Secretary

14   Pierson.

15                   Any comments from the public?

16                   Please step forward.  Please identify

17   yourself.

18               MR. BAGERT:

19                   Roderick Bagert with Together Louisiana.

20                   There's a strange sensation of being in

21   this situation because at some point one starts to hope

22   that some things are settled, and the Governor's

23   executive order couldn't be more clear and explicit on

24   directly this point.  Section 2 reads, "For all pending

25   contractural applications for which no advanced
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 1   notification is required under the rules of the Board of

 2   Commerce & Industry, except for such contracts that

 3   provide for new jobs at completed manufacturing plants

 4   or establishments.  This order is effective

 5   immediately."  And then further on, it explicitly says,

 6   "Any further applications submitted subsequent to June

 7   24th, 2016 that are Miscellaneous Capital Additions that

 8   do not have advanced notices are no longer eligible."

 9                   On the day that the Governor announced

10   and signed his executive order, he sat right there and

11   he said, "We have scratched the constitutional

12   definition of addition and expansion beyond all

13   reasonable interpretation."  Where routine replacements

14   of machinery are being considered additions and

15   expansions of new manufacturing, this entire category of

16   Industrial Tax Exemption, one could argue is not

17   acceptable under the constitution.

18                   The Governor now has said, "We're

19   setting the deadline.  Any created jobs -- that created

20   jobs before that we can consider."  This is clearly not

21   an in that category.  This was not submitted at the time

22   that the Governor signed his executive order, and to

23   make this exception would be to do something that this

24   Board has not yet done, which was to explicitly and

25   directly counteract the intention of the Governor.
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 1               MR. PIERSON:

 2                   You said she said January '16, not

 3   January '17.

 4               MR. BAGERT:

 5                   When she made the investments.  When

 6   they made the investment, not the submission of

 7   application.  Most of the MCAs are retroactive in terms

 8   of when the actual investments were being made.  This

 9   entire year we'll see MCAs or applications submitted in

10   Calendar Year 2017 on investments made in the prior

11   calendar year because that's how MCAs are structured.

12   So to create this loophole would be to say, "We are

13   going to have a different interpretation from what the

14   Governor said and we're not going to make it not when

15   they were submitted, but when the investments were

16   made," which is categorically not what the Governor's

17   executive order intended.

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   I'm going to back up and make it very

20   clear that the Governor felt very strongly that those

21   that -- we never expected nor saw those that came in did

22   the work before and then they filed at the end because

23   that the process.  When I discussed this issue with him,

24   the language that you just read a minute ago about jobs,

25   what he pointed to, he told me, if they create jobs,
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 1   yes.  If they don't create jobs, no.  I went to this

 2   application and looked to make sure jobs were being

 3   created here, and I see that they are.  So is your

 4   objection to the fact that the jobs that they were lying

 5   on jobs or is it that you're saying this is not

 6   manufacturing?

 7               MR. BAGERT:

 8                   The standard of job creation or no job

 9   creation is in play in the executive order for

10   Miscellaneous Capital Addition applications submitted

11   prior to June 24th, 2016.  That standard is not relevant

12   to applications submitted subsequent to June 24th, 2016.

13   This application was submitted subsequent to June 24th,

14   2016, therefore, the distinction between whether or not

15   it created jobs isn't relative in the view of the

16   Governor's executive order.  It is a new application

17   submitted after the Governor's executive order.  The

18   executive order applies Miscellaneous Capital Additions

19   for when the initial exemption was submitted should not

20   be eligible.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Secretary Pierson.

23               SECRETARY PIERSON:

24                   I hear part of your argument as an

25   interpretation of what the Governor seeks to address
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 1   here.  The Governor will get that chance.  This will

 2   pass across his desk.  It's a motion and we're happy to

 3   receive the discussion today, but it's the Board that's

 4   taking that position as to their interpretation of this.

 5   We're seeing jobs come to Louisiana from Texas that are

 6   created by this investment that was money spent, the

 7   pathway forward prior to this executive order being at

 8   issue.  So we recognize the difference of opinion, but

 9   we don't have the final say.  This is part of the

10   process.

11               MR. BARHAM:

12                   And in this case, all of the work was

13   completed prior to the executive order being issued.

14               MR. BAGERT:

15                   Under that standard, Miscellaneous

16   Capital Additions would still apply for time in

17   mourning, but this is a very troubling precedent and

18   something this Board has not yet done.

19               SECRETARY PIERSON:

20                   So they'll sign them in the future as

21   projects because they'll know that they're projects, and

22   that's the way that we'll want them packaged and they

23   will file advanced notifications and they will come to

24   us with more than five jobs and they'll qualify.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Mr. Miller.

 2               MR. MILLER:

 3                   My question is for Century Marketing.

 4                   This is a project.  It wasn't

 5   necessarily a Miscellaneous Capital Addition; is that

 6   correct?  It was going to be under $5-million, so you

 7   didn't have to do an advanced notification.

 8               MS. MANN:

 9                   That is correct.  This was a new

10   investment, a new project that we felt was under the

11   $5-million threshold, so we went through the MCA

12   process.

13               MR. MILLER:

14                   Okay.  If so, I think that answers my

15   question.  It's a brand new project.  It's not even a

16   Miscellaneous Capital Addition.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   That's what I'm reading here.

19               MR. MILLER:

20                   It was a small project and so...

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   It says, Century Marketing Solutions

23   placed in service two new pieces of equipment in 2016 to

24   further enhance their operations and allow them to make

25   consumer demand."  This Board encourages that.  I mean,
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 1   that's what we're here for, to meet consumer demand,

 2   create jobs.

 3               MR. MILLER:

 4                   And I guess that's it.

 5                   Mr. Roderick, you're asking us -- in

 6   meetings previously you asked us to put it in front of

 7   the Governor and do something different, don't just

 8   follow rules.  That's what we're doing.  We're taking on

 9   our responsibility to the Board what we believe is

10   beneficial to Louisiana, and I believe these people came

11   in good faith, did everything they thought they were

12   supposed to do.  If they had done just an advance

13   notification, even though it was under $5-million,

14   they'd be fine right now.  There wouldn't be any

15   question whatever.  And there's a lot of these questions

16   in meetings before that many of these Miscellaneous

17   Capital Additions truly are projects, they just dont --

18   they're going in underneath, so they just did it this

19   way and they added them up.  So I think this is one of

20   those exceptions.  You don't make rules for the

21   exception.  You have rules, then there are exceptions.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   All right.  Question's been called.

24                   Any further discussion?

25               (No response.)
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 1                   All in favor of -- I'm sorry.  Go back

 2   to the motion.  The motion was to approve all of the

 3   ones with jobs.

 4                   Any further discussions?

 5               (No response.)

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   From the public?

 8                   Yes, one more gentleman that wants to

 9   address the board.

10                   I'm sorry.  This one is Century

11   Marketing specific.  Let's do Century Marketing

12   specifically.

13                   Question has been called.

14                   All in favor of passing the request for

15   exemption for Century Marketing Solutions indicate with

16   an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed.

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.

23                   All right.  So are there any other

24   members of the public that are here associated with

25   Miscellaneous Capital Additions that created jobs who
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 1   would like to address this situation?  If so, please

 2   come forward.

 3                   Sir.

 4               MR. DAVIS:

 5                   My name is William Davis.  I'm with the

 6   Stupp Corporation.  This is in regards to Application

 7   20170149, what's called as a Miscellaneous Capital

 8   Addition.  This is new manufacturing capacity.  It is

 9   not replacement.  It is not environmental requirements.

10   It does provide six new jobs, and production was

11   completed in 2016.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   And when was it completed?

14               MR. DAVIS:

15                   In June of 2016, and I don't have the

16   exact date unfortunately.  I know it falls within a very

17   time limited.

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   You're suggesting to us that you're

20   creating new jobs, but your application says zero; is

21   that correct?

22               MR. DAVIS:

23                   No, sir.  It says six.  The application

24   says six.

25               MS. CHENG:

0161

 1                   We deferred the one that had zero jobs,

 2   and we left the one that --

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   You created six jobs?

 5               MR. DAVIS:

 6                   Yes, sir.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   We're fixing to approve it.

 9               MR. DAVIS:

10                   Oh, I'm sorry.  That wasn't my

11   understanding.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   But I think that's part of the

14   confusion, Robert.  It still had to be completed before

15   June 24th.  All of the rest of these had to be completed

16   before June 24th, also.  Even though these created jobs,

17   June 24th is the drop dead date.

18                   In the case of Century Marketing, their

19   project was initiated and completed prior to June 24th.

20   Yours is going to need to be evidenced that you were

21   completed before June 24th.

22               MR. DAVIS:

23                   The project was initiated in 2015, but

24   it wasn't completed until June 2016.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Before June 24th?

 2               MR. DAVIS:

 3                   I can't confirm that date,

 4   unfortunately.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   I think that's an important factor.

 7               MR. DAVIS:

 8                   I understand.  And it wasn't -- because

 9   it was under $5-million, it wasn't filed with an advance

10   notification attached.  It was filed as an individual

11   project, but it is -- it's a standalone, new expansion

12   in a manufacturing capacity of the current existing one.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   So what's the pleasure of the Board?

15                   The motion has been made to defer the

16   Stupp application until you can validate and verify the

17   completion date.

18               MR. DAVIS:

19                   Yes, sir.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   Second by Dr. Wilson.  The motion was

22   made by Robert Barham, Mr. Barham.

23                   Any further discussion?

24               (No response.)

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Any comments from the public?

 2                   I'm sorry.

 3               MR. FAJARDO:

 4                   I want to make it clear.  I know that we

 5   have two applications, so we're going to defer the one

 6   application, but we're denying the other?

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   No.  Ultimately both of them will be

 9   deferred for no job creation.

10               MR. FAJARDO:

11                   Okay.  I'm just making sure.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Correct.

14                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

15               (Several members respond "aye.")

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All opposed with a "nay."

18               (No response.)

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Motion carries.

21               MR. DAVIS:

22                   Thank you.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Now, we have the ones -- I'm sorry.

25   Please step forward, identify yourself and your
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 1   application.

 2               MR. PATE:

 3                   Good morning, or good afternoon, I

 4   guess, now.  My name is Bob Pate.  I'm the Accounting

 5   Manager for FMT Shipyard & Repair.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   FMT.  That's Application Number

 8   20170084, FMT Shipyard & Repair.

 9               MR. PATE:

10                   That is correct.  Thank you.  Thank you

11   for allowing me to speak today.  I just want to point

12   out a couple of things in our application.  Yes, we did

13   add jobs.  We added a new division to our company.  We

14   added approximately 30 jobs with this new division of

15   building 120-foot tow boats.  These jobs were moved from

16   Alabama to Louisiana.  We do think that's important.

17   The jobs -- excuse me.  The process of making these

18   asset acquisitions was begun approximately January 1st,

19   2016.  There were numerous components to this.  There

20   was equipment.  There were land improvements that were

21   made.  Some of those improvements -- and there is a list

22   that was attached to the application.  Slabs that had to

23   be constructed, electrical improvements that had to be

24   made, gas line expansions.  That, in total, took, that

25   was approximately a million two of the 2.5-million just
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 1   in those components.

 2                   That's not something that I can go buy

 3   off the shelf.  It takes a period of time, and I'm

 4   willing to -- I didn't look at the dates here, but they

 5   were begun in January, probably did not complete prior

 6   to June 24th.  Okay?

 7                   And, in addition, the equipment that was

 8   purchased here, there was one item here, $832,000 for a

 9   used crane.  That was purchased in March of 2016.  The

10   application for Miscellaneous Capital Additions does not

11   require a date or list a date.  I'd be happy to go back

12   and do that if that makes a difference in whether our

13   application would be approved, denied or deferred.

14                   As far as --

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   So let me ask you this related to the

17   crane.  Were you able to place the crane in service

18   prior to the completion of the rest of the construction?

19               MR. PATE:

20                   Yes, sir, we were.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   And did you?

23               MR. PATE:

24                   Yes, we did.  Yes.  It was delivered

25   early April 2016.  We purchased it, it was purchased
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 1   from an out-of-state company, so it would qualify for

 2   Industrial Tax Exemption, and it was purchased prior to

 3   April -- excuse me.  Well, in March of 2016 and was

 4   delivered April.  It was on eight trucks that it had to

 5   be delivered to our physical location.

 6                   So it, again, we were within the rules

 7   at the time, and the rules say that if it's less than

 8   $5-millian, you accumulate all of the purchases and then

 9   apply once after yearend and prior to March 31st of the

10   following year, which is what we did.  So I would ask

11   your consideration that we were within the rules.  We

12   had no prior knowledge of the Governor's decision to

13   change the rules after the fact.  And, you know, I

14   understand why you're making these decisions, and God

15   bless the -- but we would appreciate your consideration

16   of this activity.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Are there any questions by any Board

19   members of Mr. Pate?

20                   Motion has been made to approve by

21   Mr. Fabra.

22                   Is there a second?

23                   Seconded by Mr. Williams.

24                   And that's to approve it in its

25   entirety.
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 1               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 2                   Steve, we don't have a quorum.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   I don't think we have a quorum.  They'll

 5   be back in a moment.

 6                   So a lot of our quorum, we were talking

 7   about FMT Shipyard & Repairs and a motion was made to

 8   approve it in its entirety and I would like to entertain

 9   a discussion on that concerning what was spent.

10                   Mr. Pierson, you want to talk about it

11   or you want me to -- okay.

12                   So the motion has been made to approve

13   it in its entirety, and it's been properly seconded to

14   approve in its entirety.  The question that I have for

15   this Board is maybe a substitute motion.  The dollars

16   that were spent for assets that were received prior to

17   the issuance of the executive order, that those be

18   approved if it's not.  Mr. Bank, if it's 90 percent,

19   then it's 90 percent.  If it's 20 percent, then it's 20

20   percent.  But going back and forth in my head, I

21   understand the executive order, but our industries and

22   our companies who really do value spent money during

23   that period of time, and if they had known that this

24   executive order was coming, then the could have filed an

25   advance or they would have filed an advance and then
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 1   everything would have been eligible because these were

 2   projects.  So that's my thought.

 3                   Any discussion on that?

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   I have to get a second.  I don't know --

 7               MR. FABRA:

 8                   Mr. Chairman, I just got this little

 9   point of information.  I mean, if we are going to

10   continue to look at each one of these applications on an

11   individual basis, then we can't do a clean sweep.  We

12   are going to have to look at each one and find out the

13   exact completion date of each project.  I mean, if we

14   are going to go through that process, you know, if it's

15   got to meet that certain deadline, then we have to give

16   that consideration.  I was under the impression that --

17   I understand the fact that the MCAs in compliance with

18   the executive order are they're gone after that said

19   date, but I do understand that it was discussed that if

20   the Governor looks at these applications and these are

21   projects, not additions, and it creates jobs, then I

22   don't think he's going to have any issues with action

23   taken on job creation.

24                   So I'm just kind of confused on back and

25   forth, you know, first a clean sweep on a motion, if it
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 1   creates job now, there's some deadlines involved, and,

 2   you know.  So if we are going to do it, let's go

 3   individually and look at the completion dates of each

 4   project, or if the Governor's not going to have an issue

 5   and it creates jobs, let's just do a clean sweep across

 6   the board and move forward.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   All right.  So as we pointed out, we do

 9   have a motion and a second on FMT.  There's no

10   substitute motions on it, so we'll call for the vote.

11                   All in favor of approval for FMT

12   Shipyard & Repair, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.)

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.  FMT is approved.

19                   I think that is what I was trying to do

20   is have the companies that were here come up and plead

21   their cases.  The companies that are not here -- are

22   there any other companies that have not been heard.  If

23   so, raise your hand.

24                   One, two.  Just two companies.  So we're

25   kind of going along that line, and then we'll have to
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 1   decide what we'll do with the ones that are not here and

 2   are not pleading their case.

 3                   Ma'am, if you'll please step forward,

 4   and, sir, if you'll be on deck.

 5               MS.

 6                   I'm Melinda Maxwell.  I'm the Financial

 7   Director with Shield Pack in West Monroe.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   I'm sorry.  Which one?

10               MS. MAXWELL:

11                   Shield Pack in West Monroe.

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   That's 20170083, Shield Pack, LLC in

14   Ouachita Parish.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   The name again, please.

17               MS. CHENG:

18                   Shield Pack.

19               MS. MAXWELL:

20                   Shield Pack, Shield, S-H-I-E-L-D.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All right.  Go ahead, ma'am.  Don't wait

23   on me to be looking.

24               MS. MAXWELL:

25                   Okay.  We made several additions to
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 1   position and strengthen our company growth in the IBC

 2   market.  IBC is intermediate mediate bulk containers.

 3   We sell to chemical companies for hygroscopic resins.

 4                   We also are entering and growing into

 5   the market for aseptic and non-aseptic food products.

 6   This is not a market that we've served heavily in the

 7   past, but we've invested a lot into this market, and

 8   while we did create six jobs last year, we invested

 9   heavily in equipment.  You have to understand the

10   testing process in order to get into this market,

11   because what you would do, you would probably most

12   likely and what we have done is we will hand make five

13   to 10 packages and send to a food company and they will

14   test those.  If we pass that test, then the next year --

15   and we're talking about the harvest seasons of oranges

16   or tomatoes or sweet potatoes and all kinds of fruits.

17   And so then the next season, you may get to test 100

18   liners, and if you pass that, then you get maybe 10,000

19   liners.  And so it may be four years past your

20   investment where we will receive job growth tied to our

21   investment, so it's a lag there.  This makes it very

22   difficult for me to show these jobs that we are hoping

23   to create because, right now, we're sold out on the

24   first ship and we certainly hope and expect, you know,

25   if our studies come through, that we will be able to
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 1   sell out the second and third shipment of those

 2   machines, and that's what our goal is.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   Ma'am, I'm going to say this because I

 5   just think the committee needs to hear this.  A moment

 6   ago when we had our vote, our 9/6 vote, since that time,

 7   I've just kind of sat here and just waited for things to

 8   play out and let the Board do whatever it's going to do,

 9   but I'm here to tell you that when it gets to the

10   Governor's desk, there is no assurance that he's not

11   going to expressly interpret his executive order.  So,

12   you know, you can do whatever you want to.  It's still

13   got to go to him, and I just didn't want to get your

14   hopes that the Board's doing things with no assurance

15   that it's going to the Governor's approval.

16               MS. MAXWELL:

17                   You know, if I had a project that had

18   started, and some of these things that are included here

19   started early in last year, prior to the executive

20   order, there was no opportunity for me to file an

21   advanced notification because I was already into the

22   project.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   Right.

25               MS. MAXWELL:
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 1                   So I did not have the opportunity to

 2   file that.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   Let me just -- when I read your

 5   application, which there's not many of them I didn't

 6   have questions on, I didn't have any on yours because it

 7   clearly looked like you were doing the right thing, for

 8   whatever it's worth.

 9               MS. MAXWELL:

10                   Thank you.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Any other questions by any of the Board

13   members?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Do you have your expenditures scheduled

17   in when you put that equipment into service?  I'm going

18   to go back on that a bit because I do believe that's a

19   factor on how this is done for this Board.

20               MS. MAXWELL:

21                   When it's completed, no.  I don't have

22   the schedules with me, no, but it was completed, you

23   know, during this period.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   During the entire year?
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 1               MS. MAXWELL:

 2                   Yeah.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   So I hate to say this, and being --

 5               MS. MAXWELL:

 6                   I know one large piece of equipment was,

 7   I think it was, pretty early.  We spend anywhere from

 8   probably 40 to $120,000 on molds because every different

 9   customer that we go to has a different filling equipment

10   and we have to make molds, and so those were investments

11   that we're making throughout the year and had several of

12   those injection molds, equipment.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   I guess without knowing that, I'm

15   reluctant to approve these because these expenditures

16   could have began, you know, July the 1st and been on the

17   second half of year and people are just rolling the

18   dice.  I don't feel that that's fair to put the Governor

19   in that position.  I don't feel it's fair to this Board.

20   So without knowing that information personally, I'm

21   reluctant to vote for them.

22               MS. MAXWELL:

23                   I do think what we spent last year would

24   have been budgeted in the previous year, so it would

25   have been budgeted at the end of 2015 for the 2016
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 1   application, so even though the money was spent in '16,

 2   the process started in '15.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   But it still would have been, in my

 5   eyes, had to have been spent before the June 24th

 6   deadline, which everyone knew.  They knew after June

 7   24th MCAs are ineligible.  So if someone wanted to do

 8   something in that period of time, they --

 9               MS. MAXWELL:

10                   It's not like a down payment on a piece

11   of equipment in March and receive that piece of

12   equipment until December and it may not get installed,

13   so that, you know, I've got long time periods here that

14   I'm dealing with.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Sure.  I understand.

17               MS. MAXWELL:

18                   But definitely, we are, you know, we

19   want to grow our business and we're investing a lot of

20   money.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   We want you to, too.  Please don't take

23   this --

24               MS. MAXWELL:

25                   We're really working on that one.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   -- this line of questioning being

 3   opposed.  We want to support you.

 4                   So is there a motion or is there a

 5   discussion on the remaining ones in addition to this

 6   one?

 7               (Inaudible.)

 8               That's why we need verification that the

 9   investments they made prior to the executive order,

10   which is --

11               MS. MAXWELL:

12                   Was it made or was it started prior to

13   that.

14               MR. BARHAM:

15                   If you make a deposit, you said you made

16   a deposit.

17               MS. MAXWELL:

18                   I'm sorry.  I can't understand you.

19               MR. BARHAM:

20                   I'm sorry.  You said you made a deposit.

21   You believe you made a deposit.

22               MS. MAXWELL:

23                   We do that frequently.

24               MR. BARHAM:

25                   You want to defer and come back and

0177

 1   warrant to us the time that you're looking at on your

 2   investments?

 3               MS. MAXWELL:

 4                   Yeah, we can give a time limit on, you

 5   know, everything, definitely, you know, from the time

 6   that, you know, that the plans were drawn for and then,

 7   you know, the initial down payments to the delivery to

 8   the final selection.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   We have a motion to defer made by

11   Mr. Barham; seconded by Representative Carmody.

12                   Any further discussions on the deferral?

13               (No response.)

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All in favor of the deferral, indicate

16   with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed with a "nay."

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.  We look forward to

23   seeing you back here in June.

24                   All right.  We have -- there's some

25   more?  I'm sorry.  One more person.
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 1                   Oh, yes, sir.  Please step forward.

 2               MR.

 3                   Good afternoon.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Please identify yourself and who you

 6   represent.

 7               MR.

 8                   My name is Bernie David.  I represent

 9   Compass Minerals Louisiana.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Compass, C-O-M-P-A-S-S?

12               MR. DAVID:

13                   Yes, sir.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All right.  Bear with us.

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   20170169, Compass Minerals Louisiana,

18   Inc. in St. Mary Parish.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   All right.  Go ahead.

21               MR. DAVID:

22                   We just want to say couple things about

23   our application.  We, as you'll see on our application,

24   we did not add any full-time jobs because of any these

25   capital improvements, but we did spend, you know,
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 1   upwards of 5-million bucks on some things that really

 2   helped our manufacturing facility and helped out our

 3   local economy.  Again, going back to the lady who was

 4   before me, you know, these projects were completed at

 5   different times during 2016.  They weren't all completed

 6   before or after June.  If that has any impact.

 7                   We also made a general rule of thumb

 8   where we could use local suppliers and local vendors to

 9   complete these projects.  I have a listing of a lot of

10   those that we used and I think we submitted on our

11   application or some backup documentation.  We just want

12   you guys to consider us for acceptance of our

13   application.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All right.  Thank you.

16                   Any questions by any of the Board

17   members?

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   I show zero jobs; is that right?

20               MR. DAVID:

21                   That is correct, no additional jobs, but

22   we do employ about 170 people.  These were all capital

23   projects to help us out in manufacturing, become more

24   efficient, things like that, but, no, no direct hires

25   because of this.
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 1               MR. ADLEY:

 2                   Add when you say you manufacturing salt,

 3   just give me some example.  I assume you you're not

 4   making salt.  What are you doing?

 5               MR. DAVID:

 6                   We mine salt.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   You mine salt?

 9               MR. DAVID:

10                   Yes, sir.  We are a salt mine, so we are

11   a unique, I suppose, type of industry for Louisiana

12   because there's not a whole lot of salt mines, but part

13   of our operation, I suppose, could be considered mining

14   and some have, and the other part can be considered

15   manufacturing.  We're underground and we're actually

16   drilling and blasting for salt.  We run it through

17   different processes and then ship it out.  That part I

18   think would be considered manufacturing.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   But if you look at the other

21   applications that the Board has decided to either defer

22   or grant, they were all tied to jobs.  You're telling us

23   there are no jobs associated with this one?

24               MR. DAVID:

25                   No, sir.  That is correct.  Now, that
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 1   doesn't mean that potentially because of this in the

 2   future, we may have some jobs because of this, but right

 3   now, no.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   I got it.  Thank you.  I appreciate your

 6   honesty.  Thank you very much.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   I believe we've already voted on the

 9   ones that had zero jobs.

10               MS. CHENG:

11                   That's correct.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   I thought so.

14                   Is there any action to reconsider this

15   one?

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   No.

19                   Thank you for your comments.

20               MR. DAVID:

21                   All right.  Thank you.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Anyone else from the public for any of

24   the jobs or any of the companies?

25                   Please step forward.  I know you're not
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 1   with a company.  Please step forward, identify yourself.

 2               MS. DUNN:

 3                   My name is Ann Dunn and I'm with

 4   Together Louisiana and this is just a general comment on

 5   all of these that have been received after June the

 6   24th.  To reiterate what the executive order says, the

 7   Governor very specifically says the applications for

 8   Miscellaneous Capital Additions will not be approved or

 9   issued contracts by the Governor, and there's, of

10   course, an exception for those that were pending and

11   were filed before the June the 24th, but that does not

12   apply to these.

13                   I also want to point out that the

14   executive order also requires in Sections 5, 6 and 7

15   that the application include a cooperative endeavor

16   agreement with the State on a part of the applicant and

17   have an exhibit showing the approval of the local

18   government, and I know the rules are not yet in effect,

19   but the whole concept is a cooperative endeavor

20   agreement.

21                   As Secretary Pierson pointed out

22   earlier, it's really related to constitutional

23   provisions under the pledge of any kind of thing of

24   valuable belonging to the State, and this certainly is,

25   and so the whole idea of cooperative endeavor agreement

0183

 1   showing what the applicant will provide to the State as

 2   well as what the State is providing to the applicant is

 3   certainly something that ought to be very seriously

 4   considered by this Board.  And since the executive order

 5   is in effect and the Governor's going to be look at

 6   those issues, I particularly think that's important, as

 7   well as, of course, which we've talked about a lot in

 8   consideration of the committee, the commission's, rules,

 9   the whole idea of what do the local governments have to

10   say about this.

11                   So I just wanted to say, the executive

12   order is in effect.  There's an exception because we

13   know the ones here that were filed before June the 24th

14   and that did provide for jobs.  Aside from that, there's

15   no exceptions, so that's what the Governor has said.

16                   Thank you.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Thank you very much, Ms. Dunn.

19                   Are there any other questions at this

20   time from the Board?

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   All right.  At this time, we had a few

24   of the outliers and ones that did not have

25   representation here to address, so the Board now needs
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 1   to consider.  We had a package of zero jobs that had

 2   been eliminated.  We've had some deferrals.  We've

 3   approved one or two or three, but now we have some

 4   companies that were not represented here today, they do

 5   have jobs that they indicate that they have, but we

 6   don't know about the timing.  We don't have the ability

 7   to address the company specifically, so the Board is

 8   going to have to consider how they wish to proceed.

 9                   Representative Carmody.

10               MR. CARMODY:

11                   I would make a motion that these

12   applicants did show that they did create jobs, but

13   they're not here today, to go ahead and defer them to

14   allow them to come back before the Board and explain.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   All right.  And we'll notify them.

17               MR. CARMODY:

18                   Yes.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Is there a second to that?

21                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.

22                   All in favor of the motion to defer the

23   ones that were not discussed today, indicate with an

24   "aye."

25               (Several members respond "aye.")
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   All opposed with a "nay."

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Motion carries.

 6                   Please proceed.

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   I have 98 renewals --

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   Let me just ask a general question so we

11   don't have to go through all 98 of these.  These all

12   fall within prior to June 24th, the agreement that we

13   made on the five year and the five-year ITEP

14   applications and y'all have reviewed every one of them

15   and they meet all of the guidelines and requirements for

16   renewal?

17               MS. CHENG:

18                   Yes, sir.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   And they were done prior to the

21   executive order?

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   Correct.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Is there a motion to approve these in
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 1   globo?

 2                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by

 3   Major Coleman.

 4                   Any discussion from the public

 5   concerning the renewals?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any further discussion from the Board

 9   members?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.")

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.

19               MS. CHENG:

20                   I have 16 late renewals.  I do want to

21   mention, I provided y'all with a revised late renewal

22   agenda because there was an issue with the spreadsheet

23   showing 32,943,947 as the ad valorem.  That is

24   incorrect.  It's been corrected, and it would only be

25   610,835.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   And do we have representatives from the

 3   companies concerning their late renewals?

 4                   All right.  Please proceed.

 5               MS. CHENG:

 6                   We have 20100898, Blade Dynamics, LLC in

 7   Orleans Parish.  Their initial contract expired on 7/31

 8   of '16.  They requested their renewal on 9/21 of '16.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Is there a representative from Blade

11   Dynamics?

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   No representative from Blade Dynamics,

15   and they were two months late.  In the past, I believe

16   it's been one year when they're late, so is there a

17   motion to reduce their exemption by one year?

18               Mr. ADLEY:

19                   Now, wait a minute.  I'm trying to find

20   out exactly how we've been handling this.  When they

21   were late and they were here, we had penalized them by a

22   year?

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   Yes, sir.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   If they were not here at all --

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   They were denied.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   I believe we've been -- have we been

 6   denying them?

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   Yes, sir.

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   That's what I thought.  I think if we

11   follow consistency, we need to make a motion to deny

12   them because they have no representation here.

13               MR. PIERSON:

14                   What I would like to let the record

15   reflect, in terms of Blade Dynamics, they are located in

16   NASA Michoud where the tornado impacted their operations

17   with significant damage.  That is not a total excuse, I

18   do understand, but certainly I think it's a contributing

19   factor.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   This one was deferred at the last board

22   meeting already.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   This one was deferred?

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   At the last board meeting.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   Have we contacted them?

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   Yes, sir.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Is there a motion -- motion is to deny

 8   made by Mr. Fajardo; seconded by Dr. Wilson for denial

 9   of the renewal.

10                   Any discussion from the public?

11               (No response.)

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Any discussion from the Board?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Motion carries.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   20100221, Hydra Tech Systems, Inc. in

22   Ouachita Parish.  Their initial contract expired on

23   12/31/15.  Their late renewal was received 12/21 of '16.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Is there a representative from Hydra
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 1   Tech?

 2                   Were they asked last time -- have they

 3   been deferred before?

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   No, sir.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Okay.

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   I do want to mention that we do notify

10   all applicants that their renewals and applications are

11   coming before the Bard.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   They have all been notified?

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   Yes.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   What's the pleasure?

18                   Millie.

19               MS. ATKINS:

20                   I'd like to make a motion to defer this

21   one.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Motion to defer?

24               MS. ATKINS:

25                   Yes.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Is there a second?

 3                   By Representative Carmody.

 4                   Any further discussion from the public

 5   on this deferral for Hydra Tech Systems?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any further discussion from the Board

 9   members?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.")

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.

19               MR. CARMODY:

20                   Can I ask one question of the staff?

21                   When y'all contact these applicants and

22   let them know that the Board has moved to defer and we

23   will be convening at our next meeting and you give them

24   that date?

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   Yes, sir.

 2               MR. CARMODY:

 3                   They were aware that these are follow-up

 4   questions, you have a representative that will be

 5   attending and --

 6               MS. CHENG:

 7                   We tell them to have a representative

 8   attending and then -- we tell them it's been deferred

 9   and that it will go to the next board meeting.  And then

10   once we create this agenda, once it's final for the next

11   meeting, they're notified again.

12               MR. CARMODY:

13                   Okay.  That's proper notice, I would

14   think, constructive notice that the only other thing you

15   can tell them that the custom of the committee, that

16   those who don't appear, have been denied.  Just a

17   little -- all right.

18                   Thank you, sir.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Mr. Williams.

21               MR. WILLIAMS:

22                   I just wanted to point out,

23   Mr. Chairman, Blade Dynamics, we denied that one when

24   they requested two months after the expiration date, and

25   Hydra Tech was a full year after their expiration date
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 1   and we deferred it.  Just wanted to point that out.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   And I believe we had already deferred

 4   Blade once in a previous meeting.

 5               SECRETARY PIERSON:

 6                   Once.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   They were given a chance.

 9               SECRETARY PIERSON:

10                   So we'll give Hydra Tech once.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   We'll give them one shot to be deferred,

13   which is why I had asked them to be deferred before.

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   We have 20110187, Ardagh Glass in

16   Lincoln Parish.  Initial contract expired 12/31 of '15.

17   Late renewal was requested on 11/15 of '16.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Is there a representative from Ardagh

20   Glass here?

21                   Please step forward and identify

22   yourself.  Please identify yourself.

23               MR. SHONKWILER:

24                   Jeff Shonkwiler.  I'm the Tax Director

25   for Ardagh Glass.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   All right.  Can you tell us why you were

 3   late?

 4               MR. SHONKWILER:

 5                   We've had several of these in the past

 6   that the process had been for years that Lori Weber with

 7   LED would just send us the renewal forms when one of

 8   these were coming up, and we didn't receive the renewal

 9   forms and realized the next year after we filed our

10   property tax return that that one should have probably

11   been renewed and that's why it's late.  So we should

12   have caught it, but I think it was just change in the

13   process is why it slipped through the cracks.

14               MR. ADLEY:

15                   I just want to say that all of these

16   prior to you that have come in like that that were

17   depending upon them telling them, albeit, I don't know

18   if they had or they hadn't, these exceptions are for the

19   benefit of the company.  And as we have always pointed

20   out that it's critical that you file and that you file

21   on time, and unlike what people seem to think, that it's

22   just automatic, they send you a notice and everything

23   gets renewed, I hope after sitting through five or six

24   hours today, you recognize that that's not the case.

25   Under the law, we are limited to certain things that we
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 1   can and cannot do, I guess, approve or deny or limit.

 2   Now, what the Board has done in the past on all late

 3   renewals is to remove one year of the exemption, which

 4   is a 20 percent reduction, and I would make that motion

 5   again today.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Secretary Pierson.

 8               SECRETARY PIERSON:

 9                   Mr. Shonkwiler, did Lori send those to

10   Ardagh or did she send these documents to Saint-Gobain?

11               MR. SHONKWILER:

12                   She sent them to both.  Ardagh is

13   nothing more than a name change to Saint-Gobain

14   Containers.

15               SECRETARY PIERSON:

16                   And how long has the name change been in

17   effect?

18               MR. SHONKWILER:

19                   2014.

20               SECRETARY PIERSON:

21                   I'm just trying to look for -- we always

22   working towards staff improvement and process

23   improvement, so I'm trying to understand why anything

24   would have changed.  Of course, Lori Weber is no longer

25   with the department due to retirement.  Your company has
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 1   had a change of name.  I don't know personally at

 2   Saint-Gobain or Ardagh, you know, whether there were any

 3   personnel changes there, but just trying to understand.

 4   We think the onus is on the company to follow through,

 5   but certainly as a staff courtesy and staff

 6   responsibility that I direct that we try to make the

 7   most supportive efforts that we can, but at the end of

 8   the day, I don't feel like we can manage in 64 parishes

 9   all of the companies and when their renewals aren't

10   present.  We have to allow the corporate folks to do

11   that.

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   Secretary Pierson, there was a process

14   change internally.  Prior to 2014, we did send all of

15   the renewal documents to the company, but in 2014, we

16   had the company start requesting renewals from the

17   department.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   There's a motion on the floor.

20               MR. SHONKWILER:

21                   We always got them, so it was just there

22   was no notice there was going to be a change in

23   procedure.  I think the 20 percent reduction is fair,

24   but you asked me to explain, and that's our response.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   I do appreciate your explanation.

 2                   Motion has been made to reduce by one

 3   year the Industrial Tax Program.

 4                   Representative Carmody has seconded the

 5   motion.

 6                   Is there any further discussion on the

 7   motion?

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

11               (Several members respond "aye.")

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   All opposed with a "nay."

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Motion carries.

17                   Thank you, sir.

18               MS. CHENG:

19                   20110384, Calumet Lubricants Company, LP

20   in Webster Parish.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                    Are all of the Calumets represented by

23   the same individual?

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   Yes, sir.

0198

 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Please step forward.

 3                   And you can finish reading.

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   Calumet, 20110385, Calumet Lubricants

 6   Company, LP in Bossier Parish; 20100329, Calumet

 7   Packaging, LLC in Caddo Parish; 20110386, Calumet

 8   Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo Parish;

 9   20110387, Calumet Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in

10   Caddo Parish; 20110388, Calumet Shreveport Lubricants &

11   Waxes, LLC in Caddo Parish; 20110389, Calumet Shreveport

12   Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo Parish; and 20110392,

13   Calumet Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo

14   Parish.  The initial contracts expired on 12/31 of '15.

15   We received late renewal on 12/19 of '16.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Please identify yourself and tell us why

18   you're late.

19               MR. MILLS:

20                   Robert Mills, Calumet Specialty Products

21   from Shreveport, and our tax director is in

22   Indianapolis, Indiana.  And I have heard a story that

23   involves prior, previous staff, and I really hate to get

24   into that she-said type of issue.  And if I can't, I

25   would respectfully ask to defer this, let my tax

0199

 1   director tell you that story.  I don't want to interpret

 2   what she told me, and I'm sure there's clerical error

 3   and oversight, especially on both parties' sides.  So,

 4   you know, if I can defer it and have her explain it,

 5   that's fine.  If you want to make a decision today, just

 6   treat me as you do everybody else, and I certainly can't

 7   complain about that.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   I want this committee to know something,

10   Robert.  I just told Mr. Carmody, you happen to be one

11   of the closest friends I have in the world, as you know,

12   and we've known each other for a long, long time and I

13   have all of the respect in the world for you.  And God

14   knows I hate to be standing here to vote against you,

15   but I have to tell you that it is the obligation of the

16   companies to get it in, and we have only three choices

17   by law.  We can either reject it outright or reduce it

18   or approve it, and we've not approved any that came in

19   late.  And early on, we decided that if it's a five-year

20   renewal, we remove one year, it's a 20 percent

21   reduction, meaning you'll get four years and not five.

22                   And in fairness, regardless of what they

23   would say, we really -- everybody's got a different

24   story about why and how it happens, but to be

25   consistent, I don't think we have any choice but to do
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 1   that.

 2               MR. MILLS:

 3                   As I said, just fair and consistent, and

 4   with 2,000 employees, I assure you, this is not my only

 5   problem.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   I'll take that as a motion.

 8               MR. CARMODY:

 9                   I'll second the motion.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Representative Carmody seconds.

12                   Any further discussion?

13               (No response.)

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

16               (Several members respond "aye.")

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   I am glad I told you to be sure and be

21   here today.  I am glad.  It would have been a denial

22   outright, so I'm glad you came.

23               MR. MOMS:

24                   There's a new day.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Ms. Cheng.

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   We have 20140960, CARBO Ceramics, Inc.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Is there a representative for CARBO

 6   Ceramics?

 7                   Please step forward and tell us why

 8   you're late.

 9               MS. TUCKER:

10                   I'm Katie Tucker, CARBO Ceramics' tax

11   manager.

12                   So we kind of sat here and explained why

13   we're late.  We actually requested renewal back in

14   before, I think, June 8th, 2016, before all of this kind

15   of went a different direction, but same excuse as

16   everyone else.  It just slipped through the cracks.  We

17   had, you know, personnel changes, and, also,

18   historically, before all of the changes, when you did

19   have a late renewal, it was just kind of automatically

20   approved.  It wasn't considered different, I think.  So,

21   I mean, we don't really have a good reason, but I will

22   say it was before June 24th, 2015, and hopefully that

23   would be considered.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Mr. Adley.
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 1               MR. ADLEY:

 2                   I appreciate your honesty and it gains

 3   you 80 percent being honest here today.

 4               MS. TUCKER:

 5                   It's been deferred many times because

 6   the first time that I did come and explain, you know,

 7   you guys had asked us to get local support, which we

 8   have done for the most part.  We haven't really been

 9   able to get in touch with the sheriff's office.  I

10   believe they have kind of their hands full with some

11   legal matters.

12                   Mr. Windham has kind of been helpful in

13   trying to help us contact them and get them, and it's

14   been unsuccessful, but I will say the parish council

15   approved the resolution to support all of our -- the

16   continuation of all of our contracts knowing that we are

17   in a downturn.  We have had some layoffs unfortunately.

18   The school aboard also approved it at a 12-to-1 vote, so

19   we do have local support for the most part.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All right.  Thank you, Ms. Tucker.

22                   Mr. Adley, I assume you are going to

23   make a motion?

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   Yes.  I think to be consistent, we
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 1   reduce it by 20 percent, meaning one year, and receive

 2   the ITEP for four.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.

 5                   Any further discussion?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   All in favor, please vote with an "aye."

 9               (Several members respond "aye.")

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All opposed with a "nay."

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion carries.

15               MS. TUCKER:

16                   While I'm up here, I just wanted to ask,

17   you know, again, months ago whenever we asked for just

18   our contract continuations --

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   We're going to do that all at once.

21               MS. TUCKER:

22                   I'm not sure I'm on there.

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   It's not on this one because they were

25   not in the group from December that were asked to come
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 1   back in April.  So the CARBO Ceramics contracts are not

 2   on this agenda.

 3               MS. TUCKER:

 4                   Is that able to change or we're done

 5   with CARBO for the day?

 6               MS. CHENG:

 7                   We're done.  We can add it to the June

 8   agenda.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Yeah, let's do it in June.

11               MS. TUCKER:

12                   Okay.  No problem.  Thank you.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Thank you.

15                   Ms. Cheng.

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   20110338, General Electric Company.  The

18   initial contract expired on 12/31/15 and late renewals

19   requested on 8/25 of '16.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   Is there a representative from GE,

22   General Electric?

23               (No response.)

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   Holy moly.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Wow.  All right.  Pleasure of the Board

 3   is to defer?

 4               MR. MILLER:

 5                   Is this their first time up or the

 6   second?

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Is this their first time?

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   I believe it was up one time and they

11   requested to defer it.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   Did you say it's General Electric?

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   Yes, sir.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   Fellows, ladies, clearly there are

18   enough employees in that facility to have somebody here

19   if it was that important to them.

20                   I'm going to move to deny.  I mean,

21   sooner or later you have to do that.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Is there a second?

24                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.  Moved by

25   Mr. Adley.
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 1                   Any discussion on the denial of General

 2   Electric's renewal?

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 6               (Several members respond "aye.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   All opposed with a "nay."

 9               (No response.)

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Motion carries.

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   20110529, Southern Recycling in Orleans

14   Parish.  Initial contract expired on 7/31 of '16.  Late

15   renewal was requested 12/29 of '16.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Representative -- yes.  Please step

18   forward and identify yourself.

19               MR. LEONARD:

20                   Jimmy Leonard with Advantous Consulting.

21               MR. DIEFENTHAL:

22                   Eddie Diefenthal with Southern

23   Recycling.

24               MR. LEONARD:

25                   We had five locations approved many
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 1   years ago for the exemption.  All five of those

 2   locations got entered into the deadline.  They were

 3   faced with the same deadline of this coming up the last

 4   December.  It was not until we started processing those

 5   locations that the erroneous deadline date for the

 6   Orleans Parish application got entered in.  Orleans

 7   Parish is the one parish of the state that has a

 8   different deadline from all of the exemption

 9   applications, and as you can see, it was filed along

10   with all of the other renewals, so it was -- what

11   brought us here today was a misstep in our tax calendar.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   So it's reduced, it will only be reduced

14   under the one parish?

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   Yes.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   All of the others will be at 100

19   percent?

20               MR. LEONARD:

21                   Yes.  All of the other locations were

22   filed timely in December.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   Then I would make the same motion for

25   the one that was late.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Motion made by Mr. Adley; seconded by

 3   Major Coleman.

 4                   Any further discussion on Southern

 5   Recycling?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 9               (Several members respond "aye.")

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All opposed with a "nay."

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion carries.

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   I have 10 changes in name.  This is for

17   Hunt Forest Products, Inc. for contracts 20090342,

18   20100314, 20110273, 20120364, 20130873, 20140314 and

19   20150381.  This is in Grant Parish.  They're changing

20   their name to Hunt Forest Products, LLC.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Is there a motion to approve the name

23   change?

24                   Made by Representative Carmody; seconded

25   by Mr. Williams.
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 1                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 2               (Several members respond "aye.")

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   All opposed with a "nay."

 5               (No response.)

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Motion carries.

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   We have Hunt Forest Products, Inc.,

10   Contracts 20100393, 20130874, 20150481 in LaSalle

11   Parish.  They're changing their name to Hunt Forest

12   Products, LLC.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion made by Representative Carmody;

15   seconded by Mr. Miller.

16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed with a "nay."

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   I have five transfers of Tax Exemption

25   contracts:  Nestle Health Sciences-Pamlab, Inc. in Caddo
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 1   Parish, 20120609, 20130503, 20140600, 20150395 and

 2   20161224.  They're being transferred to ALFASIGMA USA,

 3   Inc.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by

 6   Mr. Fajardo.

 7                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 8               (Several members respond "aye.")

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   All opposed with a "nay."

11               (No response.)

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Motion carries.

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   I have 15 contract cancelations.  I have

16   a correction to make on this first one, Entergy New

17   Orleans, Inc.-Michoud is not in Caddo Parish.  It's in

18   Orleans Parish.  And they're requesting to cancel all of

19   their active contracts because the facility is no longer

20   operational.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   So we'll take that motion in globo to

23   cancel all of their active contacts in the Orleans

24   facility.

25                   Is there are a motion?
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 1                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by

 2   Mayor Brasseaux.

 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 4               (Several members respond "aye.")

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All opposed with a "nay."

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Motion carries.

10               MS. CHENG:

11                   Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.,

12   20080132 and 20080878 in Vermilion Parish.  The facility

13   was closed.  The company requests cancelation.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   Cancelation motion by Major Coleman;

16   seconded by Ms. Malone.

17                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

18               (Several members respond "aye.")

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   All oppose with a "nay."

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Motion carries.

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   I have 14 special requests.  These are
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 1   the contract continuations that were brought before

 2   y'all in December and they were asked to go to their

 3   local governing authorities to receive approval for

 4   these contracts to be continued as they're currently

 5   idle.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   And I believe we have representation for

 8   Halliburton.

 9                   Please step forward.

10                   As you guys will -- guys and ladies will

11   remember, this was the idle facility that needed to get

12   the local support from their local bodies being the

13   police jury, the sheriff's office or the school board so

14   that the continuation of exemption can exist during this

15   economic downturn that we have in these areas.

16                   So please identify yourself.

17               MR. LEBLEU:

18                   Mr. Chairman, members of the Board, my

19   name is Doug Lebleu.  I'm representing Halliburton on

20   these idle facility requests.  I think we should just

21   start with Bossier.  I mean, I have three parishes.

22                   We do not have today what you requested.

23   You requested a letter from the sheriff's office

24   supporting the continuation, a resolution from the

25   school board and a resolution from the police jury.
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 1                   We began discussions with these entities

 2   in January.  I think we were on a pretty good track to

 3   the point where on April the 6th I traveled to Bossier

 4   from Baton Rouge to answer questions and concerns of the

 5   school board.  They had a finance committee on April 6th

 6   followed by a board meeting where I believe they were

 7   going to vote an recommendation to the finance committee

 8   to approve of this continuation.  About five minutes

 9   before the meeting started, the attorney for the school

10   board came up, introduced himself to me and informed me

11   that the agenda item was being pulled for consideration.

12   And when I ask why, he told me there seemed to be

13   confusion as to whether LED was actually -- or the Board

14   of Commerce & Industry was actually requiring this

15   particular resolution.

16                   At that point, I didn't have a whole lot

17   of credibility with them other than to simply say I'm

18   here at the direction of the board.  The folks at the

19   department have a different interpretation of what I

20   had, so that was their side of the story.  And I'm glad

21   Kristen's here because Kristen received a phone call

22   right prior to that meeting from the local economic

23   development official with a completely different

24   question.  It didn't have anything to do with the

25   continuation.
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 1                   As you know, this request that you made

 2   was not in the rules.  It was made to be in the support

 3   of what the Governor is attempting to accomplish here

 4   and that us get local involvement in the process.

 5                   Subsequent to that, we have not been

 6   rescheduled on the school board.  At this point, I

 7   really have to thank Chairman Windham, who has been

 8   involved in this process, not as an advocate for

 9   Halliburton, but as one who has picked up the phone and

10   called officials to explain to them what the intent of

11   the Board is what can he do to move the process along.

12   We have a deadline of April 26th.  In fact, last week he

13   had discussions with Mr. Bill Altimus, that's who the

14   parish school board --

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Let me interrupt you right there.

17   He's -- the police jury did send me a letter that I was

18   unable to print out and it basically asks for a

19   continuation.  It says, "Dear, sir," per me.  I called

20   all of these parishes and all of these entities.  "May

21   4th, '17, May 4, 2017 meeting, the Bossier Parish Police

22   Jury will have an item on its agenda to discuss the

23   continuation of Halliburton Industry Services Industrial

24   Exemption Contracts Numbers 24 and 24A for one

25   additional year.  This date is the first available date
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 1   for the police jury to meet and take any official action

 2   on this matter.  I apologize for any inconvenience this

 3   may cause.  If you have any questions or need any

 4   information, please let me know."

 5                   So we can defer again?

 6               MR. LEBLEU:

 7                   Mr. Chairman, that's what we would like

 8   to request, another deferment for two more months to see

 9   if we can wrap this process up, and we would really

10   appreciate your consideration for this.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   And that's just the Bossier because the

13   other ones came through.  I think we got something from

14   them.

15               MR. LEBLEU:

16                   We have everything done with them.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   So there's been a motion by

19   Representative Carmody; seconded by Dr. Wilson to defer

20   that one till the next board meeting to get those

21   letters of support.

22               MR. LEBLEU:

23                   Thank you very much.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Is there any discussion?
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 1               (No response.)

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 4               (Several members respond "aye.")

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All opposed with a "nay."

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. LEBLEU:

 9                   Cameron Parish, we have everything from

10   Cameron Parish that the Board required, and Ms. Cheng

11   has a copy of the resolutions and the letter from the

12   sheriff.

13                   The third one, Plaquemines Parish --

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All right.  Let's take care of the

16   second one then.

17               MR. LEBLEU:

18                   I'm sorry.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   For the second one, you have all of the

21   information, Ms. Cheng?

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   I do have it.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   And it's all in support?
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 1               MS. CHENG:

 2                   Yes.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Is there a motion to allow the

 5   continuation for the Cameron Parish contracts?

 6                   Made by Ms. Millie; seconded by Mr.

 7   Coleman.

 8                        All in favor -- any further

 9   discussion on that one?

10                   (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.")

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   That continuation is approved.

19               MR. LEBLEU:

20                   Thank you very much.

21                   Item number three for us is Plaquemines

22   Parish.  Again, we began discussions with Plaquemines

23   Parish officials back in the middle of January.  My

24   initial discussions were with the attorney for the

25   sheriff's office.  He informed me that there was going
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 1   to be a meeting between the school board, the police

 2   jury and the sheriff's office to discuss this issue.

 3   That meeting occurred.  They had a second meeting where

 4   they asked a member of LED staff to come in and explain

 5   exactly what was being required and what the

 6   implications were.  Then there was a third meeting on

 7   March 31st with that same group where I traveled to

 8   Belle Chasse, met with that group and answered their

 9   questions.

10                   We have not heard anything from any of

11   these entities since March 30th.  I spoke with

12   Representative Chris Leopold on Monday, and, again, I

13   can't tell you Chris Leopold, Representative Leopold, is

14   for this issue, but he's advocating the decision be

15   made.  So I know he's making the phone calls to try to

16   move the process along.  So we would request

17   consideration as we did for Bossier on this one, also,

18   for another two months to see if we can wrap the process

19   up.

20               MR. COLEMAN:

21                   Make a motion.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Motion has been made by Mr. Coleman to

24   defer for one more board meeting, two months; seconded

25   by Dr. Wilson.
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 1                   Any further discussion on this one?

 2                   Representative Carmody.

 3               MR. CARMODY:

 4                   Affirmation that Representative Leopold

 5   approached me and said that there was an effort on his

 6   part to try to get resolution for this, and he did ask

 7   for consideration for deferment today.

 8               MR. LEBLEU:

 9                   Thank you very much.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All right.  Thank you.

12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.")

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.

19               MR. LEBLEU:

20                   Thank you very much.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Thank you, Mr. Lebleu.

23                   I think that's going to be one of the

24   changes these rules move forward is getting some of

25   these bodies because I know personally I called Altimus
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 1   one, two, three times and sent him three or four

 2   e-mails, you know, just describing it.  I sent him

 3   copies of the minutes showing what we had asked so that,

 4   you know, as Doug said, what it required.  Well, no.  It

 5   was requested for one of your companies here, and if you

 6   want to support them, then we need something, and that's

 7   all we needed.

 8               MR. LEBLEU:

 9                   You know, if I could make one comment.

10   I had a little discussion yesterday with Deputy Miller

11   at the sheriff's office in Bossier, and everyone is

12   taking this process very seriously because, you know,

13   it's coming home to roost they may lose revenues here,

14   so everyone's thinking very, very seriously.  As he

15   explained to me, he said, "Doug, you know, we don't have

16   to think just about this issue and this project.  We're

17   setting a precedent here.  We've got to ask the right

18   questions.  We've got to make the right decisions."

19                   So, Secretary Pierson, as you had

20   indicated, we are going through a learning curve here,

21   and I know you're -- the problem is going to be

22   providing direction and how the steps might go, the

23   considerations that might be made, but it's been an

24   interesting process.  I've got to meet a lot of great

25   people.  I admire the locals and the incent and due
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 1   diligence they're doing on these.  So thank you.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   Thank you, Mr. Lebleu.

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   M-I SWACO, Contract 060022 in Cameron

 6   Parish.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Please identify yourself.

 9               MR. MURPHY:

10                   Richard Murphy, Duff & Phelps,

11   representing M-I SWACO.

12                   At the last April meeting, y'all asked

13   for the three resolutions and the letter, and I do have

14   those.  I've asked for photocopies of each.  We got that

15   e-mail last night.

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   If y'all want to see them, I can make

18   copies.

19               MR. MURPHY:

20                   We have the letters and the resolution.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   You'll verify them?

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   I do have them.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   You do?  They're all good?

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   Yes.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Is there a motion to approve the

 6   continuation of M-I SWACO?

 7                   Made by Mr. Miller; seconded by

 8   Mr. Ricky.

 9                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

10               (Several members respond "aye.")

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All opposed with a "nay."

13               (No response.)

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   Motion carries.

16               MR. MURPHY:

17                   Thank you.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Thank you, Richard.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   Now, we have Quality Iron Fabricators,

22   Inc. in Livingston Parish.

23               MR. LEONARD:

24                   Thanks to the help of David Bennett and

25   the Livingston Economic Development Council, we also
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 1   appear before you today with the necessary resolutions

 2   and letter from the sheriff's office.  We were able to

 3   get support from all of the requisite parts.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Great job.

 6                   Please identify yourself.

 7               MR. BENNETT:

 8                   David Bennett, President of the

 9   Livingston Economic Development Council.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All right.  Is there a motion to approve

12   for continuation?

13               MR. COLEMAN:

14                   I so move, sir.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Motion is made by Mr. Coleman; seconded

17   by Millie Atkins.

18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

19               (Several members respond "aye.")

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All opposed with a "nay."

22               (No response.)

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Motion carries.  Thank you.

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   This concludes the Industrial Tax

 2   Exemption portion of the agenda.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   All right.  Next on the agenda is

 5   Consideration of Public Comments on ITEP Program Rules

 6   from the March '17 Potpourri.

 7               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 8                   Good afternoon.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Please identify yourself.

11               MS. CLAPINSKI:

12                   Danielle Clapinski, Staff Attorney at

13   LED.

14                   I'm sure all of you remember we met in

15   February and y'all approved some additional substantive

16   changes to the rules.  Those substantive changes were

17   published as Potpourri in the March 2017 Edition of the

18   Louisiana Register.  That also necessitated additional

19   public hearing and an additional public comment period.

20   That was public hearing was held last Thursday.  I

21   believe y'all received an e-mail Monday afternoon with a

22   copy of the Potpourri with the -- I'm sorry -- the

23   public comments received as well as LED's recommendation

24   to approve or not approve based upon the public

25   comments.
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 1                   I don't know how in depth you guys want

 2   me to go, comment by comment, or...

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   It would really just be helpful if we

 5   heard whatever you heard because I think there were like

 6   three or four minor changes.

 7               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 8                   There were, I think, a total of five

 9   specific concerns addressed, and of those five, LED

10   recommends making changes based upon two of those

11   comments.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Secretary Pierson.

14               SECRETARY PIERSON:

15                   Please outline, just so there's

16   understanding in the record, the difference between a

17   substantive change and these, well, non-substantive or

18   tweaks or whatever.  I think it's important that

19   everyone understands that there's a boundary that we

20   can't change major things, but we can align better for

21   more efficiency.

22               MS. CLAPINSKI:

23                   Sure.  So I have spoken to the Louisiana

24   Register on a couple of the comments that we recommend

25   changes on.  They have deemed those changes
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 1   non-substantive.  That's because those changes are

 2   clarify or they don't change the intent or the action or

 3   what anyone has to do.

 4                   Some of the other suggested comments or

 5   suggested changes would be considered substantive

 6   changes.  For purposes of rule promulgation purposes, a

 7   non-substantive change, the next step for us is they are

 8   approved and only non-substantive changes are approved,

 9   an oversight committee report would be sent to the House

10   and Senate Commerce committees where they would have a

11   30-day period to call their own hearing on the rules,

12   and at that point in time, they either approve or

13   disapprove the rules.  If they choose not to call a

14   hearing during that 30-day period, we can pro/SWAED file

15   promulgation.

16                   If the Board decides to make any further

17   substantive changes to the rules, that will require us

18   to publish another Potpourri and have another public

19   hearing period and another public comment and public

20   hearing.  So that's the different tracks that we would

21   be on depending upon what you decide today.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   All right.  And can you give us, of

24   those five, just a highlight of what those comments

25   were?
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 1               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 2                   Sure.  And I'll go through it.  I think

 3   everyone received that document that lays out who

 4   attended the hearing and who submitted the written

 5   comments, and I don't think there are really any

 6   comments that were different than the written comments.

 7   They were just reiterated at the public hearing.

 8                   So the first set of written comments was

 9   from LIDEA.  Their first comment was dealing with

10   Section 501(a)(1) where there was a redundant use of the

11   term "tax exemption" in a sentence.  That has been there

12   since the first version of the rules, however, the

13   Register does deem it a non-substantive change.  It

14   doesn't hurt anything to remove that.  It doesn't change

15   to intent.  So the Department has recommended adoption

16   of that change.

17                   The second is a concern by LIDEA that

18   there is a potential conflict because we allow, you

19   know -- we require now under these new rules new jobs or

20   a compelling reason for the retention of jobs.  However,

21   under the disallowance of environmentally-required

22   capital upgrades, we say that those are upgrades

23   required to avoid filing closure of a company.  I think

24   the problem is we still don't believe we should be

25   incentivising something the company has to do, and it's
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 1   a requirement.  It's not -- you know, they may retain

 2   some jobs, but they're still not necessarily creating

 3   new jobs.  So we do not recommend making that change.

 4                   The third comment from LIDEA is

 5   regarding posting -- I think at the last board meeting,

 6   one of the changes that was adopted was that LED and its

 7   website would be a central point for the publication of

 8   the written notices from the companies that they send

 9   out to the local governing authorities because we needed

10   a time to start that 120-day period for them to make a

11   decision.  And it was decided that LED would publish

12   those to be sort of a centralized location for those to

13   our website.

14                   There was a concern that LED being the

15   body to do that would somehow misrepresent our role in

16   that process and that we had some authority over the

17   locals.  I think, you know, LED's recommendation is to

18   not -- they wanted to require the locals to post it on

19   their website instead of LED.  We don't recommend making

20   that change.  We do think there is benefit to a

21   centralized location for all of these postings.  We will

22   place language that clearly states that this is for

23   information purposes only.  LED is not a part of the

24   local approval process, but our rules also cannot bind a

25   local governing authority on what they have to do.  So
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 1   even if they wanted to change that, we can't tell

 2   Cameron Parish Police Jury they have to publish it on

 3   their website.  So that was the reason we chose not

 4   recommend that change.

 5                   We also received two comments from

 6   Together Louisiana.  The first was that same issue about

 7   publication of a notice of the written request for

 8   governmental approval.  It doesn't proactively state on

 9   the website.  That was, I believe, the intent when we

10   discussed that.  It just on the website, it just says we

11   will post.  Where we will post did not get added.  We

12   have talked to Louisiana Register.  They've agreed that

13   on the website as a clarifying change to make the rule

14   clear where that's going to be published is

15   non-substantive.  We don't see any harm since that was

16   the intent all along, so we recommend making that

17   change.

18                   The last comment was that Together

19   Louisiana still believes that the part of the rules that

20   deals with compelling reason for the retention of jobs

21   is still very broad and allows for almost any situation

22   to potentially argue that there are compelling reason

23   for retention.  And I think, one, that would be a

24   substantive change and it would change the process that

25   we're under, but, additionally, LED does not recommend
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 1   making that change because the constitution allows the

 2   Board and the Governor that discretion.  And I think as

 3   you try to put very specific guidelines of "X" number of

 4   jobs or something like that to be retained, you limit

 5   that discretion.  And, you know, 25 jobs in North

 6   Louisiana and 25 jobs in Baton Rouge may not mean the

 7   same thing, and we did not want to pigeonhole ourself or

 8   the Board or the Governor into having that strict of

 9   requirements, so that's why we did not recommend that

10   change.

11                   There was a general comment received

12   from Mr. Patterson with LABI.  Not written, but just

13   verbal at the meeting.  It was a general comment about

14   the direction of the program, legislation that had been

15   passed last year dealing with inventory tax and ITEP.  I

16   have a little write-up for you on that page, but as

17   there were no specific requests to change language other

18   than a general concern about the direction of program,

19   he did not suggest any changes based upon that comment.

20   And Mr. Allison spoke.  He basically said echoes LIDEA's

21   comments and had some concerns about Together

22   Louisiana's comment wanting to more tightly define the

23   retention issue.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Are there any questions by any of the
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 1   Board members of any of the comments concerning the

 2   Potpourri rules?

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Any comments from the public concerning

 6   the comments?

 7                   Kind of redundant itself.

 8                   Please step forward, Ms. Dunn, and

 9   identify yourself.

10               MS. DUNN:

11                   I'm Anne Dunn with Together Louisiana.

12                   I particularly want to comment on the

13   concern about posting on the website things that the

14   Board was indicating was their intent and follow that up

15   with a statement and make sure that was a

16   non-substantiative change.

17                   What I want to says is that we do have

18   continuing concerns about how you go about determining

19   what a compelling reason is for retaining jobs, and I

20   think the discussion that we had at the rules meeting

21   was basically that this is really a tough call.  And

22   they asked us to bring a recommendation, and we're not

23   prepared to do that at this time, but we would like to

24   take the opportunity to see what's in the best practices

25   are around the country and see if we can come up with
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 1   something that would be helpful to the Board just to

 2   kind of, you know, give you a courage when you make the

 3   decisions.

 4                   So thank you very much.  We're pleased

 5   to see what's happening.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Thank you, Ms. Dunn.  Thank you,

 8   Together Louisiana for their input in this process,

 9   also.

10               All right.  With that, Mr. Adley, I believe

11   it's appropriate for you to make a motion to move the

12   rules to the next step.

13               SM. CLAPINSKI:

14                   I think we need to approve or not

15   approve any of the changes as recommended by the

16   Department and then to move forward with the rules

17   process.

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   Let me move that we accept the

20   recommendations of the changes and get that done first.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Is there a second?

23                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.

24                   Is there any further discussion on the

25   new rules, Potpourri rules or any other rules with this
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 1   program?

 2               (No response.)

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 5               (Several members respond "aye.")

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   All opposed with a "nay."

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Motion carries.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   I would now move that we move forward

13   with the proper notification, whatever we have to do to

14   get --

15               MS. CLAPINSKI:

16                   Oversight committee, yes, sir.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   -- to move forward and follow the

19   Administrative Procedures Act.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All right.  So there's a motion and a

22   second made by Representative Carmody.

23                   Any further discussion on moving forward

24   for promulgation of these rules from the public or the

25   Board?
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 1               (No response.)

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 4               (Several members respond "aye.")

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All opposed with a "nay."

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   I want to thank all of the staff for

10   their hard work with this, too.

11                   Now we're election of officers.

12                   Mr. Adley.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Can I just make a comment?  What I've

15   been told is normally what happens is the Chairman

16   rules, the committee moves the chair and then we put

17   somebody in there.  I'm going to ask you, from the

18   Governor's office, if you will, if you'll allow us to

19   leave Steve in place until we finish this rules process.

20   We thought it would already be done.  We don't know when

21   it is going to be done, but I'd like make a motion that

22   we let him remain as chairman until the Board decides

23   what they want to do from there if that's okay.

24               MR. FABRA:

25                   So moved.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Motion made and seconded.

 3                   Does anybody else want to run?

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   I accept the nomination I guess is the

 7   proper procedure.

 8                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 9               (Several members respond "aye.")

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All opposed with a "nay."

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion carries.

15                   All right.  Secretary Pierson, comments,

16   please.

17               SECRETARY PIERSON:

18                   I know the hour grows late, so I'll just

19   make these very brief remarks.  I apologize for my late

20   arrival this morning.  We are multitasking at the

21   Capital and other things going on.

22                   I want to echo Chairman Windham's

23   remarks regarding the staff that continue to operate on

24   two fronts.  One is the proper and appropriate adoption

25   of all of the rules that are associated with the
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 1   executive order and with the execution of all of the

 2   administrative elements with these very large numbers of

 3   contracts and notifications and all of the things that

 4   go into the day-to-day work that the staff has to do to

 5   cover 64 parishes.  So thank to each and every one of

 6   you for those efforts.

 7                   I want to call a note to just say that I

 8   hope it is observed, but we took all of the comments

 9   that came to us from the pubic and the public groups out

10   there very seriously.  We spent time with them.  We

11   spent dialog, and we want to continue to do that.  We

12   think it's a very important part of the process.

13                   I can recall times in the past where,

14   you know, we'd just check the blocks and said, "Yep, we

15   talked to them," and away we go.  I think this has been

16   a very engaged and active dialog that will continue, and

17   so I thank the Board for that opportunity and the

18   leadership that's been exhibited along the way.  And

19   certain what the board has stood for today, which is

20   what we're trying to implement relative to

21   accountability and bringing that statement from the

22   corporations as to what they're going to provide and

23   being sure that that has a return back to the public.

24   So thank you for all of people that have been very

25   active in that effort, certainly all of the members of

0237

 1   this Board.

 2                   Doug Lebleu, thanks for being the tip of

 3   the spear to go out there and begin the engagements with

 4   the communities, these political subdivisions.  I know

 5   this is not new territory to you, that probably 25 years

 6   ago you were standing in front of those same bodies

 7   asking if they wanted to grant a resolution to

 8   participate in the Enterprise Zone Program or all of the

 9   other programs that we've had out there, but that local

10   voice is back at the table.  And we know it's a learning

11   curve associated with it, as you noted, but that's

12   important and we'll get that job done.

13                   We are working internally at LED to

14   conduct these regional workshops throughout the state,

15   both with the economic development professionals and the

16   political subdivisions.  We've done some.  We have a lot

17   more to do, and as soon as we get everybody trained, a

18   lot of them will leave office and new people will be

19   training.  So we know it's an ongoing effort and we'll

20   be glad to have that.  That's what it takes to get the

21   program effectively working and we're pledged to that.

22                   Thank you very much.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Thank you, Mr. Secretary.

25                   Do we have a motion to adjourn?
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 1                   Oh, I'm sorry.  Don't adjourn.  Don't

 2   leave.

 3                   Ms. Clapinski.

 4               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 5                   Just because the board rules do require

 6   annual election of officers, there was a motion made on

 7   the chair, but not the vice chair position, so is the

 8   intent to have both stay?  I just need for a point of

 9   order just to have that clarified for us.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Yes.  Who's vice chair?  You are?  All

12   right.

13                   So I guess the motion has been made by

14   Representative Carmody; seconded by Dr. Wilson.

15                   All in favor of Robert Adley staying as

16   vice chair, indicate with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed with a "nay."

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.

23                   Meeting's adjourned based upon the

24   motion by Mr. Fajardo and seconded by Mr. Williams.

25               (Meeting concludes at 1:22 p.m.)
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 1   REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE:

 2               I, ELICIA H. WOODWORTH, Certified Court

 3   Reporter in and for the State of Louisiana, as the

 4   officer before whom this meeting for the Board of

 5   Commerce and Industry of the Louisiana Economic

 6   Development Corporation, do hereby certify that this

 7   meeting was reported by me in the stenotype reporting

 8   method, was prepared and transcribed by me or under my

 9   personal direction and supervision, and is a true and

10   correct transcript to the best of my ability and

11   understanding;

12               That the transcript has been prepared in

13   compliance with transcript format required by statute or

14   by rules of the board, that I have acted in compliance

15   with the prohibition on contractual relationships, as

16   defined by Louisiana Code of Civil Procedure Article

17   1434 and in rules and advisory opinions of the board;

18               That I am not related to counsel or to the

19   parties herein, nor am I otherwise interested in the

20   outcome of this matter.

21   

     Dated this 13th day of May, 2017.

22   

23                               ___________________________

24                                 ELICIA H. WOODWORTH, CCR

25                                 CERTIFIED COURT REPORTER
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MEETING MINUTES

Page 3
1 1 MR W NDHAM
2 2 Al right. | call this neeting to
3 3 order, the Board of Conmerce and Industry neeting for
4 4 April the 26th, 2017. It's about 9:35.
5 5 Melissa -- | lost her.
6 MEETI NG M NUTES FOR 6 MR FAVALORO
7 THE BOARD OF COMVERCE AND | NDUSTRY 7 Frank here for her.
8 OF THE 8 MR W NDHAM
9 LOUI SI ANA ECONOM C DEVELOPMENT CORPORATI ON 9 I"msorry. Frank/Melissa, please call
10 HELD AT 10 the roll.
11 LASALLE BUI LDI NG 11 MR FAVALORO
12 617 NORTH 3RD STREET 12 Robert Adley, sitting in for --
13 BATON ROUGE, LOQOUI SI ANA 13 MR ADLEY:
14 ON THE 26TH DAY OF APRIL, 2017 14 Here.
15 COMMENCI NG AT 9:37 A M 15 MR FAVALORO
16 16 Robert Barham sitting in for Lieutenant
17 17 Covernor.
18 18 MR BARHAM
19 REPORTED BY: ELICIA H WOODWORTH, CCR 19 Here.
20 20 MR FAVALORO
21 21 Representative Neil Abranson.
22 22 (No response.)
23 23 MR FAVALORO
24 24 Mllie Atkins.
25 25 MB. ATKINS:
Page 2 Page 4
1 Appear ances of Board Menbers Present: 1 Here.
2 Robert Adl ey
MIlie Atkins 2 MR FAVALORO
3 Robert Bar ham 3 Mayor d enn Brasseaux.
Mayor d enn Brasseaux )
4 Represent ati ve Thomas Car nody 4 MAYCR BRASSEAUX:
Maj or Col eman 5 Her e.
5 Ri cky Fabra
Manual " Manny" Faj ar do 6 MR FAVALORC
6  Heather Malone 7 Representative Thomas Car nody.
Charles R "Robby" MIller P y
7 Jan K. Ml ler 8 (No response.)
Don Pi erson
8 Ronni e Sl one o MR FAVAL
Bobby WIlians, Jr. 10 Yvette Col a.
9 Dr. Wyodrow W son, Junior 11 No r n
St eve W ndham ( esponse. )
10 12 MR, FAVALORO
St af f nb t:
11 a embers presen 13 Maj or Col eman.
Susan Bi gner 14 MR COLEMAN:
12 Eric Burton
Kristen Cheng 15 Here.
13 Dani el | e C api nski 16 VR. FAVALORO
Frank Faval oro )
14 Brenda Guess 17 Ricky Fabra.
Ri chard House :
15 Becky Lanbert 18 MR FABRA
Joyce Metoyer 19 Here.
16 Ane Milla 20 MR FAVALORO
18 21 Manny Faj ar do.
;g 22 MR, FAJARDC
21 23 Here.
22
23 24 MR, FAVALORO
24 25 Jeral d Jones.
25
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Page 5 Page 7
1 (No response.) 1 Before we go forvard, |'d like to thank
2 MR FAVALORO 2 everybody for attending today's neeting, and | wll
3 Heat her Mal one. 3 entertain a notion for the approval of last meeting' s
4  MB. MALONE: 4 ninutes.
5 Here. 5 Mtion nade by M. Mller; seconded by
6 MR FAVALORO 6 D. Wlson
7 Senator Danny Martiny. 7 Any discussions? Any changes?
8 (No response.) 8 (No response.)
9 MR FAVALCRO 9 MR WNDHAM
10 Charles "Robby" Mller. 10 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
11 MR MLLER 11 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
12 Her e. 12 MR WNDHAM
13 MR FAVALORC 13 Al opposed with a "nay."
14 Jan Mol ler. 14 (No response.)
15 MR MOLLER 15 MR WNDHAM
16 Her e. 16 Mbtion carries.
17 MR FAVALORO 17 M. Burton, if you could do the Quality
18 Senator Morrell. 18  Jobs Program pl ease.
19  (No response.) 19 MR BURTON
20 MR FAVALORO 20 @od norning. | have two new
21 Secretary Don Pierson. 21 applications for Quality Jobs: 20151086, LACC LLC US
22 (No response.) 22 in Calcasieu Parish; 20161392, Republic National
23 MR FAVALCRO 23 Distributing Gonpany in Ol eans Parish.
24 M. Scott Richard. 24 That concl udes the applications.
25  (No response.) 25 MR WNDHAM
Page 6 Page 8
1 MR FAVALORO 1 Al right. Thank you, M. Burton.
2 Darryl Saizan. 2 Are there any questions concerning the
3 (No response.) 3 two newapplications for Quality Jobs?
4 MR FAVALORO 4 MR ADLEY:
5 Dani el Schexnaydre. 5 Yeah, just let ne --
6 (No response.) 6 MR WNDHAM
7 MR FAVALORO 7 M. Barham(sic).
8 Ronni e Sl one. 8 MR ADLEY.
9 M SLONE: 9 Just a general question that | was asked
10 Here. 10 to ask while | was here. It's ny understanding that
11 MR FAVALORO 11 under Quality Jobs, LED has no -- it's strictly
12 Bobby WIIians. 12 statutory and you're guided by what the statutes say; is
13 MR WLLIAME: 13 that correct?
14 Here. 14 MR BURTON
15 MR FAVALORO 15 That is correct.
16 St even W ndham 16 MR ADLEY.
17 MR W NDHAM 17 The question that is raised, the Quality
18 Here. 18  Jobs Programhas grown from70-nillion to 300-ml!ion.
19 MR FAVALORC 19 Do you know the tineframe that occurred fromthe 70 to
20 Dr. WIson. 20 3007
21 DR WLSO\ 21 MR BURTON
22 Her e. 22 The 70 to the 149, approxinmately -- |
23 MR FAVALORO 23 don't have the nunbers with ne, but | know we've gone
24 V& have a quorum 24 from70 to 149 last fiscal year. The projection of the
25 MR W NDHAM 25 TEB, the Department of Revenue projected about
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Page 9 Page 11

1 291-nillion 1 (Several menbers respond "aye.")

2 MR WNDHAM 2 MR WNDHAM

3 And that would be fromfiscal year -- 3 Al opposed with a "nay."

4 MR BURTON 4 (No response.)

5 Fiscal '17, ending this June. However, 5 MR WNDHAM

6 just as alittle add along for the board, | did check 6 Motion carries.

7 with the Departnent of Revenue, and so far, what's been 7 Next | believe we have the renewal s.

8 issued as of March 31st of 2017 was about $75-nillion 8 MR BURTON

9 for Quality Jobs, sothat's going to be significantly 9 V¢ have five renewals for Quality Jobs:
10 lower than the $291-nllion projected by TEB Departnent 10 20120993, Genillion & Pou and Associates, Inc. in Caddo
11 of Revenue. 11 Parish; 20121010, John H Carter, Inc. AND Control Vrx,
12 MR ADLEY: 12 LLCin East Baton Rouge Parish; 20120962, Mechani cal

13 What nunber woul d be a fair nunber to 13 Equiprent Conpany, Inc. in . Tammany Parish; 20129999,
14 use? 14 Sasol USA Qorporation in Cal casieu Parish; 20121170, UPS
15 MR BURTON 15  Mdstream Services, Inc. in La Salle Parish.

16 That's kind of hard to guess, but if | 16 Thi s concl udes the renewal summaries.

17 had to go an a ball park, because it depends on when they | 17 MR WNDHAM

18 decide to actually submt their filings wth Departnent 18 Thank you, M. Burton.

19 of Revenue, but a good estimate on tine |ag and how 19 Are there any comments fromthe public
20 revenue woul d have to submt it, |'d say between 90 and |20 concerning these five renewal s?

21 100. 21 (No response.)

22 MR ADLEY: 22 MR WNDHAM

23 Thank you very much. 23 Any comments fromthe board menbers?

24 But that's in addition to the 70 that we |24 (No response.)

25  had? 25 MR WNDHAM

Page 10 Page 12

1 MR BURTON 1 I's there a motion to approve?

2 That would just be a total of 90 to 2 Made by M. Sone; seconded by M.

3 100-nillion. 3 Ml one.

4 MR ADLEY: 4 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."

5 Thank you very much. 5 (Several menbers respond "aye.")

6 MR BURTON 6 MR WNDHAM

7 No probl em 7 Al opposed with a "nay."

8 MR WNDHAM 8 (No response.)

9 Any other questions? 9 MR WNDHAM

10 (No response.) 10 Motion carries.

11 MR WNDHAM 11 Next | believe we have one late renewal .
12 Any conments fromthe public concerning |12 MR BURTCN

13 these new applications for Quality Jobs? 13 That is correct. V¢ have one late

14 (No response.) 14 renewal. It's going to be 20080750, Bl ake International
15 MR WNDHAM 15 UWSARgs, LLCin Terrebonne Parish. The contract

16 Any questions fromthe board nenbers? 16 effective date for this contract was My 15th, 2008.

17 (No response.) 17 Board approval date was 6/22/2010. The signed contract
18 MR WNDHAM 18 was returned to Loui si ana Econom ¢ Devel opnent on

19 I's there a motion for approval ? 19 10/14/2015. The contract was executed by the Governor
20 MR ADLEY: 20 on 10/19 of 2015. The initial contract expiration date
21 So nmoved. 21 for this contract is 514 of 2013, and the late renewal
22 MR WNDHAM 22 request date made by the conpany is going to be

23 M. Adley nade the notion; seconded by 23 4/18/2016.

24 Dr. WIlson. 24 M WNHAM

25 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 25 I's there a representative fromthe
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Page 13 Page 15
1 conpany? 1 this -- | nean, '08 and the Board approved it two years
2 P ease step forward and identify 2 later and then the contract was signed by LED in '15 and
3 yourself. |'msure there are some questions related to 3 the Gvernor in'15.
4 these tine |ags. 4 MR BURTON
5 MR ADLEY: 5 The only lag that we nostly have, as you
6 Before they get up, can we ask the 6 cantell, in Q contracts, there's going to be possibly
7 staff, is there no set guidelines in the rules howto 7 about a two-year lag fromthe advance date and the
8 deal withthe late renewal s as there are with | TEP? 8 application being due by rules, so you nay see sone
9 MR BURTON 9 about two years later than the advance fee has.
10 V¢ do have sone | anguage on the top, if 10 However, this one does have sone special occurrences
11 you'll see on your renewal, renewal docunents, it says 11 that happened that maybe the conpany woul d |ike to speak
12 inthe rules that, "An application to renew a contract 12 on that lagged this further back to where we woul d have
13 shall be filed within 60 days of the initial contract 13 asigned contract not received until alnost after five
14 expiring. The Board may approve a request for renewal 14 years fromwhat the Board approval date is.
15 filed nore than 60 days, but less than five years after 15 MR MLLER
16 expiration of the initia contract, and nay inpose a 16 VWul d you like to explain that?
17 penalty for the late filing of the renewal request, 17 MR WNDHAM
18 including a reduction of the five-year renewal period." 18 Yes. Please identify yourself.
19 That's verbatimfromthe Quality Jobs rules. 19 MR HENSON
20 MR ADLEY: 20 Thomas Henson, attorney for Bl ake
21 Wiat we have done on the renewals of the |21 International --
22 ITEP, as | renenber, we reduced the five years to four. 22 MR ADLEY:
23 Is that how we've been doing it? 23 Can you get alittle closer to that
24 MR BURTON 24 thing?
25 | think y'all went per rules on the 25 MR WNDHAM
Page 14 Page 16
1 ITER, which | think isit's per one year for every one 1 I's it working?
2 nonth late, which that's going to be set -- 2 MR HENSON
3 MR ADLEY: 3 Good norning, Board. Thomas Henson on
4 | think the board s action when they -- 4 Dbehalf of Bake International. Wth me today is Jules
5 | see you nodding your head, because there's going to be | 5 Haydel, Himan Resources Manager.
6 some more late renewals, so |'mjust tryingto get usto | 6 Inthis case, B ake International filed
7 be consistent if we can. It applied to |TEP, we had 7 advanced notification in 2008, md-2008. It was a new
8 these sane guidelines. V¢, the Board, decided to make a | 8 conpany. There was some disputes with LED as to
9 reduction by one year. That's what we have done in the 9 coverage of sone former Pride enployees. This was an
10 past; that's correct, is it not? 10 asset sale strictly in 2008, and there was sone i ssues
11 MR BURTON 11 raised by LED as to whether certain of the jobs created
12 Yes. 12 qualified for Quality Jobs benefits. There was a fornmal
13 MR ADLEY: 13 application and an anended application, and there was
14 Ckay. That's all | wanted to know 14 also some litigation over not only the Pride issue, but
15 Thank you. 15 over the wording of the contract.
16 MR WNDHAM 16 Because of the Pride issue, there was
17 Yes, M. Mller. 17 sonme provisions in the contract that B ake was concerned
18 MR MLLER 18 mght preclude it fromQuality Jobs benefits, and so
19 Eric, for the new nenbers here, the 19 that was all hashed out. And it was not until that
20 effective date was '08. The Governor didn't signit 20 litigation was concluded that we actually had a contract
21 until "15; is that normal ? 21 formacceptabl e that was signed up, and that's the
22 MR BURTON 22 reason for the del ay.
23 No, this is not a normal occurrence. 23 MR ADLEY:
24 MR MLLER 24 | see the staff shook their head behi nd
25 Do you have an expl anation on why 25 you.

T

ToRRES REPORTING 85 ASSOCIATES, .

COURT REPORTING & LITIGATION SERVICES
www.torresreporting.com
1.866.982.6878 Toll Free

Baton Rouge, LA
225.751.0732
225.752.7308 FAX

New Orleans, LA
504.392.4791
504.392.4852 FAX



http://www.torresreporting.com/



April 26, 2017
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Page 17 Page 19
1 Do y'all disagree with that statenent? 1 what they decided. They decided that at that point in
2 MB. CLAPI N : 2 time, the litigation was premature. So that may still
3 Qod norning. Danielle Qapinski, staff 3 be an outstanding issue that LED and the conpany will
4 attorney at LED 4 have to deal with.
5 | don't disagree that that was the point 5 MR ADLEY:
6 intime that the contract was executed, that the 6 | got it. Sothe effective date for the
7 contract we offered back in 2010 and the one that was 7 Quality Jobs was not changed by the litigation?
8 signed were not substantially different. | nean, there 8 M. CLAPI N :
9 was litigation in between, but -- 9 That is correct.
10 MR ADLEY: 10 MR ADLEY:
11 Ddthey get credit for Quality Jobs 11 Gkay. So | heard your statement, and |
12 from2010 forward? 12 think | got it. For 2008 to 2015 or sonething. | think
13 M. CLAPINSKI 13 the fact of the matter is the effective date was the ' 08
14 Yes. They have to date. 14 date.
15 MR ADLEY: 15 MR HENSON
16 So they got credit for then? 16 That's correct, and, in fact, the
17 MB. CLAPI N ; 17 conpany has been approved for substantial Quality Jobs
18 2008. So 2008, 2009, 2010, '11 and 18 benefits '08, '09 forward for those first five years.
19 whatever portion of '12, through 5/ 14 of '12, so the 19 It was sonething over a mllion dollars. V¢ still have
20 renewal contract woul d pick back up on 5/15 of '12, if 20 theissue -- that's for the non-counted Pride hires. W&
21 it were approved, and whatever period of tine. 21 still have the issue. Basically what the court said,
22 MR WNDHAM 22 until you sign a contract, we can't resolve the Pride
23 Secretary Pierson. 23 issue, so go back and sign the contract, and then that's
24 SECRETARY Pl ERSON 24 what we did  And that's the reason for the delay in
25 Don Pierson has now arrived for the 25 execution of the contract.
Page 18 Page 20
1 official mnutes. Pease reflect ny appearance. Thank 1 MR WNDHAM
2 you. 2 So let ne ask this related to that. Wy
3 Voul d you please illumnate that this 3 didn't you sign the contract?
4 was essentially a discussion relative to the Pride jobs 4 MR HENSON
5 were already inthe state and the contract for Qiality 5 There was some provisions in the
6 Jobs should award to Blake for net new jobs and that 6 contract, there was a dispute as to which version of the
7 that was sort of the crux of that natter. 7 Quality Jobs rules would apply to this contract. The
8 M. CLAPINKI : 8 rules were substantially revised effective 2011, as |
9 That's correct. So there was a dispute 9 recall, | think Cctober, Novenber of 2011, and the
10 over whether the jobs. | think about 243 of the 245 10 revision to the rules we believe was actual l'y inpacted
11 enployees hired were former Pride enpl oyees, and so 11 by Bake's situation and so we had a di spute.
12 there were discussions of whether they were, in fact, 12 Qiginally the contract was going to
13 net newjobs. The litigation concluded because the 13 attach the rules that were in effect when B ake filed
14 Court found that they hadn't signed the contract, that 14 its applicationin the '08/'09 time period. The rules
15 the litigation was prenature. They had not yet signed 15  were changed in '11, and then LED wanted to attach the
16 their contract, and, therefore, they were not an 16 newrules. VelI, the newrules substantively would have
17 enployer under the Quality Jobs Programand were not 17 affected the coverage of the Pride enpl oyees, and that
18 eligible at that tine to file suit. 18 was the crux of the dispute on signing the contract.
19 MR ADLEY: 19 There still is a dispute as to whether
20 | just want to make sure that we, 20 the old rules or the new Quality Jobs rules should apply
21 regardiess of all of the litigation, the litigation was |21 to this contract.
22 finalized, the courts or whoever decided that they were |22 MR WNDHAM
23 to get the Quality Jobs or not? 23 | guess ny confusion here is the
24 M. CLAPINKI : 24 contract is the contract and that's what dictates how
25 That was not -- no, sir. That was not 25 the programor how benefits are received. So regardl ess
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Page 21 Page 23
1 of what the rules would say, the contract's the 1 youis just based upon the fact that there was
2 contract, and if you vanted to get the benefits, the 2 litigation and that litigation was the holdup in the
3 contract should have been signed. Then | look at this 3 conpany signing the contract, whether that has an affect
4 other piece in here that you didn't submt the renewal 4 onthe termof their renewal that you'd like to --
5 until just now So the renewal was due. The contract 5 MR WNDHAM
6 wasn't in place; you hadn't signed it, you couldn't have | 6 M. Sone.
7 reneved it, but you still should have done the 7 MR SLOE
8 paperwork. You shoul d have signed the contract in order | 8 So | guess |'masking, they got
9 toget it renewed. So I'mhaving difficulty naking that 9 benefits, but the contract wasn't signed?
10 grasp of why the renewwoul d be for the full five years |10 M. CLAPI N :
11 today. 11 No.  So what happened was, once we were
12 MR HENSON 12 finished with that portion of the litigation, they
13 V¢ had -- it was an issue in the 13 executed a contract. A the point that they executed
14 litigation as to which version of the contract should we |14 the contract, they then filed five years worth of annual
15 sign, whether we should attach the old rules or the new |15 payroll rebates. They did not receive anything prior to
16 rules, and that is an extrenmely inportant issue. And so |16 having a contract, but those have -- those five years
17 tosign-- and Blake was willing to sign and actual |y 17 have been processed by LED and they have received sonme
18 signed at one point and sent to LED the contract with 18 payrol | rebates based upon those filings.
19 the old rules attached and LED said, "No. \¢'re not" -- |19 MR WNDHAM
20 first of all, they prepared the contract and sent it to |20 So that contract, the original contract,
21 us withtheoldrules attached. And then later, after 21 would have expired in '13?
22 they amended the rules, they pushed for amendnents of 22 M. CLAPI N :
23 the Quality Jobs and rules, and then cane back later and | 23 Qorrect.
24 said, "No, we're not going to attach those rules because |24 MR WNDHAM
25 we want to take the position because the newrules apply |25 Now, we'reinthe 16 -- or "17. I'm
Page 22 Page 24
1 even though your application was in '08/'09." 1 sorry. Thank you. | was looking at this nunber here.
2 So it wasn't a situation where, "Just 2 Wrein'17. Now we'rein'17. |
3 signhere." It was a serious dispute. LED did not want 3 nean, ny tendency would be to say, okay, you can have
4 to execute the contract with the original rules that 4 this last year, but you haven't been doing your
5 werein place when Blake International filed the 5 papervork. These other four years, there was no
6 application, they didn't want to execute -- 6 contract in effect. Howcan the state or how can we owe
7 MR WNDHAM 7 you anything?
8 | believe through -- 8 MR HENSON
9 M. CLAPINKI : 9 As soon as the litigation was concl uded
10 Vell, what | would say is that the rules |10 and resol ved, the contract formwas issued with the
11 are not ever attached as an addendumto contracts. ¢ 11 corrected statement. The conpany was actual ly sent a
12 may have agreed to send thema copy of the rules that 12 draft of the contract with the original rules attached
13 wereinplace at the tine, and the reason for that is 13 as an exhibit fromM. Favaloro at LED at the Quality
14 there are sone changes that are procedural and there are |14 Jobs Program As soon as the litigation was concl uded,
15 sone changes that are substantive to the program Some |15 which was actual |y over the wording of the contract, it
16  of those changes, if they change, they are our 16  woul d have been a situation to request renewal of a
17 procedural ones about when things are due. |f we change |17 contract that was never even placed. The contract was
18 it, those are still applicable to those contracts in 18 not in place until the court resolved the issues wth
19 effect. Sowe don't ever say, "This is the set of 19 respect to the language of the contract. Those were not
20 rules. Thisis the only set of rules that are going to |20 resolved until after the litigation, and then
21 apply to that contract." 21 imediately late filed those applications for those
22 | think the why of the net newjobs is 22 years and requested renewal .
23 really probably not an issue right nowfor this Board to |23 MR WNDHAM
24 determine. That's going to have to go through the 24 Yes, M. Mller.
25 litigation process. | think for nowthe issue before 25 MR MLLER
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Page 25 Page 27
1 Since |' mthe one who opened this can of 1 tobe-- we want to seek reneval .
2 worns to go back and do this, 1'Il see if | can get us 2 MR MLLER
3 back on track. 3 kay.
4 You're here for renewal that goes back 4 MR ADLEY:
5 to'13 Youdidn't file for the renewal until '16, 5 | think the normal practice would have
6 three years after it expired. |s there a reason that 6 beenif you wereinlitigation, surely your attorney
7 that happened? Because, if |'mnot mistaken -- let ne 7 would have tol d you you have a contract, you renew the
8 nake sure |'munderstanding. Gnce you signed the 8 contract. If youwn thelitigation, you will be due
9 contract, you got credit or you got your rebate from'08 | 9 sonething in addition to whatever is in this contract
10 till "13 and you filed for it and received it; correct? |10 that they interpret one way and you interpret another.
11 MR HENSON 11 MR HENSON
12 V¢ got partial approval. V¢ didn't get 12 No.
13 approval for the Pride enpl oyees. 13 MR ADLEY:
14 MR MLLER 14 What' s going through ny mnd nowis if
15 That's a legal matter that | don't think |15 they waited till 2015, two years after the fact, and you
16 e need to address here. But you took -- you went back |16 file it as arenewal -- isn't that what you did?
17 to '08 and asked for job credits through '13; is that 17 MR HENSON
18 correct? 18 V¢ signed the original contract,
19 MR HENSON 19 subnitted the actual applications for benefits for those
20 Yes, we did. 20 five years and then raised with M. -- with Eic the
21 MR MLLER 21 renewal issue.
22 Ckay. So you knew the contract was from | 22 MB. CLAPINSK :
23 '08to'13 and it needed to be renewed in '13; correct? |23 | think what happened --
24 MR HENSON 24 MR ADLEY:
25 V¢ didn't have a contract in place. 25 Soit's your belief that the effective
Page 26 Page 28
1 MR MLLER 1 date of this renewal is what, what year?
2 You had to have a contract to get the 2 MR HENSON
3 rebates. 3 If the effective dates, | don't know
4 M. CLAPINSK : 4 vhether it would be -- I"massumng it would be --
5 The contract was not filed until Cctober 5 MR ADLEY:
6 of 2015. 6 [f you believe that you had a renewal
7 MR MLLER 7 conming, you had to believe you had a contract of sonme
8 But you went back -- 8 kind or you woul dn't have a renewal .
9 M5, CLAPINSK 9 M5, CLAPINSK
10 Yes. 10 | think, just to clarify what happened,
11 MR HENSON 11 was the application came to the Board for approval in
12 Inmedi ately after. 12 2010. It was approved by the Board. A that point in
13 MR MLLER 13 tinme, the contract went out to the conpany.
14 Wiy didn't you i nmediately do the 14 MR ADLEY:
15 renewal in'15instead of a year later? | guess what 15 Wth what effective date?
16 1'masking, the questions is, if it expiredin'13, 16 M. CLAPINSKI
17 signed the contract for the renewal, it was alnost over |17 Wth the 5/15/2008 effective date. And
18  whenever you started, whenever you signed it final. 18 that's typical that there be a | ag between the contract
19 MR HENSON 19 effective date and when it's approved because they have
20 V¢ believe that the Gourt proceedi ngs, 20 24 months after filing their advanced notification after
21 nunber one, would have interrupted any deadlines, and, 21 filing their application, so that is not abnormal for
22 nunber two, once we were in a position where the Court 22 the process. Wat happened --
23 resolved the contract issue, imediately signed the 23 MR ADLEY:
24 contract, sent the applications for benefits. And as 24 The effective date is inportant.
25 soon as Eric raised the renewal issue, we said we want 25 M. CLAPINSKI
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Page 29 Page 31
1 Yes, sir. 1 Board wants for that renewal considered for an
2 MR ADLEY: 2 additional five years, do we want it at the beginning or
3 It's a five-year program right? 3 dowewant it at the end of the contract?
4 M. CLAPINSKI 4 MR WNDHAM
5 Yes, sir, five years with an opportunity | 5 M thought --
6 to-- 6 MR BURTON
7 MR ADLEY: 7 [f we have it.
8 The effective date is 5/15? 8 MR WNDHAM
9 MB. CLAPINSK : 9 -- is the one year is taken off the back
10 The effective date is 5/15/2008 with an |10 end, so it would be from'13 until '17, so it would be
11 expiration of 5/14/2013. 11 effectively --
12 MR ADLEY: 12 MR BURTON
13 So it expiredin'13? 13 Just reducing the last year of the
14 M. CLAPINSKI : 14 contract.
15 That's correct. 15 MR WNDHAM
16 MR ADLEY: 16 | would say take it off of the last.
17 And they didn't renewit then? 17 MR ADLEY:
18 MB. CLAPINSK : 18 | nean, | think that's what ends up
19 Vel |, they didn't enter into the 19 happening when we do the ITEP. It ends up being a
20 original contract, the first five-year contract that 20 reduction over the period of tine they're going to get.
21 started in 5/15/2008, until 2015, after that original 21 Watever the Qourt says, y'all end up doing. A the end
22 five-year termhad expired. 22 of the day, we want it be reduced by at |east one year.
23 MR MLLER 23 That's what we've done with everybody el se. The benefit
24 "08 is whenit got started. 24 of Quality Jobs and everything else we do is for the
25 MB. CLAPINSK : 25 conpany. The conpany's got an obligation to get that
Page 30 Page 32
1 ‘08 is, yeah. And so at that point in 1 informationin. Period.
2 time, when they filed formally, | believe what happened 2 M MLLER
3 isthey filed even for a sixth year and we're having to 3 How nany jobs are we tal king about ?
4 say, "Look, we can only process five because thereis no | 4 MR HENSON
5 reneval contract in place," and at that point in tine, 5 Bl ake spent nore than $70-nillion and
6 they filed for renewal. 6 created nore than 175 newjobs. | nean, it's been a
7 MR MLLER 7 substantial --
8 | make a notion that we do the renewal 8 MR MLLER
9 wth the one-year penalty that we've done sinilar tothe | 9 That's what the consensus is now?
10 |ITER. 10 MR BURTON
11 MR WNDHAM 11 The last filing that came into our
12 There's a notion on the floor to renew 12 departnent was for 2012, and we have 108 new direct
13 with a one-year penalty. 13 jobs. Coviously we have a different opinion of forner
14 MR SLOE 14 Pride enpl oyees, but we reduced those out, soif we
15 ["1l second. 15  exclude those, we have 108 new direct jobs. The |ast
16 MR WNDHAM 16 year, the actual gross payroll was about 10.3-mllion,
17 Seconded by M. S one. 17 and they received a $601,411 credit in 2012.
18 I's there any other discussion related to |18 MR MLLER
19 this? 19 How nany peopl e are working right now?
20 MR BURTON 20 MR HAYDEL:
21 | do have one question on that. 21 Qurrently 64.
22 M WNHAM 22 M MLLER
23 Yes. 23 Sixty-four.
24 MR BURTON 24 MR HENSON
25 If we can, let me knowif you or the 25 Sixty-four with the downturn.
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Page 33 Page 35
1 MR MLLER 1 Made by the Myor; seconded by Mjor
2 Total. Thank you. 2 (ol eman.
3 MR WNDHAM 3 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
4 V¢ do appreciate those jobs, don't get 4 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
5 us wong. V¢ just want to nake sure that the programis | 5 MR WNDHAM
6 admnistered fairly for all of the applicants as well as | 6 Al opposed with a "nay."
7 the state. 7 (No response.)
8 Are there any other questions, Board 8 MR WNDHAM
9 nenbers, related to this application? 9 Motion carries.
10 (No response.) 10 Thank you M. Burton.
11 MR WNDHAM 11 M. Lanbert, Restoration Tax Abatement
12 Al right. There's a notion and a 12 Program pl ease.
13 second. 13 VS, LAVBERT:
14 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 14 Good norning.  Restoration Tax Abatenent
15 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 15 Programhas six new applications. The first oneis
16 MR WNDHAM 16 20140791, 4141 Bienville, LLCin Oleans Parish;
17 Al opposed with a "nay." 17 20150238, 225 Chartres Omner, LLCin Qleans; 20161820,
18 (No response.) 18 Austin and Andrea Quntz, East Baton Rouge Parish;
19 MR WNDHAM 19 20141431, John B. Smal | page and Rebecca G Smallpage in
20 ["msorry. Any other comments fromthe |20 Qleans; 20151378, Lydia Qutrer in Qleans; and
21 public? 21 20150416, Seven B. Jones in (Ol eans.
22 (No response.) 22 Thi s concl udes the six applications for
23 MR WNDHAM 23 RIA
24 Motion carries. 24 MR WNDHAM
25 Thank you, M. Henson and M. Haydel . 25 Any comments fromthe public concerning
Page 34 Page 36
1 Thank you, M. Burton. 1 the Restoration Tax Abatement Programapplications?
2 MR BURTON 2 MR ADLEY:
3 Next for Quality Jobs is going to be the | 3 Yes.
4  Quality Jobs specials. V¢ have a request for change in 4 MR WNDHAM
5 name only for the followng contract: 20141102, 5 M. Adley.
6 Sparkhound, Inc. to Sparkhound, LLC That's in East 6 MR ADLEY:
7 Baton Rouge Parish. 7 Just a statement. As | understand it,
8 And then | have a request to cancel the 8 because they fall inthis category, regardl ess of the
9 following contract: Contract Nunber 20141066, 9 age, they get benefit of it. 1'msure everybody el se
10 Metalplate Galvanizing, LP. The conpany requested to 10 sawwhat | sawwhen you read through it, the dates on
11 cancel the contract because they will not neet all 11 those range from1890 to 1908, 1914, 1930 and then 1954.
12 programrequirenents. No benefits have been recei ved. 12 V5. LAVBERT:
13 That is in Jefferson Parish. 13 That's absol utely correct. The ages
14 Thi s concludes the specials for Quality |14 are, on sone of them there are two qualifiers for being
15 Jobs. 15 inahistoric district. e is that you are listed on
16 MR WNDHAM 16 the National Register of Hstoric Properties, and the
17 Any comments fromthe public concerning |17 other is that you are -- so you can be anywhere. You
18  these special considerations for the Quality Jobs 18 can be out on farmand in one house --
19 Progran? 19 MR ADLEY:
20 (No response.) 20 2015 coul d be a historic structure if
21 MR WNDHAM 21 you are vere in a historic district; is that what you're
22 Any questions fromthe Board? 22 telling ne?
23 (No response.) 23 MB.  LAVBERT:
24 MR WNDHAM 24 Yes, correct. You can be any age and
25 ["Il entertain a notion. 25 you can be inany qualified historic district --
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Page 37 Page 39
1 So you're saying M. Barhamand | are 1 Just two quick questions. The first
2 historic structures? 2 one-- | went through this list and | saw | think it
3 MB.  LAMVBERT: 3 was, three hotels that received Enterprise Zone. Aml
4 Yes, sir, that's right. 4 reading that correct?
5 MR ADLEY: 5 M5 METOYER
6 It's just terrible. | don't know howwe | 6 Yes, sir. These advances were filed
7 mssed that inthe legislature. |'msorry. | got it. 7 prior to thembeing excluded. The hotels were excl uded
8 Because it's inahistoric district, even though it's 8 either inJuly of "15 or the first session in '16.
9 1954, we have no choi ce. 9 MR ADLEY:
10 MB.  LAMVBERT: 10 Under today's rules, they woul dn't
11 Qorrect. 11 qualify?
12 MR WNDHAM 12 M5 METOYER
13 Motion by M. WIlians; seconded by M. 13 They cannot apply. They can apply, but
14 AKkins. 14 they don't qualify.
15 Any comments fromthe Board? 15 MR ADLEY:
16 (No response.) 16 kay. | knowthere was a problem |
17 MR WNDHAM 17 just couldn't remenber what it was. They got in before
18 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 18 the deadline; is that what you're telling me?
19 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 19 M. METOYER
20 MR WNDHAM 20 |"d have to look at the paper to nake
21 Al opposed with a "nay." 21 sure.
22 (No response.) 22 MR ADLEY:
23 MR WNDHAM 23 By any chance, do you know, of the four
24 Motion carries. 24  manufacturing facilities that are identified there, if
25 Thank you, Ms. Lanbert. 25 they also get ITEP and/or inventory tax credits? Do you
Page 38 Page 40
1 Ms. Metoyer, Enterprise Zone Program 1 y'al keep track of that at all? You would be able to
2 please. 2 go back and see if they got | TEP, woul d you not?
3 M5 METOYER 3 M5 METOYER
4 | have 14 new applications: 20141613, 4 Yes, sir.
5 Apple Qore Foods, LLC doing business as L&A Quality 5 MR ADLEY:
6 Foods, LLG EBR Parish; 20160266, Beaed of Louisiana, 6 ["I1 just ask you at some point after
7 . Charles Parish; 20150002, C&C Marine and Repair, 7 this meeting is over with y'all go back and see whet her
8 LLC P aquenmnes Parish; 20130117, Cajun Industrial 8 the four manufacturing facilities, in addition to the
9 Design & Gonstruction, LLC East Baton Rouge Parish; 9 Enterprise, are they also getting | TEP and/or inventory
10 20150270, Community Care Center of Ville Patte, LLG 10 credit?
11  Bvangel i ne Parish; 20151593, Delta Medical @ oup, 11 MB. METOYER
12 Terrebonne Parish; 20140456, Enlink Mdstream Qperating, |12 Wi ch four are you referring to?
13 LP, Acadia Parish; 20120868, Exxon Mobil Corp P astics, 13 MR ADLEY:
14  East Baton Rouge Parish; 20151082, Five Star Industrial, |14 I'mlooking at C&C Marine.
15 LLC East Baton Rouge Parish; 20141154, Lake Area Hotel 15 MB. METOYER
16 Investnents, LLC Calcasieu Parish; 20150174, N&S 16 Ch, okay.
17 ‘Hospitality, LLC Rapides Parish; 20141291, Performance |17 MR ADLEY:
18 Qontractors, Incorporated, \¥st Baton Rouge Parish; 18 Enlink, Exxon and Perfornance
19 20140994, Shiv Shakti Lodging, LLC Calcasieu Parish; 19 Qontractors. Qearly they look |ike manufacturers based
20 and 20131070, UniFirst Holding, Incorporated, East Baton |20 on their description of what you said, so |'mjust
21 Rouge Parish. 21 trying to find out if, in fact, they get the Enterprise
22 MR WNDHAM 22 inadditionto ITEP or inventory credit. 1'djust Iike
23 Thank you, M. Metoyer. 23 to know that of these conpanies.
24 M. Adley, questions? 24 MR WNDHAM
25 MR ADLEY: 25 Making a note that there's no preclusion
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Page 41 Page 43
1 of that. 1 sorry. 20120867, Exxon Mbil Corp, East Baton Rouge
2 MR ADLEY: 2 Parish. The requested termdate is 2/28/2015. The
3 Yeah. | don't think you can prohibit 3 programrequirenments have been net, no additional jobs
4 it. | just want to knowif they are gettingit. 4 are anticipated. 20121158, Enlink M dstream Qperating,
5 M. METOYER 5 LP, East Baton Rouge Parish. The requested termdate is
6 Yes, sir. 6 April 16th, 2015. Programrequirenents have been net,
7 MR WNDHAM 7 no additional jobs are anticipated. 20120115, Axiall,
8 Any comments fromthe public concerning 8 LLC East Baton Rouge Parish. The requested termdate
9 the Enterprise Zone application in front of this Board? 9 is 12/2/2013. The programrequirenents have been net,
10 (No response.) 10 no additional jobs are anticipated. 20140177, Lisa D
11 MR WNDHAM 11 Traina CPA LLC East Baton Rouge Parish. Requested
12 Any questions or comments fromthe Board |12 termdate 12/1/2016. The programrequirenents have been
13 nenbers additional ? 13 net, no additional jobs are anticipated. 20140184, B&G
14 (No response.) 14 Food Enterprises, LLC Lafayette Parish. Requested term
15 MR WNDHAM 15 date August 9th, 2016. Programrequirenents have been
16 I's there a notion? 16 net, no additional jobs are anticipated. 20111025,
17 Made by M. Fabra; seconded by 17 Enlink Mdstream Qperating, LP, Acadia Parish.
18 M. Fajardo. 18 Requested termdate 3/25/2014. Programrequirenments
19 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 19  have been net, no additional jobs are anticipated.
20 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 20 20120222, Tubreaux Aviation Mintenance, LLC Caddo
21 MR WNDHAM 21  Parish. Requested termdate 2/26/2015. The program
22 Al opposed with a "nay." 22 requirenents have been net, no additional jobs are
23 (No response.) 23 anticipated. 20120281, Tubreaux Aviation Services, LLC
24 MR WNDHAM 24 Caddo Parish. Requested termdate 3/7/2015. The
25 Motion carries. 25  programrequi rements have been net, no additional jobs
Page 42 Page 44
1 M. Metoyer. 1 are anticipated. Enlink Mdstream Qperating, 20120853,
2 MB. METOYER 2 Ascension Parish. Requested termdate Novenber 14,
3 | have one request to change ownership. 3 2014. Programrequirenents have been met, no additional
4 It's Contract 20110248, current contract only. It is 4 jobs are anticipated. 20111255, Central Louisiana
5 RIQ Managenent, LLC The new nane request is Janjonar 5 Surgical Hospital, LLG Rapides Parish. Requested term
6 1314, LLC This is Jefferson Parish. And based on the 6 date 12/31/2015. Programrequirements have been net, no
7 consultant is that Janonar, LLC purchased the 7 additional jobs are anticipated. 20121197, Cheniere LNG
8 restaurant that was owned by RIQ Minagenent. 8 (BMServices, LLC Beauregard Parish. Requested term
9 MR WNDHAM 9 date 12/31/2015. Programrequirements have been net, no

10 Any comments fromthe public concerning |10 additional jobs are anticipated.

11 this nane change? 1 MR WNDHAM

12 (No response.) 12 Thank you, M. Metoyer.

13 MR WNDHAM 13 Are there any comments fromthe public
14 There's a notion by M. Fajardo; 14 concerning Enterprise Zone contract termnations?

15  seconded by Dr. Wl son. 15 (No response.)

16 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 16 MR WNDHAM

17 (Several menbers respond with “aye.) 17 Any questions fromthe Board nenbers on
18 MR WNDHAM 18  those?

19 Al opposed with a "nay." 19 (No response.)

20 (No response.) 20 MR WNDHAM

21 MR WNDHAM 21 I's there a notion?

22 Motion carries. 22 Made by Robert Adley (sic); seconded by
23 M. Metoyer. 23 M. Sone

24 M5 METOYER 24 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
25 The termnations are: 201208 -- |'m 25 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
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Page 45 Page 47
1 MR WNDHAM 1 Al right. Industrial Tax Exenption
2 ["msorry. That was not Robert Adley. 2 Program M. Cheng. | believe we're going to do these
3 That is Robert Barham 3 individually for the newones. There are a few
4 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 4 questions for them a nunber of questions.
5 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 5 MB. GHENG
6 MR WNDHAM 6 Qod norning.  These are the Industrial
7 Al opposed with a "nay." 7 Tax Exenptions new applications, and there are 25 of
8 (No response.) 8 them
9 MR WNDHAM 9 MR ADLEY:
10 Motion carries. 10 Can you get a little closer tothe
11 Sorry about that, M. Barham 11 mcrophone, which will help ne and M. Barhan?
12 MR ADLEY: 12 M. GHENG
13 ["msure he's never going to forgive you |13 These have advanced notifications that
14 for that one. 14 were filed prior to the Executive Qrder on 6/24 of 2016.
15 MR WNDHAM 15 20151311, Boise Packaging & Newsprint,
16 Ms. Metoyer, contract cancelations. 16 LLC Beauregard Parish; 20130018, Bollinger Fourchon,
17 M5 METOYER 17 Lafourche Parish --
18 | have three cancel ations: 20100884, 18 MR WNDHAM
19 Pre, Incorporated, doing business as Chateau De Bayou, 19 M. Cheng, | think we may have questions
20 Lafourche Parish. The conpany did not neet the EZ 20 onthem so we just want to do themone at a tine.
21 programhiring requirenents and has been notified of 21 Are there any questions on Boise
22 this cancelation. 20110870, Entergy, LA LLC- Nnemle |22 Packaging & Newsprint in Beauregard?
23 Point. The conpany did not neet the EZ program 23 MR ADLEY:
24 requirenents and they had requested cancelation. And 24 Dscovery is the first one | have.
25 20121301, Suller, Incorporated, Lafayette Parish. The |25 MR WNDHAM
Page 46 Page 48
1 conpany did not neet the hiring requirenents and they 1 I's there a notion to approve Boise --
2 requested cancel ation. 2 MR ADLEY:
3 MR WNDHAM 3 So noved.
4 Are there any representatives fromPre, 4 MR WNDHAM
5 Inc., Chateau De Bayou? 5 Moved by M. Adley; seconded by M.
6 (No response.) 6 AKkins.
7 MR WNDHAM 7 Al in favor -- any comments fromthe
8 Any conment fromthe public concerning 8 public?
9 these cancel ations? 9 (No response.)
10 (No response.) 10 MR WNDHAM
11 MR WNDHAM 11 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
12 Questions or conments fromthe Board 12 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
13 concerning the cancel ations? 13 MR WNDHAM
14 (No response.) 14 Motion carries.
15 MR WNDHAM 15 M ease proceed.
16 I's there a notion? 16 B GHENG
17 Motion nade by M. Mller; seconded by 17 20130018, Bol Iinger Fourchon in
18 M. Fagjardo. 18  Lafourche Parish.
19 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 19 MR WNDHAM
20 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 20 Any questions concerning the Bol | inger
21 MR WNDHAM 21 Fourchon application?
22 Al opposed with a "nay." 22 (No response.)
23 (No response.) 23 MR WNDHAM
24 MR WNDHAM 24 I's there a notion to approve Bollinger
25 Thank you, Ms. Metoyer. 25  Fourchon?
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Page 49 Page 51
1 Made by Robert Barham seconded by 1 apologize. |'mnot famliar with the lot.
2 M. Mller. 2 MR ADLEY:
3 Al infavor indicate with an "aye." 3 ["'mtrying to find out, to get to the
4 (Several menber respond "aye.") 4 point, you're not moving any natural gas that ends up
5 MR WNDHAM 5 getting re-marketed somewhere by WIlians or anybody
6 Al opposed with a "nay." 6 else areyou? | nean, it all pertains to the
7 (No response.) 7 manufacturing in some way? That's what | need to know
8 MR WNDHAM 8 If you built alineto go remarket gas, that's not
9 Proceed. 9 nmanufacturing. That's sonething outside of what your
10 MB. GHENG 10 facility does. | just need to make sure we're not
11 20160038, Discovery Producer Services in |11 creating an exenption here for sonething that's outside
12 Lafourche Parish. 12 the manufacturing that the facility does.
13 MR ADLEY: 13 MR PER LLOUX
14 This is discovery. 14 Sure, and | understand. | apologize. |
15 MR WNDHAM 15 amnot the project nanager of the project, but the way
16 I's there a question? 16 it was explained to ne, it's to bypass the facility --
17 MR ADLEY: 17 MR ADLEY:
18 I's there someone here from-- 18 Bypass the facility. Were does that
19 M WNHAM 19 gas go?
20 I's there a representative fromDiscovery |20 MR PER LLAUX
21 here? 21 | think it goes into a third-party Iine,
22 P ease step forward, state your nane and |22 sir.
23 who you represent. 23 MR ADLEY:
24 MR PER LLAUX 24 And fromthe third-party line, somebody
25 Yes, sir. M nane is Brian Perilloux 25 sellsit?
Page 50 Page 52
1 wth WIlians Conpanies, the parent conpany of Discovery | 1 MR PER LLOUX
2 Producer Services, LLC Thank you. 2 Yes, sir. \¢ nerely transport it.
3 MR WNDHAM 3 MR ADLEY:
4 M. Adley. 4 M problemis you can't be getting
5 MR ADLEY: 5 property tax exenption to build a pipeline to go narket
6 M question is, albeit it was done prior 6 natural gas, and | just need to know-- | mean, |ook,
7 to the executive order, | amtrying to determne that 7 I'm--if it"s used inthe plant, | don't have a
8 thisis actually part of a manufacturing process, what 8 problem but if we're granting an exenption or property
9 you've done here. |'mnot follow ng you. You said, 9 tax to someone for building a pipeline to market natural
10 "This project consists of two prinmary objectives. The 10 gas, not part of the manufacturing, but go around the
11 first objective is toinstall pipe segment to bypass 11 plant and into a third-party to be marketed, that is not
12 offshore gas around the Larose Gas Processing P ant. 12 manuf act uri ng.
13 This project allows offshore gas to bypass LGPP 13 MR PER LLOUX
14 downstream" |'mconfused. Are you noving natural gas | 14 V¢ stand with whatever the decisionis,
15 around the manufacturing facility or into the facility? |15 sir, but that is the process, to bypass the plant. It
16 That's what | couldn't figure out. 16 originally went intothe plant --
17 MR PER LLOUX 17 MR ADLEY:
18 Yes, sir. It's to bypass the plant. So |18 Can you hel p hin?
19 they install the bypass at the LNG processing plant to 19 MR PER LLOUX
20 bypass the plant because they don't want to process that | 20 -- but the goal was to bypass the plant,
21 particular gas. 21 but it was built into the plant in order to bypass it.
22 MR ADLEY: 22 M WNHAM
23 And where does that gas go? 23 M. Adiey, | think we are going to need
24 MR PER LLAQUX: 24 to defer this one to get a better explanation of what
25 It goes up into another line, and I 25 happens. | mean, | don't see an alternative on this.
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1 FRather than -- 1 isnot howit works. They are going to have pipeline
2 MB. GHENG 2 plans for themto look at and you will be able to
3 V¢ can go do an inspection if you woul d 3 determne if this pipeis for nmarketing gas or it's used
4 like. 4 inthe mnufacturing facility. That's what | nean by
5 MR ADLEY: 5 inspection.
6 Do what ? 6 MR WNDHAM
7 MB. GHENG 7 Ckay. So you mean nore of an
8 V¢ can go do an inspection if y'all 8 investigation?
9 would like. 9 MR ADLEY:
10 MR ADLEY: 10 | don't mean a tractor and dig up pipe.
11 It would be helpful. | just need to 11 | don't nmean that.
12 make sure you're not sitting out there getting an 12 MR WNDHAM
13 exenption for a pipeline that's actually -- albeit, sone |13 They do performinspections, physical on
14 of the gas may go into facility, but if you're getting 14 site inspections to verify --
15 an exenption for the entire cost and some of it's 15 MR ADLEY:
16 getting marketed off, | think that's a problem And, 16 | think if you go to heir office,
17 yes, | would nove that we direct LEDto do get an 17 they're clearly going to have everything connection to
18 inspection before we make a final decision on this. 18 that facility and they're going to have plats and naps
19 MR WNDHAM 19 for you to look at.
20 Before they go and spend tine to go do 20 MR WNDHAM
21 aninspection, can we get a letter fromthe conpany 21 Al right. Sowe'll take that as a
22 telling us what it's for? Because | hate to spend 22 notion to defer this one until LEDinvestigates the
23 manpover, tine and effort to go do something -- 23 mnufacturing -- the actual manufacturing at this
24 MR ADLEY: 24 facility of that equi pnent.
25 | think it's really inportant to have 25 I's there a second to that deferral ?
Page 54 Page 56
1 LEDtogodothat. | think it would be very helpful for | 1 Seconded by Dr. WIson.
2 that to get done. 2 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
3 MR WNDHAM 3 (Several menbers respond with "aye.")
4 I's this pipeline above the ground or 4 MR WNDHAM
5 bel ow the ground? 5 Al opposed with a "nay."
6 MR PER LLOUX 6 (No response.)
7 Sr, | believe it's above ground. 7 MR WNDHAM
8 MR WNDHAM 8 Motion carries.
9 Above ground. 9 MR CCLEMAN
10 MR PER LLAQUX: 10 | have a question.
11 | woul d need to doubl e check with the 11 MR WNDHAM
12 project manager, but | think it is above ground. | 12 Ch, I'msorry. Myjor Col enan.
13 apol ogi ze. 13 MR COLEMAN
14 MR WNDHAM 14 ['malittie bit confused. So each one
15 That's all right. The only reason I'm 15 of these applications, so we have not determned if it's
16 saying that, M. Adley, is sone of the inspections |'ve |16 a manufacturing job or not before it gets to us?
17 done, you go out there and the pipe is underground. You |17 Ms. GHENG
18 can see it go down, and you don't know where it goes. 18 They have a manufacturing NAI CS Code.
19 MR ADLEY: 19 MR ADLEY:
20 Vel 1, an inspection could clearly be a 20 I will tell you where I'mcomng from
21 visit by themto the horme office or front office and 21 These came in prior to the executive order, so under the
22 they can lay out for themthe pipeline map and thisis 22 oldrules. The old rules required that be
23 howit works and you come away with an understanding. 23 manufacturing, but under a different definition than we
24 You don't have to go out there with a shovel and digup |24 had. Inany case, it's required to be manufacturing.
25 pipetogo figure out where it goes, M. Chairman. This |25 Any nenber of this board who determnes that sonething
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Page 57 Page 59
1 that they see before themis not manufacturing, you 1 20111182A, DONChenmi cal Conpany in
2 clearly have a right to distinguish between the two, and | 2 [Iberville Parish.
3 that's what |'mtrying to do here. | need to know that 3 MR WNDHAM
4 thisis part of whatever LED said the manuf acturing 4 Any comments fromthe Board concerning
5 process is. 5 the DONChem cal application?
6 MR WNDHAM 6 (No response.)
7 And | will point out, in some cases, 7 MR WNDHAM
8 there may be things where an entity will extract 8 Any questions fromthe Board nenbers?
9 resources fromthe ground, so the extraction equi pment 9 I's there a motion for approval ?
10 is not part of the manufacturing process; but then once | 10 Made by M. done; seconded by
11 it gets above the ground on their site, then they start 11 M. Fajardo.
12 manufacturing it into another product or doing something | 12 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
13 toit tochange its form et cetera et cetera, and that |13 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
14 becomes what's eligible for manufacturing. So the 14 MR WNDHAM
15 overall entity may have an SIC or a NACS Code that is 15 Al opposed with a "nay."
16 manufacturing, but certain activity that go on may not 16 (No response.)
17 be manufacturing, and that's how they know because it 17 MR WNDHAM
18 has NAICS Qode that indicates that they' re manufacturing | 18 Motion carries.
19 sonething. Does that hel p? 19 MB. GHENG
20 M. Sone. 20 20150280, Eagle US 2, LLCin Cal casieu
21 MR SLONE 21 Parish.
22 ["'msorry. Soif it bypasses the 22 MR WNDHAM
23 process that you use, but is used to power the plant, 23 M. Adley, | believe you have a question
24 then woul d be manuf act uring? 24 for this one.
25 MR WNDHAM 25 MR ADLEY:
Page 58 Page 60
1 In ny eyes, that would be considered 1 Question for the staff. Understandi ng
2 part of the manufacturing process. 2 it's under the initial rules, when | look at these two
3 MR SLOE 3 applications, they have this one and | guess there is
4 | didn't knowif that would hel p. 4 another. This one, they just said 2015 upgrades. The
5 MR CCLEMAN 5 second one, they clearly mentioned an expansion. Hw do
6 | was just trying to figure out whose 6 you know or do you know as a staff person that these
7 jobit isto deternmine the eligibility of if they even 7 were maintenance or not naintenance itens? Is there any
8 get to the application stage. 8 way for you to know that?
9 MR WNDHAM 9 B GHENG
10 | believe that's the staff's 10 No.
11 responsibility to determne it's manufacturing when they |11 MR ADLEY:
12 receive the application. 12 Under the old rules, they're clearly
13 Any other questions before the deferral 13 alloved regardless of what they put.
14 vote is taken? 14 Ve GHENG
15 (No response.) 15 Yes, sir.
16 M WNHAM 16 MR ADLEY:
17 Al in favor of deferring? 17 Under the new rules, when they see
18 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 18 sonething, they just sinply --
19 MR WNDHAM 19 M5 CHENG
20 Al opposed say, "nay." 20 Ve will have ask for an explanation of
21 (No response.) 21 what the --
22 M WNHAM 22 MR ADLEY:
23 Motion carries. This one is deferred 23 Then this may no | onger be allowed --
24 for investigation. 24 M. GENG
25 M. GENG 25 Qorrect.
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Page 61 Page 63

1 MR ADLEY: 1 Yes.

2 -- if you find out it's for maintenance 2 MR ADLEY:

3 purposes. 3 Wi ch one.

4 M. GHENG 4 M. GHENG
5 Yes, sir. 5 Exxon Mobi .

6 MR ADLEY: 6 MR WNDHAM

7 Al right. That's what | needed to 7 Exxon Mobil .

8 know Thank you. 8 MB. GHENG

9 MR WNDHAM 9 CQonpany has requested that the
10 Any other questions for the first Eagle |10 application be deferred.

11 US 2 application? 11 MR WNDHAM

12 (No response.) 12 Al right.

13 MR WNDHAM 13 M. GHENG

14 Any comments fromthe public? 14 20150997 FMI Shipyard & Repair, LLCin

15 (No response.) 15  Jefferson Parish.

16 MR WNDHAM 16 MR ADLEY:

17 Motion to approve made by Myjor ol eman; | 17 And the question on this one is they

18  seconded by M. Atkins. 18 state that they constructed new of fice buildings, aml

19 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 19 to understand that under the old rules, that was

20 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 20 allowed?

21 MR WNDHAM 21 M. GHENG

22 Al opposed with a "nay." 22 Qorrect.

23 (No response.) 23 MR ADLEY:

24 MR WNDHAM 24 And that is not allowed under the new

25 Motion carries. 25 rules; is that correct? |'mtrying to get sone of these
Page 62 Page 64

1 MB. GHENG 1 things aired out before we start walking into these

2 20150880A Eagle US 2 in Calcasieu 2 nmeetings and peopl e believe that the way they used to do

3 Parish. 3 it's going to work.

4 MR WNDHAM 4 Under the newrule, that would not be

5 Any comments fromthe public concerning 5 alloved, the office building.

6 this second application by Eagle US 2? 6 Ms. GHENG

7 (No response.) 7 Qorrect.

8 MR WNDHAM 8 MR ADLEY:

9 There is a motion on floor to approve 9 But under the old rule, y'all did allow
10 nade by R cky. 10 themand you all oned themfor other conpanies; is that a
11 I's there a second? 11 fair statement?

12 By M. WIlians. 12 M5 CHENG

13 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 13 Yes.

14 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 14 MR ADLEY:

15 MR WNDHAM 15 Ckay. Thank you.

16 Al opposed with a "nay." 16 MR WNDHAM

17 (No response.) 17 Any comments fromthe public concerning
18 MR WNDHAM 18  FMI Shipyard & Repair?

19 Motion carries. 19 (No response.)

20 M5 CHENG 20 MR WNDHAM

21 Exxon Mobi| Corporation has requested 21 Mtion nade by M. Sone; seconded by
22 that we defer 20152017. 22 Secretary Pierson.

23 MR WNDHAM 23 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
24 You said defer? 24 (Several menbers respond "aye.")

25 M5 CHENG 25 MR WNDHAM
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Page 65 Page 67

1 Al opposed with a "nay." 1 MR ADLEY:

2 (No response.) 2 Under the old rules, they also allow --
3 MB. GHENG 3 go ahead and identify yourself. |'msorry.

4 20141329, GE Q Heat Exchangers, LLCin | 4 M. RAYMO\D:

5 Iberville Parish. 5 Deanne Raynmond.  |'mthe Director of Tax

6 MR WNDHAM 6 for Laitram and Intral ox is one of our group of

7 Any comments fromthe public concerning 7 conpani es.

8 GEQ Heat Exchangers? 8 MR ADLEY:

9 (No response.) 9 Deanne, | don't think the applicationis
10 MR WNDHAM 10 at risk. | just want you to understand that, but under
11 I's there a motion on the floor to 11 the old rules, they allowfor software and hardware if
12 approve this one? 12 it was in an office as part of a process to be incl uded.
13 Made by Dr. WIson; seconded by M. 13 Uhder the newrules, this has to be part of the process,
14 AKkins. 14 sonething that's used into the manufacturing itself. M
15 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 15 question to youis, the software and hardwere that you
16 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 16  have purchased here, what is that for?

17 MR WNDHAM 17 V5. RAYMOND:

18 Al opposed with a "nay." 18 It's probably going to be difficult for

19 (No response.) 19 netolook at this and say exactly what that's for. |

20 MR WNDHAM 20 would probably have to go back to our IT people. |

21 Motion carries. 21 nean, sone of that is certainly used in the

22 MB. GHENG 22 manufacturing because we have -- everything's robotic

23 20160175, Hood Contai ner of Loui siana, 23 and conputeri zed.

24 LLCin Vst Feliciana Parish. 24 MR ADLEY:

25 MR WNDHAM 25 If you go to a Tinber mll, for instance
Page 66 Page 68

1 Any comments fromthe public concerning 1 they're going to sit there on the conputer out on a line

2 Hood Container of Louisiana? 2 and they're going to push a button to cut those |ogs a

3 (No response.) 3 certain way and they have a conputer that's using

4 MR WNDHAM 4 Wndows 10 inside of the office, that would not be

5 I's there a motion to approve? 5 alloved. It wll beallowedintheoldrules, but wll

6 Made by M. MIler; seconded by 6 not be allowed under the new rules.

7 M. WIlians. 7 M5, RAYMO\D

8 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 8 Ckay. | understand what you're saying.

9 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 9 MR ADLEY:

10 MR WNDHAM 10 You don't really know what --

11 Al opposed with a "nay." 11 M. RAYMOND:

12 (No response.) 12 Specifically what this oneis, | would
13 MR WNDHAM 13 have to go back and see, but certainly we use conputers
14 Motion carries. 14 in the whol e manufacturing process, which all of the
15 MB. GHENG 15 injection and nol ding nachines and the robotic equi pnent
16 20141572, Intralox, LLCin Jefferson 16 that goes along with that.

17 Parish. 17 MR ADLEY:

18 MR WNDHAM 18 And all of that certainly is approved
19 M. Adley, | believe you have a question |19 with the newrules and the ol d rules.

20 for Intral ox. 20 MB. RAYMOND.

21 MR ADLEY: 21 Uh-huh.  Wat specifically --

22 Vé do. 22 M. ADLEY:

23 MR WNDHAM 23 | only raise this, na'am so the

24 I's there a representative fromintralox? |24 comittee can be, again, prepared when we get to this
25 M ease step forward. 25 point under the newrules, if you walk in here with
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Page 69 Page 71
1 software and hardware, you're going to have to know the 1 MR WNDHAM
2 difference because if it's sitting over there at an 2 | will assume the sane?
3 office somewhere, it clearly does not neet the new 3 Motion nade by Dr. WIlson and seconded
4 definition of manufacturing. 4 by Mayor Brasseaux.
5 M. RAYMO\D: 5 Questions fromthe public, coments?
6 kay. 6 (No response.)
7 MR ADLEY: 7 MR WNDHAM
8 That's it. Thank you, na'am 8 Any questions fromthe Board nenbers?
9 M. RAYMO\D: 9 (No response.)
10 Thank you. 10 MR WNDHAM
11 MR WNDHAM 11 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
12 Al right. Any conments fromthe public | 12 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
13 concerning the Intralox application? 13 MR WNDHAM
14 (No response.) 14 Al opposed with a "nay."
15 MR WNDHAM 15 (No response.)
16 I's there a motion on the floor? 16 MR WNDHAM
17 Made by M. done; seconded by 17 Motion carries.
18 M. Mller. 18 M. GHENG
19 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 19 Marat hon Pet rol eum Conpany has request ed
20 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 20 they we defer 20131404.
21 MR WNDHAM 21 MR ADLEY:
22 Al opposed with a "nay." 22 The only question, just if you -- |
23 (No response.) 23 think you can answer it without getting themup here.
24 MR WNDHAM 24 \Men you see the word "revanp" in an application and
25 Motion carries. 25 there's no further description in what they do, what
Page 70 Page 72
1 B GHENG 1 does that mean?
2 20140198A, Lubrication Technol ogi es, 2 Ms. GHENG
3 Inc. in Caddo Parish. 3 Wi ch application woul d this be?
4 M WNHAM 4 MR ADLEY:
5 Al right. Any conments fromthe public | 5 O the Marathon.  Says that FOC revanp.
6 concerning Lubrication Technol ogi es? 6 Does that mean they're maintaining it? Does that mean
7 (No response.) 7 they're rebuilding it? Wat does that nean?
8 MR WNDHAM 8 B GHENG
9 I's there a motion on the floor? 9 ["mnot sure, but | can ask them
10 Motion nade by Dr. WIson; seconded by 10 MR ADLEY:
11 Mayor Brasseaux. 11 That's all right. Look, it's going to
12 Al in favor -- oh, any coments from 12 be approved because it's under the old rules. |'mgoing
13 the Board, questions? 13 to suggest to you that when we start noving the others
14 (No response.) 14 through under the newrules, words like that, they're
15 MR WNDHAM 15 not going to mean anything unl ess you have a
16 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 16 description. Alot of these just don't have the
17 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 17 description.
18 MR WNDHAM 18 That's it, M. Chairman. Thank you.
19 Al opposed with a "nay." 19 MR WNDHAM
20 (No response.) 20 Thank you, M. Adley.
21 M WNHAM 21 Ve GHENG
22 Motion carries. 22 20141452, Sasol Chenicals USAin
23 B GHENG 23 Calcasieu Parish.
24 20140198B, Lubrication Technol ogi es, 24 M WNHAM
25 Inc. in Caddo Parish. 25 | believe M. Adley has a question for
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Page 73 Page 75
1 Sasol. 1 An exanpl e, one of the products that we
2 Is athere a representative for Sasol ? 2 nake, you know if you renmenber, when photo paper for
3 MR ADLEY: 3 conputers, |aser paper, was so expensive because it had
4 I's this the second Marathon? 4 silver init. V& were able to work with those
5 MB. GHENG 5 mnufacturers of photo paper to nodify the properties of
6 Marat hon only has one. 6 our alumna to be able to replace the silver in photo
7 MR WNDHAM 7 paper. So you vent fromsonething that you make jewelry
8 Sasol, please step forward and identify 8 out of to sonething that's the functional equivalent of
9 yourself. 9 dirt. You know that's how the process --
10 MR HAYES: 10 MR ADLEY:
11 M chael Hayes, Mnager of Governnment 11 | got that and it will certainly be
12 Relations for Sasol. 12 approved today, but the truth of the matter is, you can
13 MR ADLEY: 13 be doing your R&D in London.
14 Thank you. Let ne just ask the staff, 14 MR HAYES:
15 inthe past, under the ol d rules, you allowed R&D, 15 Not this R&D This ReD --
16 research and devel opnent, to be part of the 16 MR ADLEY:
17  manufacturing process; is that right or wong? 17 | think the way the | aw works now
18 MB. GHENG 18 anything associated with R&D can be there. Here's the
19 | believe everything was included and 19 best exanple | can give you: Wen you nove natural gas
20 allowed at the manufacturing site. 20 into your plant, and you do that over there, |'msure,
21 MR ADLEY: 21 before it's noved in there, they nove water out of the
22 | didn't hear you, ma'am 22 gas.
23 M. GHENG 23 MR HAYES:
24 Everything at the manufacturing site. 24 R ght.
25 MR ADLEY: 25 MR ADLEY:
Page 74 Page 76
1 What ever it was? 1 Under what your theory is, all of that,
2 MB. GHENG 2 too, would be subject to manufacturing.
3 Yes. 3 MR HAYES
4 MR ADLEY: 4 No, sir. That would be quality
5 So when they say "the expansi on of R&D 5 assurance and woul d be separate fromthe new rul es.
6 building for research and devel opment that nay be 6 MR ADLEY:
7 outside of the manufacturing plant itself," you always 7 | got you. Just fromthe Governor's
8 allowed that in the past? 8 office, sir, whatever it's worth, certainly we're not
9 MB. GHENG 9 going to object to this one because it's under the ol d
10 Yes. 10 rules and R&D was clearly left out when we did the new
11 MR ADLEY: 11 rules. Just so you know it won't be there, at |east
12 Ckay. And ve're allowing it now but | 12 fromour office.
13 have to tell you, under the newrules, | don't think 13 MR HAYES:
14 it's going to fit, so that you know going forward. 14 Ckay. | would like to be able to nake
15 MR HAYES: 15 the argurent, though, in the future, if it's possible.
16 [f | may, this particular RED expansion | 16 MR ADLEY:
17 is not pie-in-the-sky R&D. This is very 17 V& are right over there on the fourth
18  custoner - process-driven R&D because we have sone 18 floor. Go over there and knock on his door. He's
19 processes that can take alumna, for exanple, and change |19 looking for friends today.
20 the properties of that alumina to suit what the customer |20 MR HAYES:
21  needs. Sothese are in the chemstry, working with a 21 You have a great staff here and they
22 manufacturing process and the custoners, to nodify the 22 asked for those sane details.
23 properties of those nmol ecul es they' re making so that 23 MR WNDHAM
24 they'll suit the process. And so, to ne, this type of 24 So when you do this R&D, it is related
25 ReDwas one that we'd give serious consideration. 25 to--
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Page 77 Page 79
1 MR HAYES: 1 not believe that R&D, that a conpany goes and does on
2 Manuf act uri ng. 2 the side to go nake their profit, nake their nmoney, is
3 MR WNDHAM 3 part of the manufacturing process. It's not part of the
4 -- manufacturing. | nean, getting the 4 process of when you did your RE&D and you said thisis a
5 product to the custoner specs, do you hill themfor this | 5 product | want to nake, there's a manufacturing process
6 oristhis part hilled to the cost of the production of 6 associated with that project, you go back and do sone
7 the new material ? 7 nmore RD and you say you want to make sonething el se,
8 MR HAYES: 8 then you create another manufacturing facility, then
9 That's part of the service that we 9 there's a manufacturing process for that one.
10 provide because if we're able to create new products by | 10 MR HAYES:
11 changing the properties of our existing products that 11 Thank you, sir.
12 suit the custoner's manufacturing need, then we've 12 MR ADLEY:
13 satisfied our manufacturing need and then we' ve 13 | think that's going to be his position.
14 satisfied their need as a custoner, and that's what this |14 Until he tells nme otherwise, that's -- | just wanted you
15 is all about. So these R&D guys that are doing this 15 to knowthat's where we are, and the rules, clearly the
16 work really are trying to nodify the process to come up |16 issue of R&Dissue cane up and we very clearly kept them
17 with a newbrainstorm They're trying to nake what we 17 out of the rules for that reason.
18  have work in various and different circunstances. 18 MR HAYES:
19 Anot her exanpl e is we make surfactants 19 Understood. Thank you, sir.
20 and we're using those surfactants in the hydraulic 20 MR ADLEY:
21 fracturing process, but not every surfactant works, but 21 Thank you for what you're doing in Lake
22 we're abletotreat the properties of surfactants so 22 (Charles. It's pretty phenomenal what y'all are doing.
23 that they will run the hydraulic fracturing process 23 MR HAYES:
24 better to keep those cracks open, deliver the material 24 VW' re pretty excited for Lake Charles
25 that keeps the cracks open because the surfactants are 25 and Loui si ana.
Page 78 Page 80
1 able to work better. 1 MR WNDHAM
2 MR WNDHAM 2 Any other questions by the Board?
3 So, inny eyes, this mght be nore of a 3 (No response.)
4 customzing manufacturing -- 4 MR WNDHAM
5 MR HAYES: 5 Thank you, Sir.
6 Exactly. Exactly. 6 I's there a motion on to the floor to
7 MR WNDHAM 7 approve this application?
8 -- as opposed to R&D, because | think of 8 SECRETARY Pl ERSON
9 RD as you said, where the scientists are in there and 9 So noved.
10 they're trying to cone up with a new w dget, not taking | 10 MR WNDHAM
11 an existing wdget and making sure it works for the 11 Made by Secretary Pierson; seconded by
12 customer's needs. 12 M. Fgjardo.
13 MR HAYES: 13 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
14 R ght. 14 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
15 MR WNDHAM 15 MR WNDHAM
16 So, M. Adley, it may be different than |16 Al opposed with a "nay."
17 R&Din the sense that a lot of people think of R&D 17 (No response.)
18 Thisis fine tuning a product, just like making sure 18 MR WNDHAM
19 that they're nixing it right, and, to me, it's part of 19 Motion carries.
20 nmanufacturing because once you get the chemstry right, 20 Ms. GHENG
21 thenit flows into naking that custoner's product. 21 20121255, SE Tyl ose Louisiana, LLCin
22 MR ADLEY: 22 lberville Parish.
23 | got it. M advicetoyouis, if you 23 MR WNDHAM
24 want to tell that to somebody, go tell it to him 24 Any questions on this one?
25 because |'mrelaying to you what he has told ne. W do |25 (No response.)

T

ToRRES REPORTING 85 ASSOCIATES, .

COURT REPORTING & LITIGATION SERVICES
www.torresreporting.com
1.866.982.6878 Toll Free

Baton Rouge, LA
225.751.0732
225.752.7308 FAX

New Orleans, LA
504.392.4791
504.392.4852 FAX



http://www.torresreporting.com/



April 26, 2017

MEETING MINUTES Pages 81..84
Page 81 Page 83
1 MR WNDHAM 1 facilities, yes, sir, they're on site.
2 Any comments fromthe public concerning 2 MR ADLEY:
3 SE Tylose Louisi ana? 3 V¢ don't object to the approval of the
4 (No response.) 4 current ones that you have. | would like to ask,
5 MR WNDHAM 5 M. Chairman, that the staff to look at, insofar as
6 I's there a motion on the floor to 6 under the newrules, | want to sure -- as | renenber it,
7 approve? 7 we nade sure that anything dealing wth further
8 Made by M. WIson; seconded by 8 nmarketing of a product was not part of the ITEP, and so
9 M. Fabra. 9 I'mtrying to nake sure that -- | think we used | anguage
10 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 10 tosaythat it had to be physically on the facility on
11 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 11 that site. Just find out for me and et me know | ater
12 MR WNDHAM 12 onthis application and if you can get with themso |
13 Al opposed with a "nay." 13 can find out exactly howthis one works so I'll know for
14 (No response.) 14 the future.
15 MR WNDHAM 15 M. GHENG
16 Motion carries. 16 [f it actually is nobile and does |eave
17 MB. CGHENG 17 the facility, they'll have to take it off. It's not
18 20141393, Shel| Chenical 18 eligible under current rules and it will be anended in
19 Conpany- Ascension in Ascensi on Parish. 19 the affidavit of current |oss.
20 MR WNDHAM 20 MR ADLEY:
21 Al right. 1'mgoing to let you go 21 [f they're not nobile under the current
22 ahead and read all of the Shells all at once. M. Adley |22 law it's not --
23  does have sonme questions for Shell. 23 MB. GHENG
24 M. GHENG 24 | I ooked at the assets and | didn't
25 20141217, Shell Chemical Conpany in 25 see -- they didn't seemlike assets that could | eave the
Page 82 Page 84
1 Ascension Parish; 20131234, Shell Chemical Conpany in 1 facility, but we can check what this nobile siteis.
2 Ascension Parish; 20130770, Shell Chenical Conpany, LP, 2 MR ADLEY:
3 and 20141576, Shell Chemical Conpany, LPin &. Charles 3 Let ne just make sure. You just said
4 Parish. 4 sonething that | need to know Under current rules, the
5 MR WNDHAM 5 oldrules, mobile facilities are or are not all owed?
6 I's there a representative from Shell 6 Ms. GHENG
7 here? 7 Are not.
8 P ease step forward and identify 8 MR ADLEY:
9 yourself. 9 Vel |, on this application, youlist a
10 MR BAKER 10 nobile site, a mobile site that's being shipped to be
11 Good norning, M. Chairman. Joe Baker 11 part of the investment dollars used in this application.
12 wvith Shell Gl Conpany. | manage the property taxes for |12 B GHENG
13 Downstreamassets in Loui siana. 13 | believe so.
14 MR ADLEY: 14 M BAKER
15 Only two quick questions. Inthe first |15 M. Adley, | can't answer that, but |
16 request you' ve got facilities who export IDto a nobile |16 apol ogize for not know ng that answer, but your question
17 site and then to third properties, and then in another 17 isvalid. I'Il get back with Kristin and let her know
18 one, you've got railcar maintenance activities. Ae 18 if the application needs to be amended or what have you.
19 these on the site of the manufacturing facility or are 19 MR ADLEY:
20 they el sewhere? 20 Let me do this if | can. Let nme nove
21 MR BAKER 21 for approval, M. Chairman, subject to themclarifying
22 They're on the site of the manufacturing |22 with staff that the mobile site is not included in the
23 facility, except your question regarding the nobile 23 nunbers being applied for for the | TEP.
24 site, I'mgoing to have to find out for sure on that 24 Ms. GHENG
25 one. | can't answer that. But as far as the rail 25 If that isineligible, it can be taken
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1 off at the point of themfiling their affidavit of final 1 soit has not been retired yet, but when they file their
2 cost. 2 second phase of this application, they will reflect it
3 MR WNDHAM 3 onthat --
4 Al of these are subject to 4 MR ADLEY:
5 qualifications in the end. Even when you go out and do 5 But you took in benefit the cost of that
6 aninspection, if you find out that sonething' s nobile, 6 when you're granting this particular | TEP that they're
7 it gets removed fromthe contract and the assessors get 7 working on? You're nodding your head. You've done
8 notified imediately that the assets did not qualify for | 8 that. Ckay. Thank you.
9 the programand everything needs to be adjusted. So 9 MB. GHENG
10 it'sjust part of the process. 10 20151157, Surface Performance G oup, LLC
11 MR ADLEY: 11 in Jefferson Parish.
12 | need you to get back to ne and try to | 12 MR WNDHAM
13 clear it upif they're getting noney for it. 13 Are there any comments fromthe public
14 Thank you. 14 concerning Surface Perfornance @ oup?
15 MR BAKER 15 MR ADLEY:
16 Thank you, M. Adley. 16 Wi ch one is it?
17 MR WNDHAM 17 MR WNDHAM
18 Seconded by -- notion was nade by 18 Surface Performance Goup, LLC
19 M. Adley to approve all of the Shell applications. 19 MR ADLEY:
20 Are there any comments fromthe public? |20 I's this the one that does the surface
21 Seconded was nade by Dr. WIson. 21 coating and repair?
22 Any questions or further comments from 22 MB. GHENG
23 the Board nenbers? 23 Yes, sir.
24 (No response.) 24 MR ADLEY:
25 MR WNDHAM 25 Yes.
Page 86 Page 88
1 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 1 M WNHAM
2 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 2 I's there a representative --
3 MR WNDHAM 3 MR ADLEY:
4 Al opposed with a "nay." 4 | need to know fromthe manufacturer.
5 (No response.) 5 MR WNDHAM
6 MR WNDHAM 6 I's there a representative from--
7 Motion carries. 7 MR ADLEY:
8 MR ADLEY: 8 | knew I'd get you here sooner or |ater.
9 | would ask the staff, before you | eave 9 MR WNDHAM
10 Shell, the Shell application -- |'mlooking for the 10 P ease step forward and identify
11 nunber. |'ve got this sheet in front of me. Let's see. |11 yourself.
12 The 20130770-1 TE 12 MR ZATARAI N
13 MB. GHENG 13 Chuck Zatarain. | represent Surface
14 Ckay. 14 Performance Goup. Nce to see everybody again.
15 MR ADLEY: 15 MR ADLEY:
16 They nmake the statenent that repl acenent | 16 And you're the gentlenman who pointed out
17 costs have not been retired as part of Phase 1, and the |17 to me that every meeting, you get called up here by ne
18 (hairman's done a really good job of training ne over 18 at the start the neeting; is that right?
19 tinme to know that whatever the initial |TEP was, when 19 MR ZATARAI N
20 you're going to replace something, that's removed from 20 Yes, sir. You're very consistent wth
21 what they're eligible for inthe future, so what does it |21 that.
22 nean when they say that replacenent costs have not been |22 MR ADLEY:
23 retired? Wat does that nean? 23 And | explained to you, wthout ne, you
24 MB. GHENG 24 wouldn't have a job; is that --
25 So that asset is probably still onsite, |25 MR ZATARAI N
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1 You sure did. 1 | believe we have a question for Lhion
2 MR ADLEY: 2 Carbide. Is there a representative fromUnion Carhide?
3 So the surface coating and repair, |'m 3 P ease step forward.
4 trying to understand how that's part of the 4 MR ADLEY:
5 manufacturing process or is that in the building of the 5 And you' Il be glad to knowit's the last
6 facility itself? Wat isit? 6 question I've got inthis group of stuff. It makes be
7 MR ZATARAI N 7 happy and you happy, too.
8 It is arepair service, coating, and 8 MR WNDHAM
9 they also put together snall tools. It's afamly-owed | 9 P ease identify yourself.
10 business, a hushand and wife, at this operation in 10 MR FAUCHRUX:
11 Jefferson Parish. They service the chemcal plants up 11 Tormy Faucheux, Governnent Affairs.
12 and down the river. They operate seven days a week. 12 MS. DA QE
13 Wien sonmebody comes in with a piece of equiprment that 13 Rona Daigle, Lead Tax Manager, DON
14 needs to be repaired quickly, they repair it. |f they 14 MR WNDHAM
15 have to grind it down or change it up, make it surface 15 M. Adley.
16 to performsonething else, they can do it on the spot. 16 MR ADLEY:
17  They al so take broken down pieces of equipnent and are 17 The installation of electrical
18 asked to make thema new one. It's what they do. And 18 substation, have you created sone kind of cogent or
19 it's there terrific operation. 19 sonething, is that what's going on out there? Wiat is
20 They have about eight enpl oyees at the 20 this about?
21 initia site. They are landl ocked in Jefferson Parish, 21 MB. DA QE
22 sothey built a new manufacturing facility and building |22 This is a substation, power-to-water
23 and al so new equi pnent and doubl ed their payroll. So 23 treatnent plant.
24 they're very essential to the chemcal industry up and 24 MR ADLEY:
25 down the plant (sic). 25 Prior to doing this, where did you get
Page 90 Page 92
1 So they manufacture by grinding, 1 your pover fronP
2 coating, resurfacing and al so putting together new 2 M.
3 pieces of equipment fromthe broken pieces of equiprent. 3 V¢ have other substations. This one's
4 MR ADLEY: 4 for inprovenent and upgrade for future water treatment.
5 Thank you. 5 MR ADLEY:
6 MR ZATARAI N 6 | got you. Soit wasn't coming froma
7 Yes, sir. 7 private investor-owned facility fromday one; you' ve
8 MR WNDHAM 8 always created your own substations; is that what you're
9 Any other questions for M. Zatarain? 9 telling me?
10 (No response.) 10 Ms. DA QE
11 MR WNDHAM 11 This is our own substation, yes, and our
12 The notion is made by M. Sone to 12 own --
13 approve the application; seconded by M. Ml one. 13 MR ADLEY:
14 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 14 And so the only question | have for
15 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 15 staff, | need to better understand this. | noted since
16 MR WNDHAM 16 we've been here, Entergy will always have many various
17 Al opposed with a "nay." 17 applications as they cone in and they build pover
18 (No response.) 18 facilities for the plants and they apply for ITEP. Wat
19 MR WNDHAM 19 happens if you have one of those facilities where you
20 Motion carries. 20 have the investor-owner comes in, provides the power and
21 Thank you, M. Zatarain. 21 then decides to build a substation and Entergy Goup no
22 Ms. GHENG 22 longer is providing the power and you're eight into the
23 20140991, Uhion Carbide Gorporation in 23 |TEP or, say, six years, what happens?
24 &. Charles Parish. 24 Ms. GHENG
25 MR WNDHAM 25 [fit's not --
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1 MR ADLEY: 1 were received prior to the executive order being issued
2 Do they no |onger continue the | TEP? 2 on 6/24/16, but they do not have an advanced
3 M. GHENG 3 notification.
4 If they're no longer -- if Entergy is 4 MR WNDHAM
5 not being used, it would be -- 5 So these are MZAs received prior to the
6 MR ADLEY: 6 executive order issuance?
7 It woul d be disqualified? 7 MB. GHENG
8 M. GHENG 8 Yes.
9 It would be cancel ed. The conpany would | 9 MR WNDHAM
10 cone to us and say to cancel it. 10 Al right.
11 MR ADLEY: 11 MR ADLEY:
12 That's what | want to know Thank you. 12 So the work and receipt was all prior to
13 MR WNDHAM 13 the executive order on these?
14 Any other questions for Union Carbide? 14 MB. GHENG
15 (No response.) 15 Yes.
16 MR WNDHAM 16 20161240, Bayou Conpanies, LLCin Iberia
17 Motion by M. Sone; seconded by M. 17 parish.
18  Atkins. 18 MR WNDHAM
19 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 19 Al right. Any conments fromthe public
20 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 20 concerning Bayou Conpanies, LLC?
21 MR WNDHAM 21 (No response.)
22 Al opposed with a "nay." 22 MR WNDHAM
23 (No response.) 23 Conments fromthe Board?
24 MR WNDHAM 24 (No response.)
25 Motion carries. 25 MR WNDHAM
Page 94 Page 96
1 | believe you can read the last three 1 I's there a motion to approve these MAs
2 together. 2 that were filed prior to issuance of the executive
3 B GHENG 3 order?
4 Ckay. 20130801, Véstlake Petrochem cal, 4 Ch, I'msorry, couple of conments from
5 LLCin Calcasieu Parish; 20131140, \éstlake Polymers, LP | 5 the public. VélI, kind of public. (ne fromthe public
6 in Calcasieu Parish; and 20160037, WIlians Qefins, LLC | 6 and one fromLED staff. V&Il start with LED staff.
7 in Ascension Parish. 7 Pease identify yourself.
8 MR WNDHAM 8 MR HISE
9 Any comments fromthe public concerning 9 R chard House, Counsel for Econonic
10 these three applications? 10  Devel oprent .
11 (No response.) 11 These are MCAs prior to June 24th. The
12 MR WNDHAM 12 issue is whether or not they have jobs. If they have
13 I's there a notion to approve these 13 jobs, then they shoul d be approved. If they don't have
14 three? 14 jobs, then under the executive order, they should not be
15 Made by M. WIlians; seconded by M. 15 approved.
16  Fajardo. 16 MR ADLEY:
17 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 17 Richard, clarify this for us. Wen I
18 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 18 cane over today, | was told clearly by the fourth floor
19 MR WNDHAM 19 that that is their position. | wanted to nmake sure
20 Al opposed with a "nay." 20 about that. There were a group of these that cane in
21 (No response.) 21 prior to, but they weren't received till after 6/24.
22 M WNHAM 22 Ve GHENG
23 Motion carries. 23 No.  These --
24 Ve GHENG 24 MR ADLEY:
25 Now we have the new applications that 25 You're telling ne it makes no different,
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Page 97 Page 99
1 nmakes no difference when they're received? 1 the Board passes it, really it has to pass his desk, and
2 MR HISE 2 his executive order says it wll not pass his desk.
3 No. These are prior to June 24th. They | 3 MR HISE
4 were received prior to -- the ones you're considering 4 That's correct. So if you believe that
5 nowwere received prior to June 24th. 5 hewll not signit and you want to foll ow that
6 MR WNDHAM 6 indication, as | think that's been done in the past on a
7 a '16? 7 nunber of different issues, then you should do that. V¢
8 MR HISE 8 are having newrules that | hope will be promul gated
9 d 2016. 9 today that will align these things.
10 Under the executive order, regarding 10 SECRETARY Pl ERSON
11 MAs, Mscellaneous Capital Additions, if they have 11 But it was prior tothat point in ting,
12 jobs, then they're subject to our approval. 12 sothat's part of the difficulty we face that those
13 MR ADLEY: 13 applicants that had no know edge of a pending EQ
14 Regardl ess of whether they were before 14 MR HISE
15 or after 6/24 or not? 15 Vel |, before June 24th, the applications
16 MR HISE 16 you're considering in this part of the agenda were filed
17 No, sir. They were before June 24th. 17 before June 24th. Some have jobs, and under the
18 MR ADLEY: 18 executive order, if you approve these, the Governor will
19 ["'msorry. You -- 19 sign those contracts.
20 MR HISE 20 QG hers do not have jobs, and the
21 These were al | applications before June |21 Governor has indicated in his executive order that he
22 24th, 2016. 22wl not sign those contracts. \é're not discussing
23 MR ADLEY: 23 after June 24th yet. V¢'re just discussing before June
24 So your position would be if they had 24 24th.
25 zero jobs, we woul d approve then? 25 SECRETARY Pl ERSON

Page 98 Page 100
1 MR HOSE 1 Under st ood.
2 No. M position would be if they have 2 MR WNDHAM
3 zero jobs, you woul d not approve themunder the 3 But thisis all '16. Not this year's
4 executive order. If they have jobs, you woul d approve 4 Mhs.
5 themunder the executive order. 5 MR HOSE
6 MR ADLEY: 6 VEll, it's not June 24th, 2017 yet.
7 So it is your positionthat all of these | 7 MR WNDHAM
8 before us that have no jobs, whether they were received 8 Rght. These are --
9 before or after 6/24, would not be approved by the 9 MR HISE
10 executive order? 10 Under the executive order as of June
11 MR HOSE 11 24th, 2016 is the issue. These were filed before June
12 Qorrect. |f they're Mscel | aneous 12 24th, 2016. They have jobs. |f these MCAs have jobs,
13 Capital Additions, that's correct. 13 the Governor has indicated in his executive order that
14 MR WNDHAM 14 he will sign those contracts. If they do not have jobs,
15 Secretary Pierson. 15 evenif they're before June 24th, 2016, he's indicated
16 SECRETARY Pl ERSON 16 inhis executive order that we wll not sign them
17 Just as a point of clarification, the 17 MR WNDHAM
18 two gateways are approval by the Board and the 18 Thank you.
19 Governor's signature. 19 M. Bagert.
20 MR HISE 20 MR BAGERT:
21 Qorrect. 21 ["'min the rare and exciting position to
22 SECRETARY Pl ERSON 22 agree conpletely with M. Huse and underline the fact
23 And so the executive order stating that 23 of what he said. | wouldalsojust point out that this
24 he would classify MAs with zero jobs as ineligibleis 24 Board has set the precedent of acting in accordance wth
25 going to be subject to his signature. Wether or not 25 the executive order on precisely this point in the past
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Page 101 Page 103
1 when MAs are submitted prior to June 24th did not have 1 V¢ can week defer this one and update
2 jobs that are rejected. Wen they did have jobs, they 2 theinformation on the application and bring it back.
3 were considered eligible, and that has been established 3 MR ADLEY:
4 as the precedence of the Board in previous neetings in 4 | mgoing move, then, because of sone of
5 (ctober, Decenber and January as well. 5 that confusion, |'mgoing to nove to -- it's not a
6 MR ADLEY: 6 difference between rejecting and y'all deferring. |f
7 [t's your view based on our executive 7 yal reect it, they canstill bringit to you and you
8 order, that between -- there are only two conpanies on 8 canbring it back; is that right or wong?
9 thislist; is that right? Rght or wong? Hw nany? 9 MB. GHENG
10 MB. GHENG 10 If it'sreected, if it's denied, we
11 There are a fewnore. Hip to the next 11 have to come back. They woul d have to come appeal your
12 page. There are nine. 12 deci sion.
13 MR BAGERT: 13 MR WNDHAM
14 Nne total . 14 Yeah. V% don't want to do that.
15 MR ADLEY: 15 M. GHENG
16 There are three, if I'mlooking at this |16 You want to defer it so they can amend
17 correctly, there are two on one page and -- excuse ne. 17 their application.
18 Nb, it's not. (ne on one page and then three on the 18 MR ADLEY:
19 next page for atotal of four that actually created jobs | 19 | don't want to defer themall, and |
20 out of the group. So atotal of four out of the group 20 tell you why | say that, Robby, is that if soneone has
21 that have jobs. 21 risenand said | have a certain exanple, we're certainly
22 [t's your view under the executive 22 deferring. That one nmakes sense, but the others that
23 order, that we would only approve -- at |east expect the |23 say nothing, | would rather reject themif they are
24 Qvernor's signature, we woul d approve those four and 24 conmng in here with zero, and those that say that
25 none other? 25 sonething has transpired that you don't know then

Page 102 Page 104
1 MR HOSE 1 that's a different issue.
2 Qorrect. 2 M WNHAM
3 MR ADLEY: 3 M. Mller.
4 Ckay. | got it. 4 MR MLLER
5 Sonebody back there raised their hand, 5 M. House, wasn't there something in the
6 M. Chairnan. 6 language that says or a conpelling reason for job
7 M WNHAM 7 retention?
8 M ease step forward. 8 MR HISE
9 MR 9 That's in the |anguage that pertains to
10 Good morning. 1" mRhonda Boatner with 10  advanced notifications going forward in the future.
11 Didier Properties representing Geat Raft Brew ng. 11 Wth respect to advanced notifications going forward in
12 A the tine of the application, they had |12 the future, you have new direct jobs at a facility
13 six full-time enployee. There was -- |'ve gotten an 13 caused by either new construction or an addition, or you
14 e-mail fromtheir CPA which states that they're nowup |14 can have a conpelling reason that capital inprovenents
15 to 13 full-tine enpl oyees, so they either -- if | need 15 wll retainjobs at that facility. Sothat's atotally
16 to get sonething fromthe conpany or this e-mail from 16 different area.
17 the CPA that says they now have an additional seven new, | 17 MR ADLEY:
18 full-tine enpl oyees -- 18 VWIl, tonake it sinple, I'dlike to
19 MR ADLEY: 19 first nove that we defer -- was it Geat Raft Brew ng
20 | would assune, M. Chairnan, that 20 that had an issue?
21 albeit they may not be approved today, if they have 21 Ms. GHENG
22 additional information for their MCA that LED can 22 Yes, sir.
23 certainly take that up and bring it back to the next 23 MR ADLEY:
24 neeting. Is that -- 24 ['d like to nove to defer.
25 M5 CHENG 25 MR WNDHAM
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Page 105 Page 107
1 Motion nade by M. Adliey to defer Qeat 1 contract.
2 Raft; second by M. WIlians. 2 M. Alison, please identify yourself.
3 Any further discussion on the deferral ? 3 MR ALLI SON
4 (No response.) 4 Thank you, M. Chairman and nenbers of
5 MR WNDHAM 5 the Board. |'mhere to speak on behal f of one of other
6 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 6 ones that are in this section.
7 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 7 MR WNDHAM
8 MR WNDHAM 8 Al right. M. Cheng, if you'll
9 Al opposed with a "nay." 9 proceed.
10 MR WNDHAM 10 M. GHENG
11 Mtion carries. Geat Raft is deferred. |11 ¢ have 20160946, Certai nTeed
12 MR ADLEY: 12 Corporation in Cal casieu Parish.
13 I'd like to nove for approval of the 13 MR WNDHAM
14 four that have created the jobs, Bayou Conpanies, 14 I's there someone here representing
15 Firestone Polyners, Laitram LLC and Vil le Corporation. 15  CertainTeed Corporation?
16  Mve for approval of those. 16 (No response.)
17 MR WNDHAM 17 MR WNDHAM
18 I's there a second? 18 Al right. Any conments fromthe public
19 Seconded by M. S one. 19 pertaining to CertainTeed?
20 Any discussion fromthe public 20 M. Adley, do you have a question?
21 concerning the approval of those MCAs filed prior to the |21 MR ADLEY:
22 24th that we just read off? 22 No. | would nove for denying the
23 (No response.) 23 application as it creates no jobs and there's no one
24 MR WNDHAM 24 here to explain otherw se.
25 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 25 MR WNDHAM
Page 106 Page 108
1 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 1 Any conments fromthe Board?
2 MR WNDHAM 2 (No response.)
3 Al opposed with a "nay." 3 MR WNDHAM
4 (No response.) 4 I's there a second?
5 MR WNDHAM 5 Seconded by Myjor Col enan.
6 Motion carries. 6 Any questions or comments fromthe
7 MR ADLEY: 7 Board?
8 And then, unless there are ot her 8 M. Alison.
9 coments to be nade, | hold that motion till we hear 9 MR ALLI SON
10 those comments and see if there's a reason for deferral 10 ['mnot here to specifically speak on
11 or rejection of the others that created no jobs. 11 that one, but the one that | amhere to speak about is
12 MR WNDHAM 12 in the very sane situation, so naybe -- | don't want to
13 Al right. M. Cheng, do you need to 13 speak up too late. If | should speak up now | want to
14 read all of those nanes and nunbers? 14 do that, and so |'mlooking for sone gui dance on whet her
15 B GHENG 15 | should or not.
16 The ones that were approved? 16 MR WNDHAM
17 M WNHAM 17 Al right. P ease.
18 Yes. 18 MR ALLI SON
19 Ms. GHENG 19 Ckay. |'mhere to specifically speak on
20 20161240, Bayou Conpanies, LLCin Iberia |20 behal f of the application fromSouthern Recycling, LLC
21 Parish; 20161081, Firestone Polyners, LLCin Calcasieu 21 onthis list, third fromthe bottom Qleans Parish, a
22 Parish; 20160770, Laitram LLCin Jefferson Parish; and |22 [little over a mllion-dollar investnent.
23 20161111, Wil le Gorporation in Jefferson Parish. 23 ["'monly going talk about the facts of
24 MR WNDHAM 24 that one, and | think the facts of that one apply to
25 Those were al | approved by the Board for |25 others. | guess there are five in total that show zero
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Page 109 Page 111
1 for the nunber of new jobs created. 1 Thank you.
2 MR WNDHAM 2 Secretary Pierson.
3 Qorrect. 3 SECRETARY Pl ERSON
4 MR ALLI SON 4 M. Alison, | greatly appreciate you
5 So let ne -- 1'mgoing to speak about 5 pointing that out, and we certainly do want certainty
6 Southern Recycling, but | think it applies to the rest. 6 for our business comunity.
7 This is an MCA application where no 7 Wiere the Board coul d possibly take
8 advance notification was filed. It was filed in 2016, 8 issue wth you about saying following arule that was
9 before June 24th. As you can tell, that neans thisis 9 not published or did not exist. Qur constitution
10 aninvestnent that was nade by this conpany in 2014, 10 clearly sates that in order to allowa benefit to be
11 '15. That's how the MCA process worked when we had an 11 received by a conpany, there nust be a corresponding
12 MA process. You did your mscellaneous capital 12 benefit afforded back to the public bodies, and when
13 additions during the cal endar year, then, on one 13 there's nojob, it very is it nakes it very, very
14 application, after the end of the year, early in the 14 difficult to forecast a pathway that would allocate a
15 next year, you filed your application for those 15 benefit back to a conpany having seen very little in
16  mscel laneous things you did in the previous year. S0 16 terns of exchange for the public body.
17 sonetine between January 1st of ‘16 and June 24th of 17 Now, that was not the practice at the
18 '16, this conpany filed their application for exenption |18 tine. V¢ all get that. But the executive order changed
19 for money they spent during the cal endar year 2015. 19  to provide accountability, and in this instance, it's
20 Now, look, |I've got the executive order |20 that element that's lacking in the exchange -- of fair
21 nenorized. |'ve got your newrules almost menorized. | |21 exchange between industry and the abatenment that is
22 understand what those things say. | just want to nake 22 being provided on behal f of local communities. Sol
23 sure everybody understands the facts of these situations |23 think that's where our pathweys diverge relative to this
24 and how harsh the treatment is that |'mafraid you're 24 issue. It is conplex. V¢ do regret that there was an
25 about to inpose on conpanies in this situation. 25 inpression at the tine that everything was right, but it
Page 110 Page 112
1 These are peopl e that nade decisions in 1 is nowthe viewpoint fromthis adninistration that we
2 2015 to do sonething, to spend sone money to upgrade 2 seek the public benefit, and it's oftentines represented
3 their plant to keep their plant modernized and 3 interns of jobs. And if there's another vay to
4 sufficient to probably retain sone jobs at their plant. 4 represent that, then that's where | woul d encourage you
5 This was -- okay. Pick a date in 2015, but it was a 5 tolook at what you mght be able to nake as a case, but
6 very good chance it was a year, give or take a couple 6 just to say that the rules then were the only rules and
7 nonths, prior to the executive order being issued, and 7 that was the only interpretation doesn't provide us the
8 so there was no intent or no indication whatsoever that 8 chance to right the situation.
9 there was sone sort of requirenment that all of the 9 MR ALLI SON
10 requirenents of the executive order created on June 10 | understand. Look, you-all as a Board
11 24th, 2016. Certainly no indication that the creation 11 have done a really good job of making sure that you
12 of jobs was a requirement, and nowit appears that they |12 honored the decisions that were made by conpanies prior
13 mght be, maybe in the next fewmnutes, you mght 13 to the executive order, and | commend you for that. And
14 penalize themfor not creating jobs and for not meeting |14 in keeping the Sate's word in making sure the conpani es
15 sone requirenents that didn't exist when they nade the 15 nmake decisions based on the rules at the tine they make
16  decision to spend this mllion dollars. 16 the decisions were not damaged, again, | commend you for
17 ['mjust pointing that out toyou, and | |17 doing that. | think thisis an exanple, thisis a case
18 think I'mbeing real candid with you, but | think that's |18 where that just didn't happen. | knowthat's inportant
19 avery harsh treatnent to tell somebody here in 2017 19 toyou. | want to bring to your attention the facts of
20 that something they did in 2015 under the rules that 20 this situation because | think that's what's about to
21 existed in 2015 now doesn't qualify themfor what they 21 happen to these people if they get denied. They made a
22 really thought they qualified for and by all neans 22 decision in 15 based on the facts at the time, and now
23 should have qualified for based on what they did when 23 they're being told sonething different and not being
24 they didit. 24 given what they really, you know thought they were
25 MR WNDHAM 25 earning at the tine.
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1 MR WNDHAM 1 [f they want to appeal .
2 M. Adley. 2 MR SLONE
3 MR ADLEY: 3 If they want to appeal .
4 Don, you've made an excel | ent argunent, 4 A'so, so we're saying that Geat Raft
5 and, as always, |'ve listened to it carefully and we're 5 Brewing has an opportunity to cone back to the table
6 certainly going to deliver it back to the Gvernor's 6 since they were listed here as zero jobs to show where
7 office, but to support what Secretary Pierson just said, 7 us where their jobs are?
8 it was a benefit that was supposed to cone to the Sate. 8 MR ADLEY:
9 The existing rules at the time didn't have just one 9 That's correct.
10 process. You make it almost sound |ike we only this one | 10 MR SLOE
11 process to go through. If your client chose to go 11 So what's the harmnaybe in the other
12 through an advanced notice wherein advance of doing all 12 ones given the opportunity, they may or ny not even be
13 of this, they actually went to LED and said this is the |13 here, to, you know to state their case? Because a
14 benefit, this is what you're going to get, they would be |14 project can, you know be started and finished prior to
15 onthat list today for approval. What created a problem | 15 6/24, and, now, simlar to what M. Alison is saying,
16 fromthe Governor's perspective is that we had a process |16 started and finished, and with the expectation that this
17 where people can sinply sit at their conputer or go up 17 was happeni ng, shouldn't we al |l ow theman opportunity,
18 on the internet, push a button and there it was. You 18 those other five, maybe, to -- five total, | guess, to
19 had it, you want and did whatever work you wanted to do |19 cone back to the table instead of just denying and
20 and that's howthe MAs started. You didn't have to 20 starting the whol e process over again?
21 give any advance notice is what |'mtelling you. You 21 MR WNDHAM
22 had to give sone nunber when you got the nunber and you |22 | couldn't agree with you nore because
23 went and did the work. That's what drove himto this 23 I'malittle concerned in the process. |f these
24 point of saying what M. Pierson said. There has to be |24 applications, which were MiAs, were received March 31st
25 sone benefit you're required to give sone benefit and 25 of last year and they were brought to the first Board
Page 114 Page 116
1 the creation oaf jobs was the issue and that's how we 1 nmeeting of last year in 2016, this question wouldn't be
2 got to this point. 2 conming up because they were filed in 2016, whichis the
3 | want the menbers of the community to 3 reason | was pointing out the 2016 versus the 2017
4 at least knowthat that's what his thought processes 4 point, that these were ones that were submtted tinmely
5 wvere. 5 for March 31st of 2016, if -- and |'mnot bashing staff.
6 MR ALLI SON 6 You knowthat. But if staff had everything in order,
7 | under st and. 7 they woul d have cone before a year later.
8 MR ADLEY: 8 M5 CHENG
9 And the Board has been very careful of 9 These woul d have -- these applications
10 all of those that had the advanced notices that turned 10 may have had sone issues with them | nmay have asked
11 themin that, regardless of what the rules were at that 11 the conpany a few questions, they hadn't gotten back to
12 tine. 12 us at that point, so they were not.
13 MR ALLI SON 13 M WNHAM
14 The process they fol l owed that you 14 So that's the reason, in ny eyes, 1'm
15 described was a perfectly legitinmate process at the 15 thinking, well, maybe these shoul d be approved under the
16 time. They followed the process that was in place, but 16  previous MCA concept as if the executive order hadn't
17 nowit looks like they mght be penalized for followng |17 even existed.
18 that process. 18 MR HISE
19 MR WNDHAM 19 Let ne address that because in
20 M. Sone. 20 formulating the executive order, we had to consider what
21 MR SLOE 21 the dates of effectiveness would be, and it wasn't
22 So just for ny clarification, | guess, 22 pulled out of the sky, it wasn't not taking into account
23 the process if they're denied is they have to file an 23 many of the things that are said. It was discussed back
24 appeal ? 24 and forth, and you have to have a date, M. Wndham
25 MB. GHENG 25  You know, you can nake that date -- we coul d have nade
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1 the date August 24th instead of June 24th. In ny 1 tryand be fair and to try and avoid many of these

2 experience, as a lawer in public practice and in 2 issues that go forward. It wasn't arbitrarily picked.

3 private practice, there woul d be peopl e who woul d come 3 It vasn't done with a lack of consideration for any of
4 inherein perfect good faith and tell you that August 4 these factors that are going forward, and whatever date
5 24this anunfair date. Infract, you heard this 5 or however you may want to look at that, they' re going

6 norning on the Blake Drilling question that there was 6 to be further exceptions and other reasons and ot her

7 litigation about when rules were effective and what they | 7 parties -- and |'mnot saying peopl e are naking things
8 believed and everything else. And these are al ways 8 up. They're going to have their reasons for why they're

9 legitimate issues. |'mnot putting that aside. 9 telling you what they're telling you just as M. Alison
10 The other issue that you have, if you 10 does, so just keep that in mnd.

11 put a date down as what | qualify as placehol ders, 11 MR WNDHAM
12 people will come in and say, "VéIl, | mght be doing 12 Let me see ask one question in relation
13 sonething, |'mgoing to file sonething," that's not in 13 to that.
14 bad faith, but that al so opens up a whol e bunch of 14 So these MCA applications were in prior
15 issues that all of you have to decide as to whether or 15 to June 24th of 2016, they are subject to the executive
16 not, "VélI, what were they thinking then? Wat was 16 order?
17 going on? How do we do this?" 17 MR HISE
18 In fact, right now we have a case in 18 The Governor -- they're subject to the
19 the 19th Judicial District Court pertaining to the novie |19 executive order because the Governor has said as to what
20 legislation that took effect Decenber 31st, 2005 and 20 he's goingtodo, and he saidif it's an MAand it has
21 certain people applied to be placehol ders or whatever. 21 jobs, I'mgoing to sign them And, again, you can go
22 They say they weren't really placehol ders. And we're 22 back. There are a lot of reasons why the MCA process
23 still litigating that issue. Soit wasn't -- June 24th |23 nmay not have been the nost perfect process that we've
24 wasn't picked out of the air. There was consideration 24 had. Again, using it doesn't mean you're in bad faith
25 giventoit, and | think -- and, again, thisis -- 25 or not using it or whatever. That's just a way of

Page 118 Page 120

1 you're the Board, but the newrules are going to pretty 1 looking at what has been around in econom c devel opnent

2 much followthe executive order in dealing with the ol d 2 long before we got in these positions.

3 issues. Al | would advise -- and | know everybody here | 3 MR WNDHAM
4 isingood faith and everybody wants to do the right 4 Thank you. M. Barham you have a

5 thing, but when you open that door, just make sure that 5 question?

6 when it closes behind you, you're in the roomthat you 6 MR BARHAM

7 want to be in because, otherwise, this can go on and on 7 Inlistening to the discussion, I
8 and on. 8 understand your comments about the date and the order,

9 And it's sort of the same principle we 9 but what I'mgetting uneasy about is | think these cases
10 used with respect to renewals. V¢ believe that there 10 are a case where the rules have changed and they cane
11 were contracts in place. V¢ believe that they had 11 here under one set of rules or the applications were and
12 renewal provisions in there that were enforceable going |12 the rules have changed. | don't think we can ever avoid
13 forvard. It was believed that naybe there are 100 bad 13 situations where there wll be exceptions or usual
14 contracts or 10 bad contracts or whatever that maybe if |14 situations to consider. That's our job. They wll
15 you woul dn't have done in the first place if you were 15 continue to come in a host of situations.

16 this Board and maybe we shoul dn't renew them but the 16 | honest!y woul d feel more confortable
17 provisions of the contract said one thing, and so to 17 if we reconsider the vote on CertainTeed Corporation.

18 continue the litigation and relitigate the 18 Let themcone in and explain to us what their decision
19 appropriateness of that as opposed to having busi ness 19 wes. And the other four. And et themcone back.

20 certainty, the Governor and the Board decided that we 20 W're here. That's what we do. | would feel alot nore
21 aregoing to go forward in what we've done. And that 21 confortable to let themdo that.

22 has along-terminpact in and of itself. 22 MR ADLEY:

23 So everybody has a conpeting position 23 And, M. Barham | certainly don't

24 herein terns of howyou ook at these, but the June 24 object to a newnotion to renove that and go through the
25  24th 2016 date was chosen. |t was chosen in order to 25 deferral. The only reason | didn't nove for deferral is
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1 we get back to where we've been in the past. Every time | 1 at the end of the day, you' ve got to make these
2 weget downtoit, you' ve got to make a decision on the 2 decisions and try to do these things, but I'mnot trying
3 executive order and we defer themand they all keep 3 tolimt what the Board does, but you have prior acts
4 coning back, but that's okay. V¢'re here. 4 you have taken to reject sinmilar applications.
5 | do want to make one very inportant 5 MR WNDHAM
6 point. Everyone who filed an MCA or an | TEP did so 6 Thank you. And | do want to nake sure
7 under the rule and under the understanding that you 7 that we stay consistent. That's part of the reason |I'd
8 don't get anything else until it's approved by this 8 like to defer them that we're treating everyone the
9 Board. Mny people were doing the things that they did 9 same across the board, all of the rules are applied the
10 just believing that whatever they didis always going to |10 sane.
11 be approved, but that's not what the rules said when you | 11 M. Sone.
12 filed it. The rules were very clear and the |aw was 12 MR SLOE
13 very clear, whatever you did was always subject to what 13 That's what | was going to say,
14 this Board wanted to do. So when you spent the noney, 14 consistency, | think we all want that, but we should
15 you knewthat. It's just that for so many years it's 15 also maybe take a | ook and see if those that were
16 just howthe way it works. It's just howit worked. 16 rejected were done prior to 6/24. | nean, there's ways
17 Everybody wal ked in and everything got approved. 17 tolook at this.
18 |"ve got one Board nenber here, |'ll 18 MR HISE
19 never forget, first neeting we had, | had wal ked in, 19 They were. And you even had an issue
20 Mayor, and you said to ne, you said, "Ww \V¢'ve never |20 with respect to Mtivain a prior neeting where they had
21 been in one of these meetings over an hour." Because 21  newjobs, but they did not have new direct jobs within
22 nobody ever said anything. It was just what the staff 22 the neaning of the executive order. So then the
23 saidand they filled it out. Then that's just the way 23 representative said, "No, | can't say that these are
24 it was done. 24 direct jobs resulting fromwhat was done with the MCA "
25 | just want to make it clear, no one 25 So, you know, | just -- we just wanted you to be aware
Page 122 Page 124
1 violated arule here, M. Barham because the rules were | 1 of that.
2 clear. Wen you submtted, you were subjecting yourself 2 MR WNDHAM
3 to approval or disapproval by this board. 3 Thank you.
4 But with that said, | personally won't 4 MR ADLEY:
5 clearly object toif you want to defer themand go back 5 | would ask M. Barham when you nake
6 through them Ckay? And "Il spend tinme back with the 6 your motion, at least to protect me, if youwll, if you
7 Governor and ask himwhat he thinks. If he thinks it's 7 would nake a notion, the lady that came up that said
8 agood idea, we can do that, but | don't think he does. 8 clearly we added sone jobs, but it was not on the
9 MR WNDHAM 9 application and we gave theman opportunity to bring
10 M. House. 10 that back, if you want to defer to give people an
11 MR HOSE 11 opportunity to cone show that they've created jobs,
12 In prior neetings, simlar applications |12 that's one thing, but just to have a deferral is
13 have been rejected, so you are taking an action nowthat |13 another. A least I'mgoing to try to followhis
14 is inconsistent with what you did in a prior neeting or 14 executive order.
15 prior neetings. So, again, that's -- and we di scussed 15 MR HISE
16 this in connection with renewal s of contracts. A some | 16 The executive order also says new direct
17 point in time, when you start acting inconsistently, you |17 jobs. That is the issue you had with Mtive where you
18 get into an area called arbitrary and capricious. 1'm 18 rejected the application.
19 not saying you're there or whatever, but what | am 19 MR WNDHAM
20 saying is you need to -- again, like | say, about 20 Yeah. \%'ve already had a notion nade
21 opening that door, that these things were given some 21 and approved to defer and |et her come back. And |
22 thought. They may not meet particul ar popul ar and 22 think M. Barhamwas tal king about the other four.
23 certain situations, and so, you know and that's 23 Sois that a substitute notion, |
24 probably why | can tell you | wote it because if it 24 Dbelieve?
25 were popul ar, other people woul d say they wote it. But |25 MR BARHAM
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1 V¢ have one we took action to reject 1 MR WNDHAM
2 CertainTeed. | would like to reconsider that toinclude | 2 ["'msorry. M. Fabra voted no al so.
3 them 3 Anything else? I'msorry. | guess we
4 MB. GHENG 4 should do arollcall vote, please, M. Favaloro.
5 V¢ didn't actually take a vote on that. 5 MR FAVALCRQ
6 MR WNDHAM 6 M. Barham
7 That's when M. Allison started talking 7 MR BARHAM
8 in general. 8 Yes.
9 So that's a substitute notion. 9 MR FAVALCRO
10 MR BARHAM 10 MIlie Atkins.
11 The renaining four -- 11 MB. ATKINS:
12 MR WNDHAM 12 Yes.
13 Renai ni ng four. 13 For clarification, are we voting on
14 MR BARHAM 14 defernent.
15 -- that have the job creation at issue 15 MR WNDHAM
16 and their circunstance and the application tine, we 16 Def ernent .
17 allowthemto come talk to us. 17 MB. ATKINS:
18 M WNHAM 18 | vote yes.
19 Seconded by M. S one. 19 MR FAVALCRQ
20 Al in favor of that notion, indicate 20 ["msorry?
21 with an "aye." 21 MB. ATKINS:
22 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 22 Yes.
23 MR WNDHAM 23 MR FAVALCRO
24 Al opposed with a "nay." 24 Mayor Brasseaux.
25 MR WNDHAM 25 MAYCR BRASSEAUX:
Page 126 Page 128
1 Nay. 1 Yes.
2 MR COLEVAN 2 M FAVALCRO
3 Nay. 3 Representative Carmody.
4 M WNHAM 4 M CARVDY
5 Make sure that the record is clear that 5 Yes.
6 Mjor Goleman and M. Adley are nays. 6 M FAVALCRO
7 MR ADLEY: 7 Mj or Col eman.
8 ['mgoing to try ny best to fol l ow that 8 M CLEVAN
9 executive order, and y'all have to do whatever you deem 9 No.
10 is appropriate. | get that. | don't have a problem 10 MR FAVACRO
11 with that at all, but | do want to be recorded as no 11 R cky Fabra.
12 because at some point -- | think you're right, 12 MR FABRA
13 M. House. | nean, sooner or later, you can't just -- 13 No.
14 we can't comng in here and just keep comng and keep 14 MR FAARQ
15 doingit, so 'mjust going to vote not. 15 M. Fajardo.
16 MR WNDHAM 16 MR FAJARDQ
17 And, also, M. Coleman, Myjor Col enan, 17 No.
18  voted no. 18 MR FAARO
19 MR CCLEMAN 19 Heat her Mal one.
20 Yes, | did. 20 M MALQE
21 MR WNDHAM 21 Yes.
22 Al right. 22 MR FAVALCRO
23 MR FABRA 23 Robby M1 1er.
24 Let thee record reflect that | voted no |24 M MLLER
25 as well. 25 Yes.
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1 M FAVALCRO 1 there are a nunber of conments to come fromthe public.
2 Jan Ml ler. 2 There's sone questions and confusions about the timng
3 MR MLLERR 3 of sone of the these.
4 No. 4 And these are MAs filed after June
5 M FAAR 5 24th, so they were filed between January and March 31st
6 Secretary Pierson. 6 of this year, the applications, the MA applications?
7 SECRETARY PI ERSON 7 M. GHENG
8 No. 8 Yes, sir.
9 M FAALRQ 9 MR WNDHAM
10 Ronni e Sl one. 10 Ckay. So the ones that have zero jobs,
11 MR SOE 11 because this was after the June 24th, | would entertain
12 Yes. 12 anmotion to deny those.
13 MR FAVALCRO 13 MR MLLER
14 Bobby WI1i ans. 14 Moti on.
15 MR WLLIAV 15 MR WNDHAM
16 No. 16 Made by M. Mller; seconded by
17 MR FAVALCRO 17 M. Fajardo.
18 S even Wndham 18 I's there any discussion -- |'I1 be very
19 MR WNHAM 19 clear on that these were MCAs, Mscel | aneous Capital
20 Yes. 20 Additions, that were received after June 24th, which
21 MR FAVARQ 21 basically means that they were received between January
22 Dr. Wison. 22 1st of this year and March 31st of this year, 2017, and
23 DR WLSON 23 the motion is to deny themif they had zero jobs.
24 Yes. 24 \¢ have a notion and a second.
25 MR FAVAQRQ 25 Any comments fromthe public on the ones
Page 130 Page 132
1 N ne yes, six no. 1 wth zero jobs?
2 M WNHAM 2 MR BACERT:
3 So the notion carries. So the ones with | 3 It would seemto us, M. Chairman, that
4 zero jobs are deferred other than the CertainTeed 4 for these, the distinction between having or not having
5 CQorporation, which wll come back with additional 5 jobs is not relevant because they were subnitted after
6 information. 6 the signing of the executive order, and in that
7 MB. GHENG 7 scenario, all MAs are disallowed under the Gvernor's
8 That was the Geat Raft Brew ng Conpany. 8 executive order and the pending rules, so there woul dn't
9 MR WNDHAM 9 be-- at least interns of followng the Gvernor's
10 Ch, I'msorry. Geat Raft Brew ng. 10  executive order, the distinction between those that did
11 Al right. Pease proceed with the ones |11 and did not create jobs, these are categorically not in
12 that have jobs. 12 step with what's going to be approved.
13 M5 CHENG 13 MR WNDHAM
14 V¢ approved those al ready. 14 Al right. Thank you.
15 MR WNDHAM 15 Any other questions or comments on the
16 ¢ approved t hose. 16  ones that have zero jobs?
17 MR ADLEY: 17 MR ADLEY:
18 V¢ approved t hose. 18 Qnly one. | really got to ask this. |
19 B GHENG 19 just got to know
20 V¢ have 40 MAs that were received after |20 Qut of these that created zero jobs,
21 the executive order issued on 6/24/2016. 21 there's a conpany here, Dolese Bros., . Helena,
22 ASH Industries does want to defer, 22 whatever it is. It's aready-mx concrete manufacturer.
23 20170187. 23 M WNHAM
24 MR WNDHAM 24 I's there a representative from Dol ese
25 Ckay. \% are on the 40, and | know 25  here?
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1 (No response). 1 Advanced notification.
2 MR ADLEY: 2 MR ADLEY:
3 | just want to make -- I"mtrying to 3 | got that, but this happened since the
4 understand fromthe staff, we received this after 6/24? 4 executive order. If thisis mxing concrete and sending
5 MB. GHENG 5 it out to ajob somewhere that's being poured, |'mgoing
6 Yes, sir. 6 tovote no against that one because | don't think that's
7 MR ADLEY: 7 mnufacturing. |If they' re making those bags or
8 And this is creating a property tax 8 ready-mx concrete that goes off somewhere to be sold,
9 exenption if you run concrete trucks; is that right or 9 that's manufacturing. | get it. | just need to know
10 wong? 10 whichoneit is.
11 M. GHENG 11 M. CLAPINSKI
12 They' ve, | believe -- 12 | don't knowthat we're for sure whether
13 MR ADLEY: 13 it isthemxingtosend out intrucks or it's the bags,
14 Are they manufacturing -- 14 but the definition under the current rules even for
15 MB. CGHENG 15 manufacturing is, "Wrking raw materials by means of
16 | believe they're -- 16 mass or customproduction, including fabrication,
17 MR ADLEY: 17 applying manual labor or machinery into wares suitable
18 -- the package that you buy in the 18 for use or which gives shape, quality or a conbination
19 store? | need to know what's going on here. 19 to matter which already has gone through sone artificial
20 MB. GHENG 20 process. The resulting product must be," quote,
21 They do have a manufacturing NAICS Code. |21 “"suitable for use as manufactured products that are
22 It's not the trucks that are being exenpted because they |22 placed into comerce for sale or sold for the use of a
23 leave the site. 23 conponent of another product to be placed into commerce
24 MR ADLEY: 24 for sale.”
25 That neans that sonebody who nade a cup | 25 And | believe that definitionis based
Page 134 Page 136
1 of coffee inthe cafe gets the same exenption as the guy | 1 upon established cases under the | TEP Programas wel|l as
2 naking concrete. | just don't believe we neant that to 2 the constitutional definition of manufacturing.
3 be manufacturing. |f they're manufacturing these little | 3 MR ADLEY:
4 bags that go to Home Depot or whatever, ready-nmx 4 | got that. That's why we went through
5 concrete, that's a different issue, but if you're 5 the rule change to try to inplenent at |east what the
6 running a concrete truck, | need to knowif thisis 6 Governor thought, but, |ook --
7 about mxing concrete and trucks that's just being 7 M. CLAPINSK :
8 delivered to various different places. 8 Sure. | understand, but what |'m--
9 M5 CHENG 9 MR ADLEY:
10 In the past, they' ve always been 10 Let me say this to you: | knowwhat the
11 allowed -- 11 current rules say. That's what got us in this mess, but
12 MR ADLEY: 12 I"ve been directed and ny concern is | do not believe
13 | understand they have been in the past, |13 running concrete is -- that doesn't mean that everybody
14 but these are after 6/24, aren't they? Did | hear that |14 else has to vote no, but |'mtelling you, mxing
15 right? 15 concrete in cement trucks is not what the people of
16 B GHENG 16  Louisiana believe we ought to be giving the | TEP
17 Yeah, but they don't have advances 17  exenption for. | just don't believe that.
18 either. 18 M. CLAPINSKI
19 MR ADLEY: 19 | understand. And that definitionis
20 They don't what? 20 fromthe current rules that we're followng. Thisis
21 Ms. GHENG 21 not fromthe old rules. These are the ones that we're
22 They don't have advanced notifications. 22 currently --
23 MR ADLEY: 23 M WNHAM
24 They don't have what ? 24 These are the new rul es.
25 M5 CHENG 25 M5, CLAPINSK
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1 And so what |'msaying is that with the 1 MR MLLER
2 manufacturing NAICS code, and -- that is a broad 2 Ckay. But so...
3 definition. That means they take an item they add or 3 MB. CLAPINSK :
4 renove sonething fromit and it becomes a ware suitable 4 Once the rules are final, the Board will
5 for use. 5 no longer see post-6/24 MAs.
6 Just fromthe department's perspective, 6 MR MLLER
7 we don't have that discretionto say -- 7 kay.
8 MR ADLEY: 8 MR WNDHAM
9 V¢ do. That's why |'msitting here and 9 S, please identify yourself.
10 naking the point. Bear with ne. |f you would let us 10 MR DM S
11 argue among oursel ves what we believe it to be, thenwe |11 M nane is WlliamDavis. |'mthe
12 can make that discretion. That's all |'masking. 12 controller of the Supp Corporation. W have an
13 [f under the description of what you 13 application that falls in this group. Respectfully I'd
14 just described, if | own arestaurant and | make coffee |14 like to request that application be deferred for further
15 or | make tea, |'meligible for ITEP. V¢ have to be, in |15 reviewand submssion by the Board, and it's Application
16 ny view very -- under that description you just gave, 16 Nunber 20170150.
17 that's what it does. It takes one thing and makes it 17 MR ADLEY:
18 into something el se. 18 Wiat' s the name of the conpany?
19 SECRETARY Pl ERSON 19 MR DAV S:
20 | would offer that where is the 20 Supp Gorporation.
21 representative of the conpany? The staff is here to 21 MR WNDHAM
22 answer the questions with regards to the rules that we 22 ST-UP-P.
23 are provided. The conpany woul d need to be the one that |23 Two of then?
24 would respond to your specific questions, Senator Adliey. |24 MR DM S
25 MR ADLEY: 25 V¢ have two. (ne with jobs, one
Page 138 Page 140
1 | agree. |s the concrete conpany here? 1 wthout.
2 M WNHAM 2 M WNHAM
3 No.  Nb one stepped forward, so we'll 3 (ne with jobs and one without ?
4 look more into that because there were, in the past, 4 MR DAV S
5 there was sone discussi ons and deci si ons and processes 5 Yes, sir.
6 that determned MDonal ds would not qualify for an 6 MR WNDHAM
7 exenption because it was deened not to be a 7 Al right. You want to defer the 150,
8 mnufacturer. 8 the one that has zero jobs?
9 SENATCR Pl ERSON 9 MR DMV S
10 And as a note to the consensus here in 10 That's correct, sir.
11 the roomtoday howinportant it is to have your clients |11 MR WNDHAM
12 prepared to answer these questions to the Board, 12 Bot h?
13 because, as you can see, the pathway that we've been on |13 MR DAV S
14 inthe past is different than the pathway ve're on 14 No, sir. Just the one wthout jobs,
15 today, and these nenbers want to know specifics about 15 150.
16  the manufacturing operations. 16 MR WNDHAM
17 MR MLLER 17 Al right. V¢ can defer that.
18 Coul d sonmeone on the staff address 18 Motion has been nade by Representative
19 M. Bagert's questions about why we're even considering |19 Carmody; seconded by Secretary Fierson.
20 these MAs when they were filed after 6/24? 20 Any further discussion on that deferral
21 Ms. GHENG 21 of Supp Corporation ending 150?
22 The final rules haven't been 22 (No response.)
23 promulgated. It was stated in the February neeting they |23 MR WNDHAM
24 needed today come to the Board. The Board has to take 24 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
25 action on them They cannot just sit at LED 25 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
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1 MR WNDHAM 1 You' ve got four of themthat you want to
2 Al opposed with a "nay." 2 defer?
3 (No response.) 3 MR WNDHAM
4 MR WNDHAM 4 Do you want to defer all of then?
5 Motion carries. 5 MR MLLS:
6 MR WNDHAM 6 No. Thisisincorrect. |'dliketo go
7 | couldn't understand the nane of the 7 ahead and go forward with Calunet Shreveport Lubricants
8  conpany. 8 & \Vexes that are correct.
9 MR WNDHAM 9 MR WNDHAM
10 S upp. 10 (kay. Because | do have questions about
11 MR ADLEY: 11 those. Al of those have the sane nunber of jobs, 27.
12 Bear with ne, M. Chairman. For sone 12 MR MLLS:
13 reason, | can't hear you. You whisper. 13 That's correct.
14 MR WNDHAM 14 MR WNDHAM
15 Spel | it out. 15 So that's 114 new j obs?
16 MR DAV S: 16 MR MLLS:
17 Supp, ST-UP-P. 17 No, sir. That's, as | understand, that
18 MB. GHENG 18 was ADP payrol | information for the entire plant, 27
19 It's on the second pages of the 19  jobs.
20 applications, 20170150, Supp, S-T-U-P-P, Corporation in |20 MR WNDHAM
21 East Baton Rouge Parish. 21 So that's for the entire plant?
22 MR WNDHAM 22 MR MLLS:
23 Al right. That one has been deferred. 23 That's correct.
24 S, please step forward and identify 24 MR WNDHAM
25  yourself. 25 So sone of these four or three have zero
Page 142 Page 144
1 M MLLS 1 jobs?
2 Good morning. M name is Robert MIIs. 2 MR MLLS
3 I'mwith Calumet Specialty Products in Shreveport, the 3 | cannot answer that question.
4 parent conpany of Calumet Lubricants Conpany and Cal uret 4 MR WNDHAM
5 Shreveport Lubricants & xes. \%& have several 5 But do you want to defer themall?
6 applications in front of you, one of which I found 6 MR MLLS
7 several clerical errorsin, and I'd like to ask for 7 V¢ shoul d defer themall because there
8 deferral of Application 20101889, Cal unet Lubricants 8 were some jobs, but | could not give you that nunber
9 Conpany in Bossier Parish. There were sone nunbers 9 today.
10 carried over fromother applications that are incorrect. |10 MR WNDHAM
11 W' dlike to bring that back to you, please. 11 Al right. So Calunmet is requesting
12 MR ADLEY: 12 that all of their applications be deferred.
13 M. MIls, as | understand, | remenber 13 MR MLLS
14 you had a coupl e applications. You had one that has 14 Yes, sir, please.
15 sonme jobs and one that didn't. 15 MR WNDHAM
16 MR MLLS 16 Motion by Representative Carnody;
17 It's Calunet Lubricant's application, 17 seconded by Dr. WI son.
18  which shows an error, 27 enpl oyees. That shoul d be 18 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye" for
19 zero. And full-tine enployees in the plant, that nunber |19 that deferral.
20 was carried over fromanother location as well. 275is |20 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
21 incorrect. It's goingto be -- | don't have that exact 21 MR WNDHAM
22 nunber. It's going to be maybe 125. And construction 22 Al opposed with a "nay."
23 jobsisincorrect. That was carried over froma prior |23 (No response.)
24 application. 24 MR WNDHAM
25 MR ADLEY: 25 Motion carries.
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1 MR MLLS: 1 was a Mscel laneous Capital Addition application that
2 Thank you. 2 was received after the executive order.
3 MR WNDHAM 3 I's there a motion to deny?
4 Calunet is deferred. 4 Made by M. Mller.
5 Now, we still have a motion on the floor | 5 I's there a second?
6 for the ones that have zero jobs to be denied because 6 (No response.)
7 they were filed after the date and had zero jobs. 7 MR WNDHAM
8 Any further discussion fromthe public 8 It was made after the executive order.
9 concerning that notion? 9 MHAs are no nore.
10 (No response.) 10 MR BARHAM
11 MR ADLEY: 11 Ckay. Al right.
12 And all these vere filed after June the |12 MR WNDHAM
13 24th? 13 Seconded by M. Fajardo.
14 MR WNDHAM 14 I's there any conment fromthe public
15 These have al | been filed between -- 15 concerning Bancroft Bag motion to deny?
16 MB. CGHENG 16 (No response.)
17 Yes. These were all filed after June 17 MR WNDHAM
18 the 24th. V¢ cannot not accept them because the final 18 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
19  rules haven't been promul gated. 19 (No response.)
20 MR WNDHAM 20 MR WNDHAM
21 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 21 | think we'll have to do a rollcall
22 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 22 vote.
23 MR WNDHAM 23 MR FAVALCRO
24 Al opposed with a "nay." 24 M. Adley.
25 MR ADLEY: 25 MR WNDHAM
Page 146 Page 148
1 No. This was a deferral; is that 1 ["msorry. V& have questions.
2 correct? 2 Yes, Dr. WIson.
3 MR WNDHAM 3 DR WLSON
4 No. This was for denial. 4 Do the rules call for whether or --
5 MR ADLEY: 5 MR WNDHAM
6 Ch, no, if it's for denial, no. I'mfor | 6 That is ny understanding of the new
7 that. Don't tell himl saidthat. |'mfor that. 7 rules.
8 MR WNDHAM 8 B GHENG
9 For the record, Robert is not voting 9 V¢ have to take these up because the new
10 against denying. Heis voting to deny the ones that had |10 rules have not been promul gated and we cannot hold on to
11 zero jobs. FRobert Adley. 11 themat LED The Board has to take action on them
12 Motion carries. 12 M WNHAM
13 Now, we'll take up the ones that had 13 M. Ml one.
14 jobs that were Mscellaneous Capital Additions starting |14 MB. MALONE:
15 wvith the, | guess, Bancroft, all of the ones -- M. 15 Do we have to take action individual ly?
16 Cheng, all of the ones with zero jobs have been denied 16 MR WNDHAM
17 unless they were deferred. 17 There are sorme | believe that would |ike
18 B GHENG 18 to have their voices heard.
19 20170138, Bancroft Bag, Inc. in Quachita |19 SECRETARY Pl ERSON
20 Parish. 20 So woul d you take those that are present
21 M WNHAM 21 and --
22 So it had six jobs. 22 MR WNDHAM
23 I's there a representative fromBancroft |23 That will be fine. Good idea. Al
24 Bag? 24 right.
25 Again, 1'mgoing to point this out, this |25 MR FABRA
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Page 149 Page 151
1 Just a question for clarity for ne, M. 1 your investment, you then applied by March 31st of the
2 Chairman. |f the newrules are not promul gated, does 2 followng year. So that's the reason that this
3 the executive order take preference? | nean, |'mjust, 3 application cane after the executive order, although
4 you know 4 this investnent was all made in advance. So that's why
5 MR WNDHAM 5 we're here today in this position.
6 ["'mgoing to let the attorneys -- 6 This was a $3.5-nillion investnent that
7 MR ADLEY: 7 resulted in six direct newjobs. This was work that was
8 Just to make this clear, regardl ess of 8 being done in Texas. V¢ brought work back to Louisiana
9 whether the rules have been promul gated or not, when it 9 through this under this Century Marketing Sol utions.
10 hits his desk, he's going to act according to these new | 10 MR ADLEY:
11 rules. W can dance around it all we want to, and if 11 So, in essence, what has occurred with
12 you want to send it to him that's fine, but he's going |12 your applicationis no different than what had occurred
13 tofollowthe rules and I'mgoing to vote with him 13 with those that we took up earlier that were actually
14 MB. CLAPINSK : 14 filed and conpleted prior to 24th where we said if
15 So the executive order right nowis in 15 they're tied to jobs, we accept it. If they don't have
16 place governs what the Governor said his action will be |16 any jobs, we don't. It's ny understanding that you have
17 onthese itens. The rules were witten to be in 17 added new j obs.
18 conpliance with the executive order, so right now the 18 M. MANN
19 rules do not hind the Board to deny, but the intention 19 Qorrect.
20 of the Governor, even if they hit his desk, is to deny 20 MR ADLEY:
21 these applications. 21 And so if you were in that rule, by our
22 MR FABRA 22 own action, we woul d have approved that.
23 Thank you. 23 MB. MANN
24 MR WNDHAM 24 Qorrect.
25 Al right. Inthis case, we're goingto |25 MR ADLEY:

Page 150 Page 152
1 divert fromthis. ¢ are going to have the peopl e that 1 And | have to tell you, | don't think
2 would like to speak that are on this list for 2 that the Governor's office has any objection whatsoever
3 Mscellaneous Capital Additions made during the year 3 todoing that with your application sinply because that
4 2016, application submtted tinely, to plead their case 4 s what we had done with the others.
5 specifically to their own applications. 5 MR WNDHAM
6 MR MANN 6 Al right. Thank you, M. Adley.
7 Good norning.  Melissa Mann with 7 Representative Carmody.
8  CenturyLink. 8 MR CARMDY:
9 CenturyLink made this invest ment 9 Yes, sir. I'll go ahead and nove in
10 beginning in January of 2016 -- 10 favor of Century Marketing Solutions in that they
11 MR WNDHAM 11 created jobs.
12 Wi ch one are we doing? Is this 12 MR WNDHAM
13 Marketing? 13 Al right. Seconded by Secretary
14 Ve GHENG 14 PFierson.
15 This is 20170114, Century Marketing 15 Any conments fromthe public?
16 Solutions in Quachita Parish. 16 P ease step forward. Pl ease identify
17 MR WNDHAM 17 yourself.
18 M ease proceed, M. Mann. 18 MR BAGERT:
19 M. MANN 19 Roderick Bagert with Together Louisiana.
20 As | said, this project was started 20 There's a strange sensation of being in
21 January of 2016. The installation was conpleted in My |21 this situation because at some point one starts to hope
22 of 2016, then the, you know the executive order came 22 that some things are settled, and the Governor's
23 out in June 24th of 2016, so this project, the 23 executive order couldn't be nore clear and explicit on
24 investnment was made in advance of the executive order, 24 directly this point. Section 2 reads, "For all pending
25 but under the previous process with MAs, when you made |25 contractural applications for which no advanced
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Page 153 Page 155
1 notificationis required under the rules of the Board of 1 yes. |If they don't create jobs, no. | went tothis
2 Commerce & Industry, except for such contracts that 2 application and | ooked to make sure jobs were being
3 provide for newjobs at conpleted manufacturing plants 3 created here, and | see that they are. Sois your
4 or establishnents. This order is effective 4 objection to the fact that the jobs that they were Iying
5 immediately." And then further on, it explicitly says, 5 onjobsorisit that you're saying this is not
6 “"Any further applications submtted subsequent to June 6 manufacturing?
7 24th, 2016 that are Mscel | aneous Capital Additions that 7 MR BAGERT:
8 do not have advanced notices are no longer eligible." 8 The standard of job creation or no job
9 (n the day that the Governor announced 9 creationisin play in the executive order for
10 and signed his executive order, he sat right there and 10 Mscel l aneous Capital Addition applications subnitted
11 he said, "W have scratched the constitutional 11 prior to June 24th, 2016. That standard i s not rel evant
12 definition of addition and expansi on beyond al | 12 to applications submtted subsequent to June 24th, 2016.
13 reasonable interpretation.” \Were routine replacements |13 This application was subnmtted subsequent to June 24th,
14 of nachinery are being considered additions and 14 2016, therefore, the distinction between whether or not
15  expansions of new manufacturing, this entire category of |15 it created jobs isn't relative in the viewof the
16 Industrial Tax Exenption, one could argue is not 16 Governor's executive order. It is a newapplication
17 acceptabl e under the constitution. 17 subnitted after the Governor's executive order. The
18 The Governor now has said, "V¢'re 18 executive order applies Mscellaneous Capital Additions
19 setting the deadline. Any created jobs -- that created |19 for when the initial exenption was submtted shoul d not
20 jobs before that we can consider." This is clearly not 20 beeligible.
21 aninthat category. This was not subnitted at the tine |21 MR WNDHAM
22 that the Governor signed his executive order, and to 22 Secretary Pierson.
23 make this exception would be to do something that this 23 SECRETARY Pl ERSON
24 Board has not yet done, which was to explicitly and 24 | hear part of your argument as an
25 directly counteract the intention of the Governor. 25 interpretation of what the Governor seeks to address
Page 154 Page 156
1 MR Pl ERSON 1 here. The Governor will get that chance. This wll
2 You said she said January ' 16, not 2 pass across his desk. It's a notion and we're happy to
3 January '17. 3 receive the discussion today, but it's the Board that's
4 MR BAGERT: 4 taking that position as to their interpretation of this.
5 Wen she nade the investnments. Wen 5 W're seeing jobs cone to Louisiana fromTexas that are
6 they made the investnent, not the subnission of 6 created by this investment that was noney spent, the
7 application. Mst of the MAs are retroactive in terns 7 pathway forward prior to this executive order being at
8 of when the actual investnents were being nade. This 8 issue. So we recognize the difference of opinion, but
9 entire year we'll see McAs or applications submtted in 9 wedon't have the final say. Thisis part of the
10 Calendar Year 2017 on investnents nade in the prior 10  process.
11 calendar year because that's how MCAs are structured. 11 MR BARHAM
12 Sotocreate this | oophol e would be to say, "V¢ are 12 And in this case, all of the work was
13 going to have a different interpretation fromwhat the 13 conpleted prior to the executive order being issued.
14 Qvernor said and we're not going to nake it not when 14 MR BAGERT:
15 they were submitted, but when the investments vere 15 Under that standard, M scellaneous
16 made," which is categorically not what the Governor's 16 Capital Additions would still apply for tinein
17 executive order intended. 17 nourning, but this is a very troubling precedent and
18 MR ADLEY: 18 sonething this Board has not yet done.
19 ['mgoing to back up and make it very 19 SECRETARY Pl ERSON
20 clear that the Governor felt very strongly that those 20 So they'Il sign themin the future as
21 that -- we never expected nor sawthose that came in did |21 projects because they' |l knowthat they're projects, and
22 the work before and then they filed at the end because 22 that's the way that we'll want them packaged and t hey
23 that the process. Wen | discussed this issue with him |23 wll file advanced notifications and they will cone to
24 the language that you just read a minute ago about jobs, |24 us with nore than five jobs and they' Il qualify.
25 what he pointed to, he told ne, if they create jabs, 25 MR WNDHAM
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1 M. Mller. 1 Al infavor of -- I'msorry. G back
2 MR MLLER 2 tothe notion. The notion was to approve all of the
3 M question is for Century Marketing. 3 ones with jobs.
4 Thisis aproject. It wasn't 4 Any further discussions?
5 necessarily a Mscellaneous Capital Addition; is that 5 (No response.)
6 correct? It was going to be under $5-nillion, so you 6 MR WNDHAM
7 didn't have to do an advanced notification. 7 Fromthe public?
8 MB. MANN 8 Yes, one nore gentlenan that wants to
9 That is correct. This was a new 9 address the board.
10 investnent, a new project that we felt was under the 10 ["msorry. This oneis Century
11 $5-nillion threshold, so we went through the MCA 11 Marketing specific. Let's do Century Marketing
12 process. 12 specifically.
13 MR MLLER 13 Question has been cal | ed.
14 Ckay. If so, | think that answers ny 14 Al in favor of passing the request for
15 question. It's a brand newproject. It's not even a 15 exenption for Century Marketing Sol utions indicate wth
16  Mscel | aneous Capital Addition. 16 an "aye."
17 MR WNDHAM 17 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
18 That's what |'mreading here. 18 MR WNDHAM
19 MR MLLER 19 Al opposed.
20 It was a small project and so... 20 (No response.)
21 MR WNDHAM 21 MR WNDHAM
22 It says, Century Marketing Sol utions 22 Motion carries.
23 placed in service two new pi eces of equipment in 2016 to | 23 Al right. So are there any other
24 further enhance their operations and allowthemto nmake |24 nenbers of the public that are here associated wth
25 consuner demand." This Board encourages that. | nean, 25 Mscellaneous Capital Additions that created jobs who
Page 158 Page 160
1 that's what we're here for, to meet consuner demand, 1 would like to address this situation? If so, please
2 create jobs. 2 cone forvard.
3 M MLLER 3 Sr.
4 And | guess that's it. 4 MR DAV S
5 M. Roderick, you're asking us -- in 5 M nane is WlliamDavis. |'mwith the
6 nmeetings previously you asked us to put it in front of 6 Stupp Qorporation. This is inregards to Application
7 the Gvernor and do something different, don't just 7 20170149, what's called as a Mscel | aneous Capital
8 followrules. That's what we're doing. W're takingon | 8 Addition. This is new nanufacturing capacity. It is
9 our responsibility to the Board what we believe is 9 not replacement. It is not environnental requirenents.
10 beneficial to Louisiana, and | believe these people cane |10 It does provide six new jobs, and production was
11 ingood faith, did everything they thought they were 11 conpl eted in 2016.
12 supposed to do. If they had done just an advance 12 MR WNDHAM
13 notification, even though it was under $5-million, 13 And when was it conpl et ed?
14 they'd be fine right now There wouldn't be any 14 MR DAV S
15 question whatever. And there's a lot of these questions | 15 In June of 2016, and | don't have the
16 in neetings before that many of these Mscel|aneous 16 exact date unfortunately. | knowit falls within a very
17 Capital Additions truly are projects, they just dont -- 17 tine linited.
18 they're going in underneath, so they just didit this 18 MR ADLEY:
19 way and they added themup. So | think this is one of 19 You' re suggesting to us that you're
20 those exceptions. You don't nake rules for the 20 creating new jobs, but your application says zero; is
21 exception. You have rules, then there are exceptions. 21 that correct?
22 M WNHAM 22 MR DAV S
23 Al right. Question's been called. 23 No, sir. It says six. The application
24 Any further discussion? 24 says six.
25 (No response.) 25 B GHENG
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Page 161 Page 163
1 V¢ deferred the one that had zero jobs, 1 Any comments fromthe public?
2 and we |eft the one that -- 2 ["msorry.
3 MR ADLEY: 3 MR FAJARDQ
4 You created six jobs? 4 | want to make it clear. | knowthat we
5 MR DM S 5 have two applications, so we're going to defer the one
6 Yes, sir. 6 application, but we're denying the other?
7 MR ADLEY: 7 MR WNDHAM
8 VW're fixing to approve it. 8 No. Utimately both of themwll be
9 MR DM S 9 deferred for no job creation.
10 Ch, I"'msorry. That wasn't ny 10 MR FAJARDQ
11 understandi ng. 11 Ckay. |'mjust naking sure.
12 MR WNDHAM 12 MR WNDHAM
13 But | think that's part of the 13 Qorrect.
14 confusion, Robert. It still had to be conpleted before | 14 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
15  June 24th. Al of the rest of these had to be conpleted | 15 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
16 before June 24th, also. Even though these created jobs, | 16 MR WNDHAM
17 June 24th is the drop dead date. 17 Al opposed with a "nay."
18 In the case of Century Marketing, their 18 (No response.)
19 project was initiated and conpleted prior to June 24th, 19 MR WNDHAM
20 Yours is going to need to be evidenced that you were 20 Motion carries.
21 conpleted before June 24th. 21 MR DM S
22 MR DM S 22 Thank you.
23 The project was initiated in 2015, but 23 MR WNDHAM
24 it wasn't conpleted until June 2016. 24 Now, we have the ones -- |'msorry.
25 MR WNDHAM 25 Pease step forward, identify yourself and your

Page 162 Page 164
1 Before June 24th? 1 application.
2 MR DAV S 2 MR PATE
3 | can't confirmthat date, 3 Good morning, or good afternoon, |
4 unfortunately. 4 guess, now M nane is Bob Pate. |'mthe Accounting
5 MR WNDHAM 5 Manager for FM Shipyard & Repair.
6 | think that's an inportant factor. 6 MR WNDHAM
7 MR DAV S 7 FMI.  That's Application Nunber
8 | understand. And it wasn't -- because 8 20170084, FMI Shipyard & Repair.
9 it was under $5-nillion, it wasn't filed with an advance | 9 MR PATE
10 notification attached. It was filed as an individual 10 That is correct. Thank you. Thank you
11 project, but it is -- it's a standal one, new expansion 11 for allowing ne to speak today. | just want to point
12 in a manufacturing capacity of the current existing one. |12 out a couple of things in our application. Yes, we did
13 MR WNDHAM 13 add jobs. V¢ added a newdivision to our conpany. \¢
14 So what's the pleasure of the Board? 14 added approxinately 30 jobs with this new division of
15 The notion has been nade to defer the 15  building 120-foot tow boats. These jobs were noved from
16  Stupp application until you can validate and verify the |16 Aabama to Louisiana. V¢ do think that's inportant.
17 conpl etion date. 17 The jobs -- excuse me. The process of naking these
18 MR DAV S 18 asset acquisitions was begun approxinately January 1st,
19 Yes, sir. 19 2016. There were nunerous conponents to this. There
20 MR WNDHAM 20 was equipment. There were |and inprovenents that wvere
21 Second by Dr. Wlson. The notion was 21 nade. Sone of those inprovenents -- and there is a list
22 nade by Robert Barham M. Barham 22 that was attached to the application. Sabs that had to
23 Any further discussion? 23 be constructed, electrical inprovenents that had to be
24 (No response.) 24 nade, gas line expansions. That, in total, took, that
25 MR WNDHAM 25 was approxinately a mllion two of the 2.5-nillion just
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1 in those conponents. 1 M. CLAPI N :
2 That's not sonething that | can go buy 2 Seve, we don't have a quorum
3 off the shelf. It takes a period of tine, and I'm 3 MR WNDHAM
4 willingto-- | didn't look at the dates here, but they 4 | don't think we have a quorum They'Il
5 were begun in January, probably did not conplete prior 5 be back in a nonent.
6 to June 24th. Ckay? 6 So a lot of our quorum we were talking
7 And, inaddition, the equipnent that was | 7 about FMI Shipyard & Repairs and a notion was nade to
8 purchased here, there was one itemhere, $832,000 for a 8 approve it inits entirety and | would like to entertain
9 used crane. That was purchased in March of 2016. The 9 adiscussion on that concerning what was spent.
10 application for Mscellaneous Capital Additions does not | 10 M. Pierson, you want to talk about it
11 require a date or list adate. 1'd be happy to go back |11 or you want ne to -- okay.
12 and do that if that makes a difference in whether our 12 So the notion has been made to approve
13 application woul d be approved, denied or deferred. 13 itinitsentirety, and it's been properly seconded to
14 As far as -- 14 approve inits entirety. The question that | have for
15 MR WNDHAM 15 this Board is maybe a substitute motion. The dollars
16 So let ne ask you this related to the 16 that were spent for assets that were received prior to
17 crane. Wre you able to place the crane in service 17 the issuance of the executive order, that those be
18 prior to the conpletion of the rest of the construction? |18 approved if it's not. M. Bank, if it's 90 percent,
19 MR PATE 19 thenit's 90 percent. If it's 20 percent, thenit's 20
20 Yes, sir, we vere. 20 percent. But going back and forth in ny head, |
21 MR WNDHAM 21 understand the executive order, but our industries and
22 And did you? 22 our conpanies who real |y do val ue spent money during
23 MR PATE 23 that period of tine, and if they had known that this
24 Yes, we did. Yes. It was delivered 24 executive order was comng, then the could have filed an
25 early April 2016. V¢ purchased it, it was purchased 25 advance or they woul d have filed an advance and then
Page 166 Page 168
1 froman out-of-state conpany, so it would qualify for 1 everything woul d have been eligibl e because these were
2 Industrial Tax Exenption, and it was purchased prior to 2 projects. So that's ny thought.
3 April -- excuse me. VEll, in March of 2016 and was 3 Any discussion on that?
4 delivered April. It was on eight trucks that it had to 4 (No response.)
5 be delivered to our physical |ocation. 5 MR WNDHAM
6 Soit, again, we were within the rules 6 | have to get a second. | don't know --
7 at thetime, and the rules say that if it's less than 7 MR FABRA
8 $5-nillian, you accumulate all of the purchases and then | 8 M. Chairman, | just got this little
9 apply once after yearend and prior to March 31st of the 9 point of information. | nean, if we are going to
10 followng year, which is what we did. So | would ask 10 continue to | ook at each one of these applications on an
11 your consideration that we were within the rules. W 11 individual basis, then we can't do a clean sweep. W&
12 had no prior know edge of the Governor's decision to 12 are going to have to ook at each one and find out the
13 change the rules after the fact. And, you know | 13 exact conpletion date of each project. | nean, if we
14 understand why you' re making these decisions, and God 14 are going to go through that process, you know if it's
15 bless the -- but we woul d appreciate your consideration |15 got to neet that certain deadline, then we have to give
16 of this activity. 16 that consideration. | was under the inpression that --
17 MR WNDHAM 17 | understand the fact that the MCAs in conpliance with
18 Are there any questions by any Board 18 the executive order are they're gone after that said
19  rmenbers of M. Pate? 19 date, but | do understand that it was discussed that if
20 Motion has been made to approve by 20 the Governor |ooks at these applications and these are
21 M. Fabra 21 projects, not additions, and it creates jobs, then |
22 I's there a second? 22 don't think he's going to have any issues wth action
23 Seconded by M. WIIians. 23 taken on job creation.
24 And that's to approve it inits 24 So I'mjust kind of confused on back and
25 entirety. 25 forth, you know first a clean sweep on a notion, if it

T

ToRRES REPORTING 85 ASSOCIATES, .

COURT REPORTING & LITIGATION SERVICES
www.torresreporting.com
1.866.982.6878 Toll Free

Baton Rouge, LA
225.751.0732
225.752.7308 FAX

New Orleans, LA
504.392.4791
504.392.4852 FAX



http://www.torresreporting.com/



MEETING MINUTES

April 26, 2017
Pages 169..172

Page 169 Page 171
1 creates job now there's sone deadlines involved, and, 1 position and strengthen our conpany growth in the IBC
2 you know Soif wearegoingtodoit, let's go 2 nmarket. IBCis internediate nediate bulk containers.
3 individually and | ook at the conpletion dates of each 3 V¢ sell to chemcal conpanies for hygroscopic resins.
4 project, or if the Gvernor's not going to have an issue | 4 V¢ also are entering and growing into
5 and it creates jobs, let's just do a clean sweep across 5 the market for aseptic and non-aseptic food products.
6 the board and nove forward. 6 Thisis not a narket that we've served heavily in the
7 MR WNDHAM 7 past, but we've invested a lot into this narket, and
8 Al right. So as we pointed out, we do 8 while we did create six jobs last year, we invested
9 have a notion and a second on FMI. There's no 9 heavily in equipment. You have to understand the
10 substitute notions onit, so we'll call for the vote. 10 testing process in order to get into this market,
11 Al in favor of approval for FMI 11 because what you woul d do, you woul d probably nost
12 Shipyard & Repair, indicate with an "aye." 12 likely and what we have done is we wll hand nake five
13 (Several menbers respond "aye.) 13 to 10 packages and send to a food conpany and they will
14 MR WNDHAM 14 test those. |f we pass that test, then the next year --
15 Al opposed with a "nay." 15 and we're talking about the harvest seasons of oranges
16 (No response.) 16 or tomatoes or sweet potatoes and all kinds of fruits.
17 MR WNDHAM 17 And so then the next season, you may get to test 100
18 Motion carries. FM is approved. 18 liners, and if you pass that, then you get maybe 10, 000
19 | think that is what | was tryingtodo |19 liners. And so it nay be four years past your
20 is have the conpanies that were here cone up and plead 20 investrment where we will receive job growth tied to our
21 their cases. The conpanies that are not here -- are 21 investment, soit's alag there. This makes it very
22 there any other conpanies that have not been heard. |f 22 difficult for ne to show these jobs that we are hoping
23 so, raise your hand. 23 to create because, right now we're sold out on the
24 (e, two. Just two conpanies. Sowe're |24 first ship and we certainly hope and expect, you know
25 kind of going along that line, and then we'll have to 25 if our studies cone through, that we will be able to
Page 170 Page 172
1 decide what we'll do with the ones that are not here and | 1 sell out the second and third shipnent of those
2 arenot pleading their case. 2 machines, and that's what our goal is.
3 Mam if you'll please step forward, 3 MR ADLEY:
4 and, sir, if you'll be on deck. 4 Ma'am ['mgoing to say this because |
5 M. 5 just think the comttee needs to hear this. A noment
6 ['mMelinda Maxwell. ' mthe F nancial 6 ago when we had our vote, our 9/6 vote, since that tine,
7 Director with Shield Pack in Vst Mnroe. 7 1'vejust kind of sat here and just waited for things to
8 MR WNDHAM 8 play out and let the Board do whatever it's going to do,
9 ["msorry. \Mich one? 9 but I'mhere totell you that when it gets to the
10 M. MAXVEELL: 10 Qvernor's desk, there is no assurance that he's not
11 Shield Pack in Vést Mnroe. 11 going to expressly interpret his executive order. So,
12 MB. GHENG 12 you know you can do whatever you want to. It's still
13 That's 20170083, Shield Pack, LLCin 13 got togotohim and | just didn't want to get your
14 Quachita Parish. 14 hopes that the Board's doing things with no assurance
15 MR ADLEY: 15 that it's going to the Governor's approval .
16 The nane agai n, pl ease. 16 MB. MAXVEELL:
17 Ms. GHENG 17 You know, if | had a project that had
18 Shiel d Pack. 18 started, and sone of these things that are included here
19 MB. MAXVEELL: 19 started early in last year, prior to the executive
20 Sield Pack, Shield, SHI-EL-D 20 order, there was no opportunity for ne to file an
21 MR WNDHAM 21 advanced notification because | was already into the
22 Al right. @ ahead, ma'am Don't wait |22 project.
23 on e to be | ooking. 23 MR ADLEY:
24 MB. MAXVELL: 24 R ght.
25 Ckay. V¢ nade several additions to 25 MB. MAXVEELL:
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1 So | did not have the opportunity to 1 application, so even though the noney was spent in ' 16,
2 filethat. 2 the process started in ' 15.
3 MR ADLEY: 3 MR WNDHAM
4 Let me just -- when | read your 4 But it still would have been, in ny
5 application, which there's not many of theml| didn't 5 eyes, had to have been spent before the June 24th
6 have questions on, | didn't have any on yours because it 6 deadline, which everyone knew They knew after June
7 clearly looked |ike you were doing the right thing, for 7 24th MCAs are ineligible. Soif soneone wanted to do
8 whatever it's worth. 8 sonething in that period of tine, they --
9 NS MAXVELL: 9 ME. MAXVELL:
10 Thank you. 10 [t's not like a down paynment on a piece
11 MR WNDHAM 11 of equipnent in Mrch and receive that piece of
12 Any other questions by any of the Board |12 equipment until Decenber and it may not get installed,
13 nenbers? 13 so that, you know |'ve got long time periods here that
14 (No response.) 14 |"mdealing wth.
15 MR WNDHAM 15 MR WNDHAM
16 Do you have your expenditures scheduled | 16 Sure. | understand.
17 in when you put that equi pnent into service? |'mgoing |17 M. MAXVEELL:
18 to go back on that a hit because | do believe that's a 18 But definitely, we are, you know, we
19 factor on howthis is done for this Board. 19 want to grow our business and we're investing a lot of
20 MB. MAXVELL: 20 noney.
21 Wen it's conpleted, no. | don't have 21 MR WNDHAM
22 the schedules with ne, no, but it was conpleted, you 22 V¢ want you to, too. Please don't take
23 know during this period. 23 this --
24 MR WNDHAM 24 NS MAXVELL:
25 During the entire year? 25 V' re really working on that one.
Page 174 Page 176
1 MB. MAXVELL: 1 M WNHAM
2 Yeah. 2 -- this line of questioning being
3 M WNHAM 3 opposed. V¢ want to support you.
4 So | hate to say this, and being -- 4 So is there a motion or is there a
5 M. MAXVEELL: 5 discussion on the remaining ones in addition to this
6 | know one | arge piece of equi pnent was, 6 one?
7 | think it was, pretty early. V& spend anywhere from 7 (I'naudi bl e.)
8 probably 40 to $120,000 on nol ds because every different 8 That's why we need verification that the
9 customer that we go to has a different filling equi pnent 9 investments they made prior to the executive order,
10 and we have to make molds, and so those were investnents |10 whichis --
11 that we're making throughout the year and had several of |11 MB. MAXVEELL:
12 those injection molds, equipnent. 12 Wis it made or was it started prior to
13 MR WNDHAM 13 that.
14 | guess without know ng that, 1'm 14 MR BARHAM
15 reluctant to approve these because these expenditures 15 If you make a deposit, you said you made
16  coul d have began, you know, July the 1st and been on the |16 a deposit.
17 second half of year and people are just rolling the 17 MB. MAXVEELL:
18 dice. | don't feel that that's fair to put the Governor | 18 ["'msorry. | can't understand you.
19 inthat position. | don't feel it's fair tothis Board. |19 MR BARHAM
20 So without knowi ng that infornation personally, I'm 20 ['msorry. You said you nade a deposit.
21 reluctant to vote for them 21 You believe you nade a deposit.
22 MB. MAXVELL: 22 MB. MAXVELL:
23 | do think what we spent |ast year would |23 V¢ do that frequently.
24 have been budgeted in the previous year, so it would 24 MR BARHAM
25 have been budgeted at the end of 2015 for the 2016 25 You want to defer and come back and
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1 warrant to us the tine that you' re looking at on your 1 upwerds of 5-mllion bucks on sone things that really
2 investnents? 2 hel ped our manufacturing facility and hel ped out our
3 M. MAXVEELL: 3 local econony. Again, going back to the Iady who was
4 Yeah, we can give atine limt on, you 4 before me, you know these projects were conpleted at
5 know everything, definitely, you know fromthe tine 5 different tines during 2016. They weren't all conpl eted
6 that, you know, that the plans were drawn for and then, 6 before or after June. If that has any inpact.
7 you know, the initial down paynents to the delivery to 7 V¢ al so nade a general rule of thunb
8 the final selection. 8 where we could use local suppliers and |ocal vendors to
9 MR WNDHAM 9 conplete these projects. | have a listing of alot of
10 V¢ have a notion to defer nade by 10 those that we used and | think we submtted on our
11 M. Barham seconded by Representative Carnody. 11 application or sone backup docunentation. V¢ just want
12 Any further discussions on the deferral? | 12  you guys to consider us for acceptance of our
13 (No response.) 13 application.
14 MR WNDHAM 14 MR WNDHAM
15 Al in favor of the deferral, indicate 15 Al right. Thank you.
16 wth an "aye." 16 Any questions by any of the Board
17 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 17 nenbers?
18 MR WNDHAM 18 MR ADLEY:
19 Al opposed with a "nay." 19 | show zero jobs; is that right?
20 (No response.) 20 MR DM D
21 MR WNDHAM 21 That is correct, no additional jobs, but
22 Motion carries. V& | ook forward to 22 we do enpl oy about 170 people. These were all capital
23 seeing you back here in June. 23 projects to help us out in manufacturing, becone nore
24 Al right. V& have -- there's some 24 efficient, things like that, but, no, no direct hires
25 nore? |'msorry. (ne more person. 25  because of this.

Page 178 Page 180
1 Ch, yes, sir. Please step forvard. 1 MR ADLEY:
2 MR 2 Add when you say you manufacturing salt,
3 Good af t er noon. 3 just give me sone exanple. | assune you you're not
4 MR WNDHAM 4 nmaking salt. Wat are you doing?
5 P ease identify yourself and who you 5 MR DM D
6 represent. 6 V¢ mne salt.
7 MR 7 MR ADLEY:
8 M nane is Bernie David. | represent 8 You mne salt?
9 Conpass Mneral's Loui si ana. 9 MR DM D
10 MR WNDHAM 10 Yes, sir. W are asalt nmine, soveare
11 CQonpass, GOMP-ASS? 11 aunique, | suppose, type of industry for Louisiana
12 MR DM D 12 because there's not a whole ot of salt mnes, but part
13 Yes, sir. 13 of our operation, | suppose, could be considered nining
14 MR WNDHAM 14 and sone have, and the other part can be consi dered
15 Al right. Bear with us. 15  manufacturing. V' re underground and we're actual ly
16 Ms. GHENG 16 drilling and blasting for salt. V& runit through
17 20170169, Conpass Mneral s Loui si ana, 17 different processes and then ship it out. That part |
18 Inc. in . Mry Parish. 18  think woul d be considered manuf act uring.
19 MR WNDHAM 19 MR WNDHAM
20 Al right. G ahead. 20 But if you look at the other
21 MR DM D 21 applications that the Board has decided to either defer
22 V¢ just want to say couple things about 22 or grant, they were all tied tojobs. You're telling us
23 our application. V¢ as you'll see on our application, 23 there are no jobs associated with this one?
24 we did not add any full-time jobs because of any these 24 MR DM D
25 capital inproverments, but we did spend, you know 25 No, sir. That is correct. MNow that
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1 doesn't nean that potentially because of this in the 1 showing what the applicant wll provide to the State as
2 future, we nmay have sone jobs because of this, but right 2 well as what the Sate is providing to the applicant is
3 now no. 3 certainly sonething that ought to be very seriously
4 MR ADLEY: 4 considered by this Board. And since the executive order
5 | got it. Thank you. | appreciate your | 5 s ineffect and the Gvernor's going to be | ook at
6 honesty. Thank you very much. 6 those issues, | particularly think that's inportant, as
7 MR WNDHAM 7 well as, of course, which we've talked about a lot in
8 | believe we've already voted on the 8 consideration of the coomittee, the commssion's, rules,
9 ones that had zero jobs. 9 the whole idea of what do the Iocal governments have to
10 MB. GHENG 10 say about this.
11 That's correct. 11 So | just wanted to say, the executive
12 MR WNDHAM 12 order isin effect. There's an exception because we
13 | thought so. 13 know the ones here that were filed before June the 24th
14 I's there any action to reconsider this 14 and that did provide for jobs. Aside fromthat, there's
15  one? 15 no exceptions, so that's what the Governor has said.
16 (No response.) 16 Thank you.
17 MR WNDHAM 17 MR WNDHAM
18 No. 18 Thank you very much, M. Dunn.
19 Thank you for your comments. 19 Are there any other questions at this
20 MR DAVID 20 tine fromthe Board?
21 Al right. Thank you. 21 (No response.)
22 MR WNDHAM 22 MR WNDHAM
23 Anyone el se fromthe public for any of 23 Al right. A this time, we had a few
24 the jobs or any of the conpani es? 24 of the outliers and ones that did not have
25 P ease step forward. | know you're not 25 representation here to address, so the Board now needs
Page 182 Page 184
1 wth a conpany. Please step forward, identify yourself. 1 to consider. ¢ had a package of zero jobs that had
2 M. DUN\ 2 been elinmnated. V¢'ve had some deferrals. W¢'ve
3 M nane is Ann Dunn and |'mwith 3 approved one or two or three, but now we have sone
4 Together Louisiana and this is just a general comment on | 4 conpanies that were not represented here today, they do
5 all of these that have been received after June the 5 have jobs that they indicate that they have, but we
6 24th. Toreiterate what the executive order says, the 6 don't know about the timng. \é don't have the ability
7 CGovernor very specifically says the applications for 7 to address the conpany specifically, so the Board is
8 Mscellaneous Capital Additions wll not be approved or 8 going to have to consider how they wish to proceed.
9 issued contracts by the Governor, and there's, of 9 Representative Carnody.
10 course, an exception for those that were pending and 10 MR CARMDY:
11 were filed before the June the 24th, but that does not 11 | woul d make a motion that these
12 apply to these. 12 applicants did showthat they did create jobs, but
13 | also want to point out that the 13 they're not here today, to go ahead and defer themto
14 executive order also requires in Sections 5 6 and 7 14 allowthemto come back before the Board and expl ain.
15 that the application include a cooperative endeavor 15 MR WNDHAM
16 agreement with the Sate on a part of the applicant and | 16 Al right. And we'll notify them
17 have an exhibit show ng the approval of the |ocal 17 MR CARMDY:
18 governnent, and | know the rules are not yet in effect, 18 Yes.
19  but the whole concept is a cooperative endeavor 19 MR WNDHAM
20 agreenent. 20 I's there a second to that?
21 As Secretary Pierson pointed out 21 Seconded by Dr. WIson.
22 earlier, it'sreally related to constitutional 22 Al in favor of the notion to defer the
23 provisions under the pledge of any kind of thing of 23 ones that were not discussed today, indicate with an
24 valuable belonging to the Sate, and this certainly is, 24 "aye."
25 and so the whol e idea of cooperative endeavor agreenent 25 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
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1 MR WNDHAM 1 MR WNDHAM
2 Al opposed with a "nay." 2 And do we have representatives fromthe
3 (No response.) 3 conpanies concerning their late renewal s?
4 MR WNDHAM 4 Al right. P ease proceed.
5 Motion carries. 5 M. GHENG
6 P ease proceed. 6 V¢ have 20100898, B ade Dynamics, LLCin
7 MB. GHENG 7 Qleans Parish. Their initial contract expired on 7/31
8 | have 98 reneval s -- 8 of '16. They requested their renewal on 9/21 of '16.
9 MR ADLEY: 9 MR WNDHAM
10 Let me just ask a general question so we |10 I's there a representative fromB ade
11 don't have to go through all 98 of these. These all 11 Dynanics?
12 fall within prior to June 24th, the agreement that we 12 (No response.)
13 nade on the five year and the five-year | TEP 13 MR WNDHAM
14 applications and y'all have reviewed every one of them 14 No representative fromB ade Dynam cs,
15 and they neet all of the guidelines and requirenents for |15 and they were two nonths late. In the past, | believe
16  renewal ? 16 it's been one year when they're late, sois there a
17 MB. CGHENG 17 nmotion to reduce their exenption by one year?
18 Yes, sir. 18 M. ADLEY:
19 MR ADLEY: 19 Now, weit a mnute. |'mtrying to find
20 And they were done prior to the 20 out exactly how we' ve been handling this. Wen they
21 executive order? 21 were late and they were here, we had penalized themby a
22 Ve CHENG 22 year?
23 Qorrect. 23 M. GENG
24 MR WNDHAM 24 Yes, sir.
25 I's there a motion to approve these in 25 MR ADLEY:
Page 186 Page 188
1 globo? 1 If they were not here at all --
2 Motion nade by Dr. WIson; seconded by 2 Ms. GHENG
3 Myjor Golenan. 3 They were deni ed.
4 Any discussion fromthe public 4 MR ADLEY:
5 concerning the renewal s? 5 | believe we've been -- have we been
6 (No response.) 6 denying then?
7 M WNHAM 7 Ve GHENG
8 Any further discussion fromthe Board 8 Yes, sir.
9 nenbers? 9 MR ADLEY:
10 (No response.) 10 That's what | thought. | think if we
11 MR WNDHAM 11 fol l ow consistency, we need to make a notion to deny
12 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 12 thembecause they have no representation here.
13 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 13 MR Pl ERSON
14 MR WNDHAM 14 Wiat | would like to let the record
15 Al opposed with a "nay." 15 reflect, interns of Blade Dynamcs, they are located in
16 (No response.) 16 NASA Mchoud where the tornado inpacted their operations
17 MR WNDHAM 17 with significant danage. That is not a total excuse, |
18 Motion carries. 18 do understand, but certainly | think it's a contributing
19 B GHENG 19 factor.
20 | have 16 late renewals. | do want to 20 B GHENG
21 mention, | provided y'all with a revised |ate renewal 21 This one was deferred at the last board
22 agenda because there was an issue with the spreadsheet 22 neeting al ready.
23 showing 32,943,947 as the ad valorem That is 23 MR WNDHAM
24 incorrect. It's been corrected, and it would only be 24 Thi s one was def erred?
25 610, 835. 25 M5 CHENG
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1 A the last board neeting. 1 MR WNDHAM
2 MR WNDHAM 2 I's there a second?
3 Have we contacted then? 3 By Representative Carnody.
4 MB. GHENG 4 Any further discussion fromthe public
5 Yes, sir. 5 onthis deferral for Hydra Tech Systens?
6 MR WNDHAM 6 (No response.)
7 I's there a motion -- motion is to deny 7 MR WNDHAM
8 nade by M. Fajardo; seconded by Dr. Wlson for denial 8 Any further discussion fromthe Board
9 of the renewal. 9 nenbers?
10 Any discussion fromthe public? 10 (No response.)
11 (No response.) 11 MR WNDHAM
12 MR WNDHAM 12 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
13 Any di scussion fromthe Board? 13 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
14 (No response.) 14 MR WNDHAM
15 MR WNDHAM 15 Al opposed with a "nay."
16 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 16 (No response.)
17 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 17 MR WNDHAM
18 MR WNDHAM 18 Mbtion carries.
19 Motion carries. 19 MR CARMDY:
20 MB. GHENG 20 Can | ask one question of the staff?
21 20100221, Hydra Tech Systens, Inc. in 21 Wien y'al | contact these applicants and
22 Quachita Parish. Their initial contract expired on 22 let themknow that the Board has noved to defer and we
23 12/31/15. Their late renewal was received 12/21 of '16. |23 will be convening at our next meeting and you give them
24 MR WNDHAM 24 that date?
25 I's there a representative fromHydra 25 MB. GHENG
Page 190 Page 192
1 Tech? 1 Yes, sir.
2 Wre they asked |ast time -- have they 2 MR CARMDY:
3 been deferred before? 3 They were avare that these are fol | owup
4 MB. GHENG 4 questions, you have a representative that wll be
5 No, sir. 5 attending and --
6 MR WNDHAM 6 B GHENG
7 Kay. 7 V¢ tell themto have a representative
8 MB. GHENG 8 attending and then -- we tell themit's been deferred
9 | do want to mention that we do notify 9 andthat it will goto the next board neeting. And then
10 all applicants that their renewals and applications are |10 once we create this agenda, once it's final for the next
11 comng before the Bard. 11 rmeeting, they're notified again.
12 MR ADLEY: 12 MR CARMDY:
13 They have al | been notified? 13 Ckay. That's proper notice, | would
14 MB. GHENG 14 think, constructive notice that the only other thing you
15 Yes. 15 can tell themthat the customof the committee, that
16 MR WNDHAM 16  those who don't appear, have been denied. Just a
17 Wat's the pl easure? 17 little -- all right.
18 Mllie. 18 Thank you, sir.
19 MB. ATKI NS 19 M WNHAM
20 I"d like to make a motion to defer this |20 M. WIIlians.
21 one. 21 MR WLLI AVE:
22 MR WNDHAM 22 | just wanted to point out,
23 Motion to defer? 23 M. Chairman, Blade Dynamcs, we denied that one when
24 MB. ATKINS: 24 they requested two nonths after the expiration date, and
25 Yes. 25 Hydra Tech was a full year after their expiration date
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1 and ve deferred it. Just wanted to point that out. 1 can and cannot do, | guess, approve or deny or limt.
2 MR WNDHAM 2 Now what the Board has done in the past on all late
3 And | believe we had al ready deferred 3 renewals is to renove one year of the exenption, which
4 Bade once in a previous neeting. 4 is a 20 percent reduction, and | woul d make that motion
5 SECRETARY Pl ERSON 5 again today.
6 (nce. 6 MR WNDHAM
7 MR WNDHAM 7 Secretary Pierson.
8 They were given a chance. 8 SECRETARY Pl ERSON
9 SECRETARY Pl ERSON 9 M. Shonkwiler, did Lori send those to
10 So we'll give Hydra Tech once. 10 Ardagh or did she send these docunents to Saint-Qbai n?
11 MR WNDHAM 11 MR SHONKWLER
12 V' || give themone shot to be deferred, |12 She sent themto both. Ardagh is
13 which is why | had asked themto be deferred before. 13 nothing nore than a nane change to Saint-Gobain
14 M. GHENG 14 Containers.
15 V¢ have 20110187, Ardagh Qass in 15 SECRETARY Pl ERSON
16 Lincoln Parish. Initial contract expired 12/31 of '15. 16 And how | ong has the nane change been in
17 Late renewal was requested on 11/15 of ' 16. 17 effect?
18 MR WNDHAM 18 MR SHONKWLER
19 I's there a representative fromArdagh 19 2014,
20 Qass here? 20 SECRETARY Pl ERSON
21 P ease step forward and identify 21 ["mjust trying to look for -- we always
22 yourself. Pease identify yourself. 22 working towards staff inprovement and process
23 MR SHINKWLER 23 inprovenent, so |'mtrying to understand why anything
24 Jeff Shonkwiler. |'mthe Tax Director 24 would have changed. C course, Lori \éber is no | onger
25 for Ardagh Qass. 25 with the department due to retirenent. Your conpany has
Page 194 Page 196
1 MR WNDHAM 1 had a change of nane. | don't know personally at
2 Al right. Can you tell us why you vere | 2 Saint-Gbain or Ardagh, you know whether there were any
3 late? 3 personnel changes there, but just trying to understand.
4 MR SHOKWLER 4 W think the onus is on the conpany to fol | ow through,
5 V&' ve had several of these in the past 5 but certainly as a staff courtesy and staff
6 that the process had been for years that Lori Véber with | 6 responsibility that | direct that we try to make the
7 LEDwould just send us the renewal forns when one of 7 nost supportive efforts that we can, but at the end of
8 these were coning up, and we didn't receive the renewal 8 the day, | don't feel like we can nanage in 64 parishes
9 forns and realized the next year after we filed our 9 all of the conpanies and when their renewals aren't
10 property tax return that that one shoul d have probably 10 present. ¢ have to allowthe corporate folks to do
11 been reneved and that's why it's late. So we should 11 that.
12 have caught it, but | think it was just change in the 12 Ms. GHENG
13 process is why it slipped through the cracks. 13 Secretary Pierson, there was a process
14 MR ADLEY: 14 change internally. Prior to 2014, we did send all of
15 | just want to say that all of these 15 the renewal documents to the conpany, but in 2014, we
16 prior to you that have come in like that that vere 16 had the conpany start requesting renewal s fromthe
17 depending upon themtelling them albeit, | don't know 17 departnent.
18 if they had or they hadn't, these exceptions are for the |18 MR WNDHAM
19  benefit of the conpany. And as we have al ways pointed 19 There's a notion on the floor.
20 out that it's critical that you file and that you file 20 MR SHINWLER
21 ontine, and unlike what people seemto think, that it's |21 V¢ always got them so it was just there
22 just automatic, they send you a notice and everything 22 was no notice there was going to be a change in
23 gets reneved, | hope after sitting through five or six 23 procedure. | think the 20 percent reduction is fair,
24 hours today, you recognize that that's not the case. 24 but you asked ne to explain, and that's our response.
25 Under the law we are limted to certain things that we |25 MR WNDHAM
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1 | do appreciate your explanation. 1 director tell you that story. | don't want to interpret

2 Motion has been made to reduce by one 2 what she told ne, and |'msure there's clerical error
3 year the Industrial Tax Program 3 and oversight, especially on both parties' sides. So,
4 Representative Carnody has seconded the 4 you know if | can defer it and have her explainit,

5 notion. 5 that's fine. If you want to make a decision today, just

6 I's there any further discussion on the 6 treat ne as you do everybody else, and | certainly can't

7 motion? 7 conplain about that.

8 (No response.) 8 MR ADLEY:

9 MR WNDHAM 9 | want this comittee to know sonet hi ng,
10 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 10 Robert. | just told M. Carnody, you happen to be one
11 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 11 of the closest friends | have in the world, as you know
12 MR WNDHAM 12 and we' ve known each other for along, long tine and |
13 Al opposed with a "nay." 13 have all of the respect in the world for you. And God
14 (No response.) 14 knows | hate to be standing here to vote against you,

15 MR WNDHAM 15 but | have to tell you that it is the obligation of the

16 Motion carries. 16  conpanies to get it in, and we have only three choi ces

17 Thank you, sir. 17 by law \é can either reject it outright or reduce it

18 MB. GHENG 18 or approve it, and we've not approved any that came in

19 20110384, Cal umet Lubricants Conpany, LP |19 late. And early on, we decided that if it's a five-year

20 in \gbster Parish. 20 renewal, we renove one year, it's a 20 percent

21 MR WNDHAM 21 reduction, neaning you'll get four years and not five.

22 Are all of the Calunets represented by |22 And in fairness, regardless of what they

23 the same individual ? 23 would say, we really -- everybody's got a different

24 MB. GHENG 24 story about why and how it happens, but to be

25 Yes, sir. 25 consistent, | don't think we have any choice but to do
Page 198 Page 200

1 M WNHAM 1 that.

2 M ease step forward. 2 MR MLLS

3 And you can finish reading. 3 As | said, just fair and consistent, and

4 MB. GHENG 4 with 2,000 enpl oyees, | assure you, this is not ny only

5 Cal unet, 20110385, Cal unet Lubricants 5 problem

6 Conpany, LPin Bossier Parish; 20100329, Cal uret 6 MR WNDHAM

7 Packaging, LLCin Caddo Parish; 20110386, Cal unet 7 ['I1 take that as a notion.

8 Shreveport Lubricants & Véxes, LLCin Caddo Parish; 8 MR CARMDY:

9 20110387, Calunet Shreveport Lubricants & Véxes, LLCin 9 ["11 second the motion.

10 Caddo Parish; 20110388, Calunet Shreveport Lubricants & | 10 MR WNDHAM
11 Véxes, LLCin Caddo Parish; 20110389, Calunet Shreveport | 11 Representative Carnody seconds.

12 Lubricants & Véxes, LLCin Caddo Parish; and 20110392, 12 Any further discussion?

13 Calurmet Shreveport Lubricants & Véxes, LLCin Caddo 13 (No response.)

14 Parish. The initial contracts expired on 12/31 of '15. 14 MR WNDHAM
15 ¢ received | ate renewal on 12/19 of ' 16. 15 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
16 MR WNDHAM 16 (Several menbers respond "aye.")

17 P ease identify yourself and tell us why |17 MR WNDHAM
18 you're late. 18 Motion carries.

19 M MLLS 19 MR ADLEY:

20 Robert MIls, Calumet Specialty Products |20 | amglad | told you to be sure and be
21 fromShreveport, and our tax director isin 21 here today. | amglad. It would have been a denial
22 Indianapolis, Indiana. And | have heard a story that 22 outright, so|'mglad you cane.

23 involves prior, previous staff, and | really hate to get |23 MR MM

24 into that she-said type of issue. Andif | can't, | 24 There's a new day.

25 would respectfully ask to defer this, let ny tax 25 MR WNDHAM
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Page 201 Page 203
1 M. Cheng. 1 reduce it by 20 percent, neaning one year, and receive
2 M. GHENG 2 the ITEP for four.
3 V¢ have 20140960, CARBO Ceranics, Inc. 3 MR WNDHAM
4 MR WNDHAM 4 Seconded by Dr. WIson.
5 I's there a representative for CARBO 5 Any further discussion?
6 Ceramcs? 6 (No response.)
7 P ease step forward and tell us why 7 MR WNDHAM
8 you're late. 8 Al in favor, please vote with an "aye."
9 MB. TUKER 9 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
10 I'mKatie Tucker, CARBO Ceramcs' tax 10 MR WNDHAM
11 nmanager. 11 Al opposed with a "nay."
12 So we kind of sat here and explained why | 12 (No response.)
13 we're late. W actually requested renewal back in 13 MR WNDHAM
14 before, | think, June 8th, 2016, before all of this kind | 14 Mbtion carries.
15 of went a different direction, but same excuse as 15 M. TUKER
16 everyone else. It just slipped through the cracks. V¢ |16 Wiile I"mup here, | just wanted to ask,
17 had, you know, personnel changes, and, also, 17 you know again, nonths ago whenever we asked for just
18  historically, before all of the changes, when you did 18 our contract continuations --
19 have a late renewal, it was just kind of automatically 19 MR WNDHAM
20 approved. It wasn't considered different, | think. So, |20 VW're going to do that all at once.
21 | nean, we don't really have a good reason, but | will 21 MS. TUKER
22 say it was before June 24th, 2015, and hopeful |y that 22 ["mnot sure I'mon there.
23 woul d be consi dered. 23 M. GHENG
24 MR WNDHAM 24 [t's not on this one because they vere
25 M. Adley. 25 not in the group fromDecenber that were asked to cone
Page 202 Page 204
1 MR ADLEY: 1 back in April. So the CARBO Ceranics contracts are not
2 | appreciate your honesty and it gains 2 on this agenda.
3 you 80 percent being honest here today. 3 MB. TUXKER
4 MB. TUKER 4 I's that able to change or we're done
5 It's been deferred nany tines because 5 wth CARBOfor the day?
6 thefirst time that | did come and explain, you know 6 Ms. GHENG
7 you guys had asked us to get local support, which we 7 W' re done. V¢ can add it to the June
8 have done for the nost part. V¢ haven't really been 8 agenda.
9 abletoget intouch with the sheriff's office. | 9 MR WNDHAM
10 believe they have kind of their hands full with sone 10 Yeah, let's doit in June.
11 legal matters. 11 M5 TUKER
12 M. Wndhamhas kind of been helpful in |12 Ckay. No problem Thank you.
13 trying to help us contact themand get them and it's 13 MR WNDHAM
14 been unsuccessful, but | wll say the parish council 14 Thank you.
15 approved the resolution to support all of our -- the 15 M. Cheng.
16 continuation of all of our contracts know ng that we are | 16 Ms. GHENG
17 in a downturn. ¢ have had sone |ayoffs unfortunately. 17 20110338, General Hectric Conpany. The
18  The school aboard al so approved it at a 12-to-1 vote, so |18 initia contract expired on 12/31/15 and | ate renewal s
19  we do have local support for the most part. 19  requested on 8/25 of '16.
20 MR WNDHAM 20 MR WNDHAM
21 Al right. Thank you, M. Tucker. 21 I's there a representative fromGE
22 M. Adiey, | assune you are going to 22 General Hectric?
23 make a notion? 23 (No response.)
24 MR ADLEY: 24 MR ADLEY:
25 Yes. | think to be consistent, we 25 Holy moly.
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1 MR WNDHAM 1 years ago for the exenption. Al five of those
2 Ww Al right. Peasure of the Board 2 locations got entered into the deadline. They were
3 isto defer? 3 faced with the sane deadline of this comng up the last
4 MR MLLER 4 Decenber. It was not until we started processing those
5 I's this their first tine up or the 5 locations that the erroneous deadline date for the
6 second? 6 Qleans Parish application got entered in. Qleans
7 MR WNDHAM 7 Parishis the one parish of the state that has a
8 I's this their first tim? 8 different deadline fromall of the exenption
9 MB. GHENG 9 applications, and as you can see, it was filed al ong
10 | believe it was up one tine and they 10 withall of the other renewals, so it was -- what
11 requested to defer it. 11 brought us here today was a msstep in our tax cal endar.
12 MR ADLEY: 12 MR ADLEY:
13 Ddyousayit's General Hectric? 13 Soit's reduced, it will only be reduced
14 MB. CGHENG 14 under the one parish?
15 Yes, sir. 15 M. GHENG
16 MR ADLEY: 16 Yes.
17 Fellows, ladies, clearly there are 17 MR ADLEY:
18  enough enpl oyees in that facility to have sonebody here | 18 Al of the others will be at 100
19 if it was that inportant to them 19  percent?
20 ["mgoing to nove to deny. | nean, 20 MR LEONARD:
21 sooner or later you have to do that. 21 Yes. Al of the other locations were
22 MR WNDHAM 22 filed tinely in Decenber.
23 I's there a second? 23 MR ADLEY:
24 Seconded by Dr. Wlson. Mved by 24 Then | woul d nake the sane notion for
25 M. Adley. 25 the one that waes late.
Page 206 Page 208
1 Any discussion on the denial of General 1 MR WNDHAM
2 Hectric's reneval ? 2 Motion nade by M. Adley; seconded by
3 (No response.) 3 Mjor Gl eman.
4 MR WNDHAM 4 Any further discussion on Southern
5 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 5 Recycling?
6 (Several menbers respond "aye.) 6 (No response.)
7 M WNHAM 7 M WNHAM
8 Al opposed with a "nay." 8 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
9 (No response.) 9 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
10 MR WNDHAM 10 MR WNDHAM
11 Motion carries. 11 Al opposed with a "nay."
12 MB. GHENG 12 (No response.)
13 20110529, Southern Recycling in Qleans |13 MR WNDHAM
14 Parish. Initial contract expired on 7/31 of '16. Late |14 Motion carries.
15 renewal was requested 12/29 of ' 16. 15 Ms. GHENG
16 MR WNDHAM 16 | have 10 changes in name. This is for
17 Representative -- yes. Please step 17  Hiunt Forest Products, Inc. for contracts 20090342,
18 forvard and identify yourself. 18 20100314, 20110273, 20120364, 20130873, 20140314 and
19 MR LEONARD: 19 20150381. This is in Gant Parish. They're changing
20 Jimmy Leonard with Advantous Consulting. |20 their name to Hint Forest Products, LLC
21 MR DI EFENTHAL: 21 M WNHAM
22 Eddie Defenthal wth Southern 22 I's there a motion to approve the nane
23 Recycling. 23  change?
24 MR LEONARD: 24 Made by Representative Carnody; seconded
25 V¢ had five |ocations approved many 25 by M. WIlians.
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Page 209 Page 211
1 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 1 Motion nade by Dr. WIson; seconded by
2 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 2 Myor Brasseaux.
3 MR WNDHAM 3 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
4 Al opposed with a "nay." 4 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
5 (No response.) 5 MR WNDHAM
6 MR WNDHAM 6 Al opposed with a "nay."
7 Motion carries. 7 (No response.)
8 M. GHENG 8 MR WNDHAM
9 \¢ have Hint Forest Products, Inc., 9 Motion carries.
10 Qontracts 20100393, 20130874, 20150481 in LaSalle 10 M. GHENG
11 Parish. They're changing their nane to Hint Forest 11 Hal liburton Energy Services, Inc.,
12 Products, LLC 12 20080132 and 20080878 in Vermlion Parish. The facility
13 MR WNDHAM 13 was closed. The conpany requests cancel ation.
14 Motion nade by Representative Carnody; 14 MR WNDHAM
15  seconded by M. Mller. 15 Cancel ation notion by Myjor Col eman;
16 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 16  seconded by M. Ml one.
17 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 17 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
18 MR WNDHAM 18 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
19 Al opposed with a "nay." 19 MR WNDHAM
20 (No response.) 20 Al oppose with a "nay."
21 MR WNDHAM 21 (No response.)
22 Motion carries. 22 MR WNDHAM
23 M. GHENG 23 Mbtion carries.
24 | have five transfers of Tax Exenption 24 MB. GHENG
25 contracts: NMNestle Health Sciences-Panab, Inc. in Caddo | 25 | have 14 special requests. These are
Page 210 Page 212
1 Parish, 20120609, 20130503, 20140600, 20150395 and 1 the contract continuations that were brought before
2 20161224. They're being transferred to ALFAS QWA USA 2 y'al in Decenber and they were asked to go to their
3 Inc. 3 local governing authorities to receive approval for
4 MR WNDHAM 4 these contracts to be continued as they're currently
5 Motion nade by Dr. WIson; seconded by 5 ide
6 M. Fajardo. 6 MR WNDHAM
7 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 7 And | believe we have representation for
8 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 8 Halliburton.
9 MR WNDHAM 9 M ease step forward.
10 Al opposed with a "nay." 10 As you guys will -- guys and |adies wll
11 (No response.) 11 renenber, this was the idle facility that needed to get
12 MR WNDHAM 12 the local support fromtheir [ocal bodies being the
13 Motion carries. 13 police jury, the sheriff's office or the school board so
14 MB. GHENG 14 that the continuation of exenption can exist during this
15 | have 15 contract cancelations. | have |15 econonmc downturn that we have in these areas.
16 a correction to make on this first one, Entergy New 16 So please identify yourself.
17 Qleans, Inc.-Mchoud is not in Caddo Parish. It'sin 17 MR LEBLEU
18 Qleans Parish. And they're requesting to cancel all of |18 M. Chairman, nenbers of the Board, ny
19 their active contracts because the facility is no longer |19 nane is Doug Lebleu. |'mrepresenting Halliburton on
20 operational. 20 these idle facility requests. | think we should just
21 MR WNDHAM 21 start with Bossier. | mean, | have three parishes.
22 So we'll take that motion in globo to 22 V¢ do not have today what you request ed.
23 cancel all of their active contacts in the Oleans 23 You requested a letter fromthe sheriff's office
24 facility. 24 supporting the continuation, a resolution fromthe
25 I's there are a notion? 25 school board and a resol ution fromthe police jury.
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1 V¢ began discussions with these entities | 1 for the police jury to neet and take any official action
2 inJanuary. | think we were on a pretty good track to 2 onthis matter. | apologize for any inconvenience this
3 the point where on April the 6th | traveled to Bossier 3 nmay cause. |f you have any questions or need any
4 fromBaton Rouge to answer questions and concerns of the | 4 information, please let ne know"
5 school board. They had a finance comittee on April 6th | 5 So we can defer again?
6 followed by a board neeting where | believe they were 6 MR LEBLEU
7 going to vote an reconmendation to the finance conmittee | 7 M. Chairman, that's what we would Iike
8 to approve of this continuation. About five minutes 8 to request, another deferment for two nore nonths to see
9 before the meeting started, the attorney for the school 9 if we can wap this process up, and we would real |y
10 board cane up, introduced hinself to ne and infornmed me | 10 appreciate your consideration for this.
11 that the agenda itemwas being pulled for consideration. |11 MR WNDHAM
12 And when | ask why, he told ne there seened to be 12 And that's just the Bossier because the
13 confusion as to whether LED was actually -- or the Board |13 other ones cane through. | think we got sonething from
14 of Comerce & Industry was actual ly requiring this 14 them
15 particular resol ution. 15 MR LEBLEU
16 A that point, | didn't have a whole lot | 16 V¢ have everything done with them
17 of credibility with themother than to sinply say I'm 17 MR WNDHAM
18 here at the direction of the board. The folks at the 18 So there's been a notion by
19 departnent have a different interpretation of what | 19 Representative Carnmody; seconded by Dr. Wlson to defer
20 had, sothat was their side of the story. And I'mglad |20 that one till the next board neeting to get those
21 Kristen's here because Kristen received a phone cal | 21 letters of support.
22 right prior to that neeting fromthe I ocal economc 22 MR LEBLEU
23 devel opnent official with a conpletely different 23 Thank you very much.
24 question. It didn't have anything to do with the 24 MR WNDHAM
25  continuation. 25 I's there any discussion?
Page 214 Page 216
1 As you know this request that you nade 1 (No response.)
2 was not intherules. It was made to be in the support 2 MR WNDHAM
3 of what the Gvernor is attenpting to acconplish here 3 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
4 and that us get local involvenent in the process. 4 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
5 Subsequent to that, we have not been 5 MR WNDHAM
6 reschedul ed on the school board. A this point, | 6 Al opposed with a "nay."
7 really have to thank Chairman Wndham who has been 7 (No response.)
8 involved in this process, not as an advocate for 8 MR LEBLEU
9 Halliburton, but as one who has picked up the phone and 9 Caneron Parish, we have everything from
10 called officials to explainto themwhat the intent of 10 Caneron Parish that the Board required, and M. Cheng
11  the Board is what can he do to move the process al ong. 11 has a copy of the resolutions and the letter fromthe
12 V¢ have a deadline of April 26th. In fact, last week he |12 sheriff.
13 had discussions with M. Bill Atinus, that's who the 13 The third one, P aquemines Parish --
14 parish school board -- 14 MR WNDHAM
15 MR WNDHAM 15 Al right. Let's take care of the
16 Let me interrupt you right there. 16  second one then.
17 H's -- the police jury did send me a letter that | was |17 MR LEBLEU
18 unable to print out and it basically asks for a 18 ["msorry.
19 continuation. It says, "Dear, sir," per me. | called 19 MR WNDHAM
20 all of these parishes and all of these entities. "My 20 For the second one, you have all of the
21 4th, '17, My 4, 2017 neeting, the Bossier Parish Police |21 infornation, M. Cheng?
22 Jury will have anitemon its agenda to discuss the 22 B GHENG
23 continuation of Halliburton Industry Services Industrial |23 | do have it.
24 Exenption Contracts Nunbers 24 and 24A for one 24 MR WNDHAM
25 additional year. This dateis the first available date |25 And it's all in support?
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Page 217 Page 219
1 MB. GHENG 1 Any further discussion on this one?
2 Yes. 2 Representative Carmody.
3 MR WNDHAM 3 MR CARMDY:
4 I's there a motion to allowthe 4 Affirmation that Representative Leopold
5 continuation for the Caneron Parish contracts? 5 approached ne and said that there was an effort on his
6 Made by M. MIlie; seconded by M. 6 part totry toget resolution for this, and he did ask
7 ol eman. 7 for consideration for defernent today.
8 Al infavor -- any further 8 MR LEBLEU
9 discussion on that one? 9 Thank you very much.
10 (No response.) 10 MR WNDHAM
11 MR WNDHAM 11 Al right. Thank you.
12 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 12 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
13 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 13 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
14 MR WNDHAM 14 MR WNDHAM
15 Al opposed with a "nay." 15 Al opposed with a "nay."
16 (No response.) 16 (No response.)
17 MR WNDHAM 17 MR WNDHAM
18 That continuation is approved. 18 Motion carries.
19 MR LEBLEU 19 MR LEBLEU
20 Thank you very much. 20 Thank you very much.
21 [temnunber three for us is Plaquemines |21 MR WNDHAM
22 Parish. Again, we began discussions wth P aquem nes 22 Thank you, M. Lebleu.
23 Parish officials back in the mddle of January. M 23 | think that's going to be one of the
24 initia discussions were with the attorney for the 24 changes these rules move forward is getting some of
25 sheriff's office. Heinformed ne that there was going 25 these bodi es because | know personal |y | called Atinus
Page 218 Page 220
1 to be a nmeeting between the school hoard, the police 1 one, two, three tines and sent himthree or four
2 jury and the sheriff's office to discuss this issue. 2 e-mails, you know just describingit. | sent him
3 That meeting occurred. They had a second neeting where 3 copies of the mnutes show ng what we had asked so that,
4 they asked a nenber of LED staff to come in and explain 4 you know as Doug said, what it required. Vell, no. It
5 exactly what was being required and what the 5 was requested for one of your conpanies here, and if you
6 inplications were. Then there was a third meeting on 6 want to support them then we need sonething, and that's
7 Mrch 31st with that same group where | traveled to 7 all ve needed.
8 Belle Chasse, net with that group and answered their 8 MR LEBLEU
9 questions. 9 You know, if | could nake one coment.
10 V¢ have not heard anything fromany of 10 | had alittle discussion yesterday with Deputy MIler
11 these entities since Mwrch 30th. | spoke with 11 at the sheriff's office in Bossier, and everyone is
12 Representative Chris Leopol d on Mnday, and, again, | 12 taking this process very seriously because, you know
13 can't tell you Chris Leopol d, Representative Leopold, is |13 it's conmng home to roost they may |ose revenues here,
14 for this issue, but he's advocating the decision be 14 so everyone's thinking very, very seriously. As he
15 nmade. So | know he's making the phone calls to try to 15 explained to ne, he said, "Doug, you know, we don't have
16 nove the process al ong. So we woul d request 16 to think just about this issue and this project. V¢'re
17 consideration as we did for Bossier on this one, also, 17 setting a precedent here. \%'ve got to ask the right
18 for another two months to see if we can wap the process |18 questions. V¢ ve got to make the right decisions."
19  up. 19 So, Secretary Person, as you had
20 MR CCLEMAN 20 indicated, we are going through a | earning curve here,
21 Make a notion. 21 and | knowyou're -- the problemis going to be
22 MR WNDHAM 22 providing direction and how the steps mght go, the
23 Motion has been nade by M. ol eman to 23 considerations that mght be made, but it's been an
24 defer for one nore hoard neeting, two nonths; seconded 24 interesting process. |'ve got to neet a lot of great
25 by Dr. WIson. 25 people. | admre the locals and the incent and due
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1 diligence they're doing on these. So thank you. 1 appear before you today with the necessary resol utions
2 MR WNDHAM 2 and letter fromthe sheriff's office. V¢ were able to
3 Thank you, M. Lebleu. 3 get support fromall of the requisite parts.
4 M. GHENG 4 MR WNDHAM
5 MI SMOQ Contract 060022 in Caneron 5 Qeat job.
6 Parish. 6 P ease identify yourself.
7 MR WNDHAM 7 MR BENNETT:
8 P ease identify yourself. 8 David Bennett, President of the
9 MR MRPHY: 9  Livingston Econonic Devel opment Council .
10 R chard Mirphy, Duff & Phelps, 10 MR WNDHAM
11 representing M1 SWAQCQ 11 Al right. Is there a motion to approve
12 A the last April neeting, y'all asked 12 for continuation?
13 for the three resolutions and the letter, and | do have |13 MR COLEMVAN
14 those. |'ve asked for photocopies of each. V¢ got that | 14 | so nove, sir.
15 e-nail last night. 15 MR WNDHAM
16 MB. CGHENG 16 Motion is nade by M. Qol eman; seconded
17 If y'all want to see them | can nake 17 by Mllie AKkins.
18  copies. 18 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
19 MR MRPHY: 19 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
20 V¢ have the letters and the resol ution. 20 MR WNDHAM
21 MR WNDHAM 21 Al opposed with a "nay."
22 You'll verify then? 22 (No response.)
23 M. GHENG 23 MR WNDHAM
24 | do have them 24 Motion carries. Thank you.
25 MR WNDHAM 25 M. GHENG

Page 222 Page 224
1 You do? They're all good? 1 This concludes the Industrial Tax
2 MB. GHENG 2 Bxenption portion of the agenda.
3 Yes. 3 MR WNDHAM
4 MR WNDHAM 4 Al right. Next on the agenda is
5 I's there a motion to approve the 5 Consideration of Public Coments on | TEP Program Rul es
6 continuation of MI SWACO? 6 fromthe Mrch '17 Potpourri.
7 Made by M. MIler; seconded by 7 M. CLAPINSK :
8 M. Rcky. 8 Good af t er noon.
9 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 9 MR WNDHAM
10 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 10 M ease identify yourself.
11 M WNHAM 11 M5, QLAPINSKI
12 Al opposed with a "nay." 12 Daniel le Qapinski, Saff Attorney at
13 (No response.) 13 LB
14 MR WNDHAM 14 ["'msure all of you remenber we net in
15 Motion carries. 15 February and y' al | approved sone additional substantive
16 MR MURPHY: 16 changes to the rules. Those substantive changes were
17 Thank you. 17 published as Potpourri in the March 2017 Edition of the
18 MR WNDHAM 18 Louisiana Register. That al so necessitated additional
19 Thank you, R chard. 19  public hearing and an additional public coment period.
20 Ms. GHENG 20 That was public hearing was held |ast Thursday. |
21 Now, we have Quality Iron Fabricators, 21 believe y'all received an e-nail Mnday afternoon with a
22 Inc. in Livingston Parish. 22 copy of the Potpourri with the -- I'msorry -- the
23 MR LEONARD: 23 public comments received as well as LED s recommendation
24 Thanks to the hel p of David Bennett and |24 to approve or not approve based upon the public
25 the Livingston Economc Devel opment Council, we al so 25  conments.
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1 | don't know how in depth you guys want 1 M. CLAPI N :
2 nmeto go, conment by comment, or... 2 Sure. And I'Il go through it. | think
3 MR ADLEY: 3 everyone received that document that |ays out who
4 It would really just be hel pful if we 4 attended the hearing and who submitted the witten
5 heard whatever you heard because | think there were like | 5 comments, and | don't think there are really any
6 three or four minor changes. 6 coments that were different than the witten coments.
7 MB. CLAPI N : 7 They were just reiterated at the public hearing.
8 There were, | think, atotal of five 8 So the first set of witten comments was
9 specific concerns addressed, and of those five, LED 9 fromLIDEA Their first conment was dealing with
10 recommends naking changes based upon two of those 10 Section 501(a)(1) where there was a redundant use of the
11 coments. 11 term"tax exenption" in a sentence. That has been there
12 MR WNDHAM 12 since the first version of the rules, however, the
13 Secretary Pierson. 13 Register does deemit a non-substantive change. It
14 SECRETARY Pl ERSON 14 doesn't hurt anything to remove that. |t doesn't change
15 P ease outline, just so there's 15 tointent. So the Departnent has recommended adoption
16 understanding in the record, the difference between a 16 of that change.
17 substantive change and these, well, non-substantive or 17 The second is a concern by LIDEA that
18 tweaks or whatever. | think it's inportant that 18 there is a potential conflict because we allow you
19  everyone understands that there's a boundary that we 19 know -- we require now under these new rul es new jobs or
20 can't change najor things, but we can align better for 20 a conpelling reason for the retention of jobs. However,
21 nore efficiency. 21 under the disallowance of environnental | y-required
22 MB. CLAPI N : 22 capital upgrades, we say that those are upgrades
23 Sure. So | have spoken to the Louisiana |23 required to avoid filing closure of a company. | think
24 Register on a couple of the coments that we recomend 24 the problemis we still don't believe we should be
25 changes on. They have deened those changes 25 incentivising sonething the conpany has to do, and it's
Page 226 Page 228
1 non-substantive. That's because those changes are 1 arequirement. It's not -- you know they nay retain
2 clarify or they don't change the intent or the action or 2 some jobs, but they're still not necessarily creating
3 what anyone has to do. 3 newjobs. Sowe do not recommend naking that change.
4 Sone of the other suggested conments or 4 The third coment fromLIDEAis
5 suggested changes woul d be consi dered substantive 5 regarding posting -- | think at the |ast board neeting,
6 changes. For purposes of rule promul gation purposes, a 6 one of the changes that was adopted was that LED and its
7 non-substantive change, the next step for us is they are | 7 website would be a central point for the publication of
8 approved and onl'y non-substantive changes are approved, 8 the witten notices fromthe conpanies that they send
9 an oversight conmttee report would be sent to the Huse | 9 out to the local governing authorities because we needed
10 and Senate Commerce conmittees where they woul d have a 10 atimeto start that 120-day period for themto nake a
11 30-day period to call their own hearing on the rules, 11 decision. And it was decided that LED woul d publish
12 and at that point in tine, they either approve or 12 those to be sort of a centralized |ocation for those to
13 disapprove the rules. If they choose not to call a 13 our website.
14 hearing during that 30-day period, we can pro/ SMED file |14 There was a concern that LED being the
15 promul gation. 15  body to do that woul d somehow nisrepresent our role in
16 If the Board decides to make any further |16 that process and that we had some authority over the
17 substantive changes to the rules, that wll require us 17 locals. | think, you know, LED s recommendation is to
18 to publish another Potpourri and have another public 18 not -- they wanted to require the locals to post it on
19  hearing period and another public coment and public 19 their website instead of LED. V¢ don't recommend naking
20 hearing. Sothat's the different tracks that we would 20 that change. \é do think there is benefit to a
21 be on dependi ng upon what you deci de today. 21 centralized location for all of these postings. V¢ wll
22 MR WNDHAM 22 place |anguage that clearly states that this is for
23 Al right. And can you give us, of 23 information purposes only. LEDis not a part of the
24 those five, just a highlight of what those comments 24 local approval process, but our rules also cannot bind a
25  wvere? 25 local governing authority on what they have to do. So

ToRRES REPORTING 85 ASSOCIATES, .

Baton Rouge, LA
225.751.0732
225.752.7308 FAX

COURT REPORTING & LITIGATION SERVICES
www.torresreporting.com
1.866.982.6878 Toll Free

New Orleans, LA
504.392.4791
504.392.4852 FAX

T




http://www.torresreporting.com/



MEETING MINUTES

April 26, 2017
Pages 229..232
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1 evenif they wanted to change that, we can't tell 1 Board nenbers of any of the conments concerning the
2 Carmeron Parish Police Jury they have to publish it on 2 Potpourri rules?
3 their website. So that was the reason we chose not 3 (No response.)
4 recommend that change. 4 MR WNDHAM
5 V¢ al so received two comments from 5 Any comments fromthe public concerning
6 Together Louisiana. The first was that same issue about 6 the coments?
7 publication of a notice of the witten request for 7 Kind of redundant itself.
8 governnental approval. It doesn't proactively state on 8 P ease step forward, M. Dunn, and
9 the website. That was, | believe, the intent when we 9 identify yourself.
10 discussed that. It just on the website, it just says we | 10 MB.  DUN\
11 will post. Were we will post did not get added. V¢ 11 [ mAnne Dunn with Together Loui siana.
12 have tal ked to Louisiana Register. They've agreed that 12 | particularly want to comment on the
13 on the website as a clarifying change to make the rule 13 concern about posting on the website things that the
14 clear where that's going to be published is 14 Board was indicating was their intent and fol lowthat up
15 non-substantive. \¢ don't see any harmsince that was 15 with a statenent and make sure that was a
16 theintent all along, so we recommend making that 16  non-substantiative change.
17 change. 17 Wiat | want to says is that we do have
18 The last comment was that Toget her 18  continui ng concerns about how you go about determ ning
19 Louisiana still believes that the part of the rules that |19 what a conpelling reason is for retaining jobs, and I
20 deals with conpelling reason for the retention of jobs 20 think the discussion that we had at the rules neeting
21 isstill very broad and allows for alnmost any situation |21 was basically that this is really atough call. And
22 topotentially argue that there are conpel ling reason 22 they asked us to bring a recomendation, and we're not
23 for retention. And | think, one, that would be a 23 prepared to do that at this tine, but we would like to
24 substantive change and it woul d change the process that 24 take the opportunity to see what's in the best practices
25 we're under, but, additionally, LED does not recomend 25 are around the country and see if we can come up with
Page 230 Page 232
1 nmaking that change because the constitution allows the 1 something that would be hel pful to the Board just to
2 Board and the Governor that discretion. And | think as 2 kind of, you know give you a courage when you make the
3 youtry to put very specific guidelines of "X' nunber of 3 decisions.
4 jobs or sonething like that to be retained, you lint 4 So thank you very much. W¢'re pl eased
5 that discretion. And, you know, 25 jobs in North 5 to see what's happening.
6 Louisiana and 25 jobs in Baton Rouge nay not mean the 6 MR WNDHAM
7 sane thing, and we did not want to pigeonhole ourself or | 7 Thank you, M. Dunn. Thank you,
8 the Board or the Governor into having that strict of 8 Together Louisiana for their input in this process,
9 requirenents, so that's why we did not recomrend that 9 also.
10  change. 10 Al right. Wth that, M. Adley, | believe
11 There was a general comment received 11 it's appropriate for you to make a notion to nove the
12 fromM. Patterson with LABl. Not witten, but just 12 rules to the next step.
13 verbal at the neeting. It was a general comment about 13 SV CLAPINSKI
14 the direction of the program |egislation that had been |14 | think we need to approve or not
15 passed | ast year dealing with inventory tax and ITEP. | |15 approve any of the changes as recomended by the
16 have a little wite-up for you on that page, but as 16 Departnent and then to nove forward with the rules
17 there were no specific requests to change |anguage other | 17  process.
18 than a general concern about the direction of program 18 MR ADLEY:
19  he did not suggest any changes based upon that coment. 19 Let ne nove that we accept the
20 And M. Alison spoke. He basically said echoes LIDEA's |20 recomendations of the changes and get that done first.
21 conments and had sone concerns about Toget her 21 MR WNDHAM
22 Louisiana's conment wanting to more tightly define the 22 I's there a second?
23 retention issue. 23 Seconded by Dr. WIson.
24 MR WNDHAM 24 I's there any further discussion on the
25 Are there any questions by any of the 25 newrules, Potpourri rules or any other rules with this
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1 progran? 1 MR WNDHAM
2 (No response.) 2 Motion nade and seconded.
3 MR WNDHAM 3 Does anybody el se want to run?
4 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 4 (No response.)
5 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 5 MR WNDHAM
6 MR WNDHAM 6 | accept the nomnation | guess is the
7 Al opposed with a "nay." 7 proper procedure.
8 (No response.) 8 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye."
9 MR WNDHAM 9 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
10 Motion carries. 10 MR WNDHAM
11 MR ADLEY: 11 Al opposed with a "nay."
12 | woul d now nove that we nove forward 12 (No response.)
13 with the proper notification, whatever we have to do to |13 MR WNDHAM
14 get -- 14 Motion carries.
15 MB. CLAPI N : 15 Al right. Secretary Pierson, comments,
16 Quersight comittee, yes, sir. 16 please.
17 MR ADLEY: 17 SECRETARY Pl ERSON
18 -- to nove forward and fol l ow the 18 | know the hour grows late, so I'Il just
19  Adninistrative Procedures Act. 19 nake these very brief remarks. | apologize for ny late
20 MR WNDHAM 20 arrival this norning. W& are miltitasking at the
21 Al right. Sothere's amtion and a 21 Capital and other things going on.
22 second nade by Representative Carnody. 22 | want to echo Chairman Wndhams
23 Any further discussion on noving forward | 23 remarks regarding the staff that continue to operate on
24 for pronul gation of these rules fromthe public or the 24 two fronts. (ne is the proper and appropriate adoption
25  Board? 25 of all of the rules that are associated with the

Page 234 Page 236
1 (No response.) 1 executive order and with the execution of all of the
2 MR WNDHAM 2 adnmnistrative elenents wth these very large nunbers of
3 Al in favor, indicate with an "aye." 3 contracts and notifications and all of the things that
4 (Several menbers respond "aye.") 4 gointo the day-to-day work that the staff has to do to
5 MR WNDHAM 5 cover 64 parishes. So thank to each and every one of
6 Al opposed with a "nay." 6 you for those efforts.
7 (No response.) 7 | want to call anote to just say that |
8 MR WNDHAM 8 hope it is observed, but we took all of the conments
9 | want to thank all of the staff for 9 that cane to us fromthe pubic and the public groups out
10 their hard work with this, too. 10 there very seriously. V& spent time with them i
11 Now we' re el ection of officers. 11 spent dialog, and we want to continue to do that. Ve
12 M. Adley. 12 think it's a very inportant part of the process.
13 MR ADLEY: 13 | can recall tines in the past where,
14 Gan | just make a comment? Wiat |'ve 14 you know we'd just check the blocks and said, "Yep, we
15 been told is normal |y what happens i s the Chairnan 15 talked to them" and away we go. | think this has been
16 rules, the comttee moves the chair and then we put 16 a very engaged and active dialog that will continue, and
17 sonebody in there. 1'mgoing to ask you, fromthe 17 so | thank the Board for that opportunity and the
18  @vernor's office, if youwll, if you'll allowus to 18 leadership that's been exhibited along the way. And
19 leave Steve in place until we finish this rules process. |19 certain what the board has stood for today, whichis
20 V¢ thought it would already be done. ¢ don't knowwhen |20 what we're trying to inplenent relative to
21 it is going to be done, but I'd Iike make a notion that 21 accountability and bringing that statement fromthe
22 welet himremain as chairman until the Board deci des 22 corporations as to what they're going to provide and
23 what they want to do fromthere if that's okay. 23 being sure that that has a return back to the public.
24 MR FABRA 24 So thank you for all of people that have been very
25 So nmoved. 25 active in that effort, certainly all of the menbers of
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1 this Board. 1  REPORTER S CERTI FI CATE:
2 Doug Lebleu, thanks for being the tip of | 2 I, ELICIA H WOODWORTH, Certified Court
3 the spear to go out there and begin the engagements with | 3 Reporter in and for the State of Louisiana, as the
4 the communities, these political subdivisions. | know 4 officer before whomthis neeting for the Board of
5 thisisnot newterritory to you, that probably 25 years | > Commerce and Industry of the Louisiana Econom ¢
6 ago you were standing in front of those same bodi es 6 Devel opnent Corporation, do hereby certify that this
7 asking if they vanted to grant a resol ution to 7 rmeeting was reported by me in the stenotype reporting
8 participate in the Enterprise Zone Programor all of the 8 method, wa§ pref)ared and ”anéclri bed by m? or under ny
9 other prograns that we've had out there, but that |ocal 13 Ezfzzflt?;;z::g: ?Zdt;zpig\;is;nwazgl:i; ;;:e and
10 voice is back at the table. And we knowit's a |earning .
11 curve associated with it, as you noted, but that's 12 under st and nihat the transcript has been prepared in
12 inportant and ve'll get tha.t Jo_b done. 13 conpliance with transcript format required by statute or
13 Ve are working internally at LED to 14 by rules of the board, that | have acted in conpliance
14 conduct these regional workshops throughout the state, 15 with the prohibition on contractual relationships, as
15 both with the economc devel opnent professionals and the | o yetined by Louisiana Code of Gvil Procedure Article
16 political subdivisions. Ve ve done sone. Ve have a lot 17 1434 and in rules and advisory opinions of the board;
17 nmore to do, and as soon as we get everybody trained, a 18 That | amnot related to counsel of to the
18 ot of themw |l leave office and new people wll be 19 parties herein, nor am! otherwise interested in the
19 training. So we knowit's an ongoing effort and we'll 20 outcome of this matter.
20 be glad to have that. That's what it takes to get the 21
21 programeffectively working and we're pledged to that. Dated this 13th day of My, 2017.
22 Thank you very much. 22
23 MR WNDHAM 23
24 Thank you, M. Secretary. 24 ELICIA H WOODWORTH, CCR
25 Do we have a motion to adj ourn? 25 CERTI FI ED COURT REPORTER
Page 238
1 Ch, I'msorry. Don't adjourn. Don't
2 leave.
3 M. api nski.
4 M. CLAPINSKI
5 Just because the board rules do require
6 annual election of officers, there was a motion made on
7 the chair, but not the vice chair position, sois the
8 intent to have both stay? | just need for a point of
9 order just to have that clarified for us.
10 MR WNDHAM
11 Yes. Wio's vice chair? You are? Al
12 right.
13 So | guess the notion has been nade by
14 Representative Carnody; seconded by Dr. WIson.
15 Al in favor of Robert Adley staying as
16 vice chair, indicate with an "aye."
17 (Several menbers respond "aye.")
18 MR WNDHAM
19 Al opposed with a "nay."
20 (No response.)
21 M WNHAM
22 Motion carries.
23 Meeting' s adj ourned based upon the
24 nmotion by M. Fajardo and seconded by M. WIIians.
25 (Meeting concl udes at 1:22 p.m)
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   All right.  I call this meeting to

 3   order, the Board of Commerce and Industry meeting for

 4   April the 26th, 2017.  It's about 9:35.

 5                   Melissa -- I lost her.

 6               MR. FAVALORO:

 7                   Frank here for her.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   I'm sorry.  Frank/Melissa, please call

10   the roll.

11               MR. FAVALORO:

12                   Robert Adley, sitting in for --

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Here.

15               MR. FAVALORO:

16                   Robert Barham, sitting in for Lieutenant

17   Governor.

18               MR. BARHAM:

19                   Here.

20               MR. FAVALORO:

21                   Representative Neil Abramson.

22               (No response.)

23               MR. FAVALORO:

24                   Millie Atkins.

25               MS. ATKINS:
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 1       Here.

 2   MR. FAVALORO:

 3       Mayor Glenn Brasseaux.

 4   MAYOR BRASSEAUX:

 5       Here.

 6   MR. FAVALORO:

 7       Representative Thomas Carmody.

 8   (No response.)

 9   MR. FAVALORO:

10       Yvette Cola.

11   (No response.)

12   MR. FAVALORO:

13       Major Coleman.

14   MR. COLEMAN:

15       Here.

16   MR. FAVALORO:

17       Ricky Fabra.

18   MR. FABRA:

19       Here.

20   MR. FAVALORO:

21       Manny Fajardo.

22   MR. FAJARDO:

23       Here.

24   MR. FAVALORO:

25       Jerald Jones.
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 1   (No response.)

 2   MR. FAVALORO:

 3       Heather Malone.

 4   MS. MALONE:

 5       Here.

 6   MR. FAVALORO:

 7       Senator Danny Martiny.

 8   (No response.)

 9   MR. FAVALORO:

10       Charles "Robby" Miller.

11   MR. MILLER:

12       Here.

13   MR. FAVALORO:

14       Jan Moller.

15   MR. MOLLER:

16       Here.

17   MR. FAVALORO:

18       Senator Morrell.

19   (No response.)

20   MR. FAVALORO:

21       Secretary Don Pierson.

22   (No response.)

23   MR. FAVALORO:

24       Mr. Scott Richard.

25   (No response.)
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 1   MR. FAVALORO:

 2       Darryl Saizan.

 3   (No response.)

 4   MR. FAVALORO:

 5       Daniel Schexnaydre.

 6   (No response.)

 7   MR. FAVALORO:

 8       Ronnie Slone.

 9   MR. SLONE:

10       Here.

11   MR. FAVALORO:

12       Bobby Williams.

13   MR. WILLIAMS:

14       Here.

15   MR. FAVALORO:

16       Steven Windham.

17   MR. WINDHAM:

18       Here.

19   MR. FAVALORO:

20       Dr. Wilson.

21   DR. WILSON:

22       Here.

23   MR. FAVALORO:

24       We have a quorum.

25   MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Before we go forward, I'd like to thank

 2   everybody for attending today's meeting, and I will

 3   entertain a motion for the approval of last meeting's

 4   minutes.

 5                   Motion made by Mr. Moller; seconded by

 6   Dr. Wilson.

 7                   Any discussions?  Any changes?

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

11               (Several members respond "aye.")

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   All opposed with a "nay."

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Motion carries.

17                   Mr. Burton, if you could do the Quality

18   Jobs Program, please.

19               MR. BURTON:

20                   Good morning.  I have two new

21   applications for Quality Jobs:  20151086, LACC, LLC US

22   in Calcasieu Parish; 20161392, Republic National

23   Distributing Company in Orleans Parish.

24                   That concludes the applications.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   All right.  Thank you, Mr. Burton.

 2                   Are there any questions concerning the

 3   two new applications for Quality Jobs?

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   Yeah, just let me --

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Mr. Barham (sic).

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   Just a general question that I was asked

10   to ask while I was here.  It's my understanding that

11   under Quality Jobs, LED has no -- it's strictly

12   statutory and you're guided by what the statutes say; is

13   that correct?

14               MR. BURTON:

15                   That is correct.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   The question that is raised, the Quality

18   Jobs Program has grown from 70-million to 300-million.

19   Do you know the timeframe that occurred from the 70 to

20   300?

21               MR. BURTON:

22                   The 70 to the 149, approximately -- I

23   don't have the numbers with me, but I know we've gone

24   from 70 to 149 last fiscal year.  The projection of the

25   TEB, the Department of Revenue projected about

0009

 1   291-million.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   And that would be from fiscal year --

 4               MR. BURTON:

 5                   Fiscal '17, ending this June.  However,

 6   just as a little add along for the board, I did check

 7   with the Department of Revenue, and so far, what's been

 8   issued as of March 31st of 2017 was about $75-million

 9   for Quality Jobs, so that's going to be significantly

10   lower than the $291-million projected by TEB Department

11   of Revenue.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   What number would be a fair number to

14   use?

15               MR. BURTON:

16                   That's kind of hard to guess, but if I

17   had to go an a ballpark, because it depends on when they

18   decide to actually submit their filings with Department

19   of Revenue, but a good estimate on time lag and how

20   revenue would have to submit it, I'd say between 90 and

21   100.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   Thank you very much.

24                   But that's in addition to the 70 that we

25   had?
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 1               MR. BURTON:

 2                   That would just be a total of 90 to

 3   100-million.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   Thank you very much.

 6               MR. BURTON:

 7                   No problem.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Any other questions?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Any comments from the public concerning

13   these new applications for Quality Jobs?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Any questions from the board members?

17               (No response.)

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Is there a motion for approval?

20               MR. ADLEY:

21                   So moved.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Mr. Adley made the motion; seconded by

24   Dr. Wilson.

25                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
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 1               (Several members respond "aye.")

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   All opposed with a "nay."

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Motion carries.

 7                   Next I believe we have the renewals.

 8               MR. BURTON:

 9                   We have five renewals for Quality Jobs:

10   20120993, Gremillion & Pou and Associates, Inc. in Caddo

11   Parish; 20121010, John H. Carter, Inc. AND ControlWorx,

12   LLC in East Baton Rouge Parish; 20120962, Mechanical

13   Equipment Company, Inc. in St. Tammany Parish; 20129999,

14   Sasol USA Corporation in Calcasieu Parish; 20121170, UPS

15   Midstream Services, Inc. in La Salle Parish.

16                   This concludes the renewal summaries.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Thank you, Mr. Burton.

19                   Are there any comments from the public

20   concerning these five renewals?

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Any comments from the board members?

24               (No response.)

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Is there a motion to approve?

 2                   Made by Mr. Slone; seconded by Ms.

 3   Malone.

 4                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 5               (Several members respond "aye.")

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   All opposed with a "nay."

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Motion carries.

11                   Next I believe we have one late renewal.

12               MR. BURTON:

13                   That is correct.  We have one late

14   renewal.  It's going to be 20080750, Blake International

15   USA Rigs, LLC in Terrebonne Parish.  The contract

16   effective date for this contract was May 15th, 2008.

17   Board approval date was 6/22/2010.  The signed contract

18   was returned to Louisiana Economic Development on

19   10/14/2015.  The contract was executed by the Governor

20   on 10/19 of 2015.  The initial contract expiration date

21   for this contract is 5/14 of 2013, and the late renewal

22   request date made by the company is going to be

23   4/18/2016.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Is there a representative from the
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 1   company?

 2                   Please step forward and identify

 3   yourself.  I'm sure there are some questions related to

 4   these time lags.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   Before they get up, can we ask the

 7   staff, is there no set guidelines in the rules how to

 8   deal with the late renewals as there are with ITEP?

 9               MR. BURTON:

10                   We do have some language on the top, if

11   you'll see on your renewal, renewal documents, it says

12   in the rules that, "An application to renew a contract

13   shall be filed within 60 days of the initial contract

14   expiring.  The Board may approve a request for renewal

15   filed more than 60 days, but less than five years after

16   expiration of the initial contract, and may impose a

17   penalty for the late filing of the renewal request,

18   including a reduction of the five-year renewal period."

19   That's verbatim from the Quality Jobs rules.

20               MR. ADLEY:

21                   What we have done on the renewals of the

22   ITEP, as I remember, we reduced the five years to four.

23   Is that how we've been doing it?

24               MR. BURTON:

25                   I think y'all went per rules on the

0014

 1   ITEP, which I think is it's per one year for every one

 2   month late, which that's going to be set --

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   I think the board's action when they --

 5   I see you nodding your head, because there's going to be

 6   some more late renewals, so I'm just trying to get us to

 7   be consistent if we can.  It applied to ITEP; we had

 8   these same guidelines.  We, the Board, decided to make a

 9   reduction by one year.  That's what we have done in the

10   past; that's correct, is it not?

11               MR. BURTON:

12                   Yes.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Okay.  That's all I wanted to know.

15   Thank you.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Yes, Mr. Miller.

18               MR. MILLER:

19                   Eric, for the new members here, the

20   effective date was '08.  The Governor didn't sign it

21   until '15; is that normal?

22               MR. BURTON:

23                   No, this is not a normal occurrence.

24               MR. MILLER:

25                   Do you have an explanation on why
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 1   this -- I mean, '08 and the Board approved it two years

 2   later and then the contract was signed by LED in '15 and

 3   the Governor in '15.

 4               MR. BURTON:

 5                   The only lag that we mostly have, as you

 6   can tell, in QJ contracts, there's going to be possibly

 7   about a two-year lag from the advance date and the

 8   application being due by rules, so you may see some

 9   about two years later than the advance fee has.

10   However, this one does have some special occurrences

11   that happened that maybe the company would like to speak

12   on that lagged this further back to where we would have

13   a signed contract not received until almost after five

14   years from what the Board approval date is.

15               MR. MILLER:

16                   Would you like to explain that?

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Yes.  Please identify yourself.

19               MR. HENSON:

20                   Thomas Henson, attorney for Blake

21   International --

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   Can you get a little closer to that

24   thing?

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Is it working?

 2               MR. HENSON:

 3                   Good morning, Board.  Thomas Henson on

 4   behalf of Blake International.  With me today is Jules

 5   Haydel, Human Resources Manager.

 6                   In this case, Blake International filed

 7   advanced notification in 2008, mid-2008.  It was a new

 8   company.  There was some disputes with LED as to

 9   coverage of some former Pride employees.  This was an

10   asset sale strictly in 2008, and there was some issues

11   raised by LED as to whether certain of the jobs created

12   qualified for Quality Jobs benefits.  There was a formal

13   application and an amended application, and there was

14   also some litigation over not only the Pride issue, but

15   over the wording of the contract.

16                   Because of the Pride issue, there was

17   some provisions in the contract that Blake was concerned

18   might preclude it from Quality Jobs benefits, and so

19   that was all hashed out.  And it was not until that

20   litigation was concluded that we actually had a contract

21   form acceptable that was signed up, and that's the

22   reason for the delay.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   I see the staff shook their head behind

25   you.
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 1                   Do y'all disagree with that statement?

 2               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 3                   Good morning.  Danielle Clapinski, staff

 4   attorney at LED.

 5                   I don't disagree that that was the point

 6   in time that the contract was executed, that the

 7   contract we offered back in 2010 and the one that was

 8   signed were not substantially different.  I mean, there

 9   was litigation in between, but --

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   Did they get credit for Quality Jobs

12   from 2010 forward?

13               MS. CLAPINSKI:

14                   Yes.  They have to date.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   So they got credit for them?

17               MS. CLAPINSKI:

18                   2008.  So 2008, 2009, 2010, '11 and

19   whatever portion of '12, through 5/14 of '12, so the

20   renewal contract would pick back up on 5/15 of '12, if

21   it were approved, and whatever period of time.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Secretary Pierson.

24               SECRETARY PIERSON:

25                   Don Pierson has now arrived for the
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 1   official minutes.  Please reflect my appearance.  Thank

 2   you.

 3                   Would you please illuminate that this

 4   was essentially a discussion relative to the Pride jobs

 5   were already in the state and the contract for Quality

 6   Jobs should award to Blake for net new jobs and that

 7   that was sort of the crux of that matter.

 8               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 9                   That's correct.  So there was a dispute

10   over whether the jobs.  I think about 243 of the 245

11   employees hired were former Pride employees, and so

12   there were discussions of whether they were, in fact,

13   net new jobs.  The litigation concluded because the

14   Court found that they hadn't signed the contract, that

15   the litigation was premature.  They had not yet signed

16   their contract, and, therefore, they were not an

17   employer under the Quality Jobs Program and were not

18   eligible at that time to file suit.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   I just want to make sure that we,

21   regardless of all of the litigation, the litigation was

22   finalized, the courts or whoever decided that they were

23   to get the Quality Jobs or not?

24               MS. CLAPINSKI:

25                   That was not -- no, sir.  That was not
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 1   what they decided.  They decided that at that point in

 2   time, the litigation was premature.  So that may still

 3   be an outstanding issue that LED and the company will

 4   have to deal with.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   I got it.  So the effective date for the

 7   Quality Jobs was not changed by the litigation?

 8               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 9                   That is correct.

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   Okay.  So I heard your statement, and I

12   think I got it.  For 2008 to 2015 or something.  I think

13   the fact of the matter is the effective date was the '08

14   date.

15               MR. HENSON:

16                   That's correct, and, in fact, the

17   company has been approved for substantial Quality Jobs

18   benefits '08, '09 forward for those first five years.

19   It was something over a million dollars.  We still have

20   the issue -- that's for the non-counted Pride hires.  We

21   still have the issue.  Basically what the court said,

22   until you sign a contract, we can't resolve the Pride

23   issue, so go back and sign the contract, and then that's

24   what we did.  And that's the reason for the delay in

25   execution of the contract.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   So let me ask this related to that.  Why

 3   didn't you sign the contract?

 4               MR. HENSON:

 5                   There was some provisions in the

 6   contract, there was a dispute as to which version of the

 7   Quality Jobs rules would apply to this contract.  The

 8   rules were substantially revised effective 2011, as I

 9   recall, I think October, November of 2011, and the

10   revision to the rules we believe was actually impacted

11   by Blake's situation and so we had a dispute.

12                   Originally the contract was going to

13   attach the rules that were in effect when Blake filed

14   its application in the '08/'09 time period.  The rules

15   were changed in '11, and then LED wanted to attach the

16   new rules.  Well, the new rules substantively would have

17   affected the coverage of the Pride employees, and that

18   was the crux of the dispute on signing the contract.

19                   There still is a dispute as to whether

20   the old rules or the new Quality Jobs rules should apply

21   to this contract.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   I guess my confusion here is the

24   contract is the contract and that's what dictates how

25   the program or how benefits are received.  So regardless
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 1   of what the rules would say, the contract's the

 2   contract, and if you wanted to get the benefits, the

 3   contract should have been signed.  Then I look at this

 4   other piece in here that you didn't submit the renewal

 5   until just now.  So the renewal was due.  The contract

 6   wasn't in place; you hadn't signed it, you couldn't have

 7   renewed it, but you still should have done the

 8   paperwork.  You should have signed the contract in order

 9   to get it renewed.  So I'm having difficulty making that

10   grasp of why the renew would be for the full five years

11   today.

12               MR. HENSON:

13                   We had -- it was an issue in the

14   litigation as to which version of the contract should we

15   sign, whether we should attach the old rules or the new

16   rules, and that is an extremely important issue.  And so

17   to sign -- and Blake was willing to sign and actually

18   signed at one point and sent to LED the contract with

19   the old rules attached and LED said, "No.  We're not" --

20   first of all, they prepared the contract and sent it to

21   us with the old rules attached.  And then later, after

22   they amended the rules, they pushed for amendments of

23   the Quality Jobs and rules, and then came back later and

24   said, "No, we're not going to attach those rules because

25   we want to take the position because the new rules apply
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 1   even though your application was in '08/'09."

 2                   So it wasn't a situation where, "Just

 3   sign here."  It was a serious dispute.  LED did not want

 4   to execute the contract with the original rules that

 5   were in place when Blake International filed the

 6   application, they didn't want to execute --

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   I believe through --

 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:

10                   Well, what I would say is that the rules

11   are not ever attached as an addendum to contracts.  We

12   may have agreed to send them a copy of the rules that

13   were in place at the time, and the reason for that is

14   there are some changes that are procedural and there are

15   some changes that are substantive to the program.  Some

16   of those changes, if they change, they are our

17   procedural ones about when things are due.  If we change

18   it, those are still applicable to those contracts in

19   effect.  So we don't ever say, "This is the set of

20   rules.  This is the only set of rules that are going to

21   apply to that contract."

22                   I think the why of the net new jobs is

23   really probably not an issue right now for this Board to

24   determine.  That's going to have to go through the

25   litigation process.  I think for now the issue before
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 1   you is just based upon the fact that there was

 2   litigation and that litigation was the holdup in the

 3   company signing the contract, whether that has an affect

 4   on the term of their renewal that you'd like to --

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Mr. Slone.

 7               MR. SLONE:

 8                   So I guess I'm asking, they got

 9   benefits, but the contract wasn't signed?

10               MS. CLAPINSKI:

11                   No.  So what happened was, once we were

12   finished with that portion of the litigation, they

13   executed a contract.  At the point that they executed

14   the contract, they then filed five years worth of annual

15   payroll rebates.  They did not receive anything prior to

16   having a contract, but those have -- those five years

17   have been processed by LED and they have received some

18   payroll rebates based upon those filings.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   So that contract, the original contract,

21   would have expired in '13?

22               MS. CLAPINSKI:

23                   Correct.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Now, we're in the '16 -- or '17.  I'm
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 1   sorry.  Thank you.  I was looking at this number here.

 2                   We're in '17.  Now, we're in '17.  I

 3   mean, my tendency would be to say, okay, you can have

 4   this last year, but you haven't been doing your

 5   paperwork.  These other four years, there was no

 6   contract in effect.  How can the state or how can we owe

 7   you anything?

 8               MR. HENSON:

 9                   As soon as the litigation was concluded

10   and resolved, the contract form was issued with the

11   corrected statement.  The company was actually sent a

12   draft of the contract with the original rules attached

13   as an exhibit from Mr. Favaloro at LED at the Quality

14   Jobs Program.  As soon as the litigation was concluded,

15   which was actually over the wording of the contract, it

16   would have been a situation to request renewal of a

17   contract that was never even placed.  The contract was

18   not in place until the court resolved the issues with

19   respect to the language of the contract.  Those were not

20   resolved until after the litigation, and then

21   immediately late filed those applications for those

22   years and requested renewal.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Yes, Mr. Miller.

25               MR. MILLER:
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 1                   Since I'm the one who opened this can of

 2   worms to go back and do this, I'll see if I can get us

 3   back on track.

 4                   You're here for renewal that goes back

 5   to '13.  You didn't file for the renewal until '16,

 6   three years after it expired.  Is there a reason that

 7   that happened?  Because, if I'm not mistaken -- let me

 8   make sure I'm understanding.  Once you signed the

 9   contract, you got credit or you got your rebate from '08

10   till '13 and you filed for it and received it; correct?

11               MR. HENSON:

12                   We got partial approval.  We didn't get

13   approval for the Pride employees.

14               MR. MILLER:

15                   That's a legal matter that I don't think

16   we need to address here.  But you took -- you went back

17   to '08 and asked for job credits through '13; is that

18   correct?

19               MR. HENSON:

20                   Yes, we did.

21               MR. MILLER:

22                   Okay.  So you knew the contract was from

23   '08 to '13 and it needed to be renewed in '13; correct?

24               MR. HENSON:

25                   We didn't have a contract in place.

0026

 1               MR. MILLER:

 2                   You had to have a contract to get the

 3   rebates.

 4               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 5                   The contract was not filed until October

 6   of 2015.

 7               MR. MILLER:

 8                   But you went back --

 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:

10                   Yes.

11               MR. HENSON:

12                   Immediately after.

13               MR. MILLER:

14                   Why didn't you immediately do the

15   renewal in '15 instead of a year later?  I guess what

16   I'm asking, the questions is, if it expired in '13,

17   signed the contract for the renewal, it was almost over

18   whenever you started, whenever you signed it final.

19               MR. HENSON:

20                   We believe that the Court proceedings,

21   number one, would have interrupted any deadlines, and,

22   number two, once we were in a position where the Court

23   resolved the contract issue, immediately signed the

24   contract, sent the applications for benefits.  And as

25   soon as Eric raised the renewal issue, we said we want
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 1   to be -- we want to seek renewal.

 2               MR. MILLER:

 3                   Okay.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   I think the normal practice would have

 6   been if you were in litigation, surely your attorney

 7   would have told you you have a contract, you renew the

 8   contract.  If you win the litigation, you will be due

 9   something in addition to whatever is in this contract

10   that they interpret one way and you interpret another.

11               MR. HENSON:

12                   No.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   What's going through my mind now is if

15   they waited till 2015, two years after the fact, and you

16   file it as a renewal -- isn't that what you did?

17               MR. HENSON:

18                   We signed the original contract,

19   submitted the actual applications for benefits for those

20   five years and then raised with Ms. -- with Eric the

21   renewal issue.

22               MS. CLAPINSKI:

23                   I think what happened --

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   So it's your belief that the effective
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 1   date of this renewal is what, what year?

 2               MR. HENSON:

 3                   If the effective dates, I don't know

 4   whether it would be -- I'm assuming it would be --

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   If you believe that you had a renewal

 7   coming, you had to believe you had a contract of some

 8   kind or you wouldn't have a renewal.

 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:

10                   I think, just to clarify what happened,

11   was the application came to the Board for approval in

12   2010.  It was approved by the Board.  At that point in

13   time, the contract went out to the company.

14               MR. ADLEY:

15                   With what effective date?

16               MS. CLAPINSKI:

17                   With the 5/15/2008 effective date.  And

18   that's typical that there be a lag between the contract

19   effective date and when it's approved because they have

20   24 months after filing their advanced notification after

21   filing their application, so that is not abnormal for

22   the process.  What happened --

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   The effective date is important.

25               MS. CLAPINSKI:
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 1                   Yes, sir.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   It's a five-year program; right?

 4               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 5                   Yes, sir, five years with an opportunity

 6   to --

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   The effective date is 5/15?

 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:

10                   The effective date is 5/15/2008 with an

11   expiration of 5/14/2013.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   So it expired in '13?

14               MS. CLAPINSKI:

15                   That's correct.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   And they didn't renew it then?

18               MS. CLAPINSKI:

19                   Well, they didn't enter into the

20   original contract, the first five-year contract that

21   started in 5/15/2008, until 2015, after that original

22   five-year term had expired.

23               MR. MILLER:

24                   '08 is when it got started.

25               MS. CLAPINSKI:
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 1                   '08 is, yeah.  And so at that point in

 2   time, when they filed formally, I believe what happened

 3   is they filed even for a sixth year and we're having to

 4   say, "Look, we can only process five because there is no

 5   renewal contract in place," and at that point in time,

 6   they filed for renewal.

 7               MR. MILLER:

 8                   I make a motion that we do the renewal

 9   with the one-year penalty that we've done similar to the

10   ITEP.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   There's a motion on the floor to renew

13   with a one-year penalty.

14               MR. SLONE:

15                   I'll second.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Seconded by Mr. Slone.

18                   Is there any other discussion related to

19   this?

20               MR. BURTON:

21                   I do have one question on that.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Yes.

24               MR. BURTON:

25                    If we can, let me know if you or the
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 1   Board wants for that renewal considered for an

 2   additional five years, do we want it at the beginning or

 3   do we want it at the end of the contract?

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   My thought --

 6               MR. BURTON:

 7                   If we have it.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   -- is the one year is taken off the back

10   end, so it would be from '13 until '17, so it would be

11   effectively --

12               MR. BURTON:

13                   Just reducing the last year of the

14   contract.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   I would say take it off of the last.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   I mean, I think that's what ends up

19   happening when we do the ITEP.  It ends up being a

20   reduction over the period of time they're going to get.

21   Whatever the Court says, y'all end up doing.  At the end

22   of the day, we want it be reduced by at least one year.

23   That's what we've done with everybody else.  The benefit

24   of Quality Jobs and everything else we do is for the

25   company.  The company's got an obligation to get that
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 1   information in.  Period.

 2               MR. MILLER:

 3                   How many jobs are we talking about?

 4               MR. HENSON:

 5                   Blake spent more than $70-million and

 6   created more than 175 new jobs.  I mean, it's been a

 7   substantial --

 8               MR. MILLER:

 9                   That's what the consensus is now?

10               MR. BURTON:

11                   The last filing that came into our

12   department was for 2012, and we have 108 new direct

13   jobs.  Obviously we have a different opinion of former

14   Pride employees, but we reduced those out, so if we

15   exclude those, we have 108 new direct jobs.  The last

16   year, the actual gross payroll was about 10.3-million,

17   and they received a $601,411 credit in 2012.

18               MR. MILLER:

19                   How many people are working right now?

20               MR. HAYDEL:

21                   Currently 64.

22               MR. MILLER:

23                   Sixty-four.

24               MR. HENSON:

25                   Sixty-four with the downturn.
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 1               MR. MILLER:

 2                   Total.  Thank you.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   We do appreciate those jobs, don't get

 5   us wrong.  We just want to make sure that the program is

 6   administered fairly for all of the applicants as well as

 7   the state.

 8                   Are there any other questions, Board

 9   members, related to this application?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All right.  There's a motion and a

13   second.

14                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

15               (Several members respond "aye.")

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All opposed with a "nay."

18               (No response.)

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   I'm sorry.  Any other comments from the

21   public?

22               (No response.)

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Motion carries.

25                   Thank you, Mr. Henson and Mr. Haydel.
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 1   Thank you, Mr. Burton.

 2               MR. BURTON:

 3                   Next for Quality Jobs is going to be the

 4   Quality Jobs specials.  We have a request for change in

 5   name only for the following contract:  20141102,

 6   Sparkhound, Inc. to Sparkhound, LLC.  That's in East

 7   Baton Rouge Parish.

 8                   And then I have a request to cancel the

 9   following contract:  Contract Number 20141066,

10   Metalplate Galvanizing, LP.  The company requested to

11   cancel the contract because they will not meet all

12   program requirements.  No benefits have been received.

13   That is in Jefferson Parish.

14                   This concludes the specials for Quality

15   Jobs.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Any comments from the public concerning

18   these special considerations for the Quality Jobs

19   Program?

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Any questions from the Board?

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   I'll entertain a motion.
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 1                   Made by the Mayor; seconded by Major

 2   Coleman.

 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 4               (Several members respond "aye.")

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All opposed with a "nay."

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Motion carries.

10                   Thank you Mr. Burton.

11                   Ms. Lambert, Restoration Tax Abatement

12   Program, please.

13               MS. LAMBERT:

14                   Good morning.  Restoration Tax Abatement

15   Program has six new applications.  The first one is

16   20140791, 4141 Bienville, LLC in Orleans Parish;

17   20150238, 225 Chartres Owner, LLC in Orleans; 20161820,

18   Austin and Andrea Guntz, East Baton Rouge Parish;

19   20141431, John B. Smallpage and Rebecca G. Smallpage in

20   Orleans; 20151378, Lydia Cutrer in Orleans; and

21   20150416, Steven B. Jones in Orleans.

22                   This concludes the six applications for

23   RTA.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Any comments from the public concerning
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 1   the Restoration Tax Abatement Program applications?

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   Yes.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Mr. Adley.

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   Just a statement.  As I understand it,

 8   because they fall in this category, regardless of the

 9   age, they get benefit of it.  I'm sure everybody else

10   saw what I saw when you read through it, the dates on

11   those range from 1890 to 1908, 1914, 1930 and then 1954.

12               MS. LAMBERT:

13                   That's absolutely correct.  The ages

14   are, on some of them, there are two qualifiers for being

15   in a historic district.  One is that you are listed on

16   the National Register of Historic Properties, and the

17   other is that you are -- so you can be anywhere.  You

18   can be out on farmland in one house --

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   2015 could be a historic structure if

21   you are were in a historic district; is that what you're

22   telling me?

23               MS. LAMBERT:

24                   Yes, correct.  You can be any age and

25   you can be in any qualified historic district --
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 1               So you're saying Mr. Barham and I are

 2   historic structures?

 3               MS. LAMBERT:

 4                   Yes, sir, that's right.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   It's just terrible.  I don't know how we

 7   missed that in the legislature.  I'm sorry.  I got it.

 8   Because it's in a historic district, even though it's

 9   1954, we have no choice.

10               MS. LAMBERT:

11                   Correct.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Motion by Mr. Williams; seconded by Ms.

14   Atkins.

15                   Any comments from the Board?

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

19               (Several members respond "aye.")

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All opposed with a "nay."

22               (No response.)

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Motion carries.

25                   Thank you, Ms. Lambert.
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 1                   Ms. Metoyer, Enterprise Zone Program,

 2   please.

 3               MS. METOYER:

 4                   I have 14 new applications:  20141613,

 5   Apple Core Foods, LLC, doing business as L&A Quality

 6   Foods, LLC, EBR Parish; 20160266, Beaed of Louisiana,

 7   St. Charles Parish; 20150002, C&C Marine and Repair,

 8   LLC, Plaquemines Parish; 20130117, Cajun Industrial

 9   Design & Construction, LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish;

10   20150270, Community Care Center of Ville Platte, LLC,

11   Evangeline Parish; 20151593, Delta Medical Group,

12   Terrebonne Parish; 20140456, Enlink Midstream Operating,

13   LP, Acadia Parish; 20120868, Exxon Mobil Corp Plastics,

14   East Baton Rouge Parish; 20151082, Five Star Industrial,

15   LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish; 20141154, Lake Area Hotel

16   Investments, LLC, Calcasieu Parish; 20150174, N&S

17   Hospitality, LLC, Rapides Parish; 20141291, Performance

18   Contractors, Incorporated, West Baton Rouge Parish;

19   20140994, Shiv Shakti Lodging, LLC, Calcasieu Parish;

20   and 20131070, UniFirst Holding, Incorporated, East Baton

21   Rouge Parish.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Thank you, Ms. Metoyer.

24                   Mr. Adley, questions?

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   Just two quick questions.  The first

 2   one -- I went through this list and I saw, I think it

 3   was, three hotels that received Enterprise Zone.  Am I

 4   reading that correct?

 5               MS. METOYER:

 6                   Yes, sir.  These advances were filed

 7   prior to them being excluded.  The hotels were excluded

 8   either in July of '15 or the first session in '16.

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   Under today's rules, they wouldn't

11   qualify?

12               MS. METOYER:

13                   They cannot apply.  They can apply, but

14   they don't qualify.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   Okay.  I know there was a problem, I

17   just couldn't remember what it was.  They got in before

18   the deadline; is that what you're telling me?

19               MS. METOYER:

20                   I'd have to look at the paper to make

21   sure.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   By any chance, do you know, of the four

24   manufacturing facilities that are identified there, if

25   they also get ITEP and/or inventory tax credits?  Do you
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 1   y'all keep track of that at all?  You would be able to

 2   go back and see if they got ITEP, would you not?

 3               MS. METOYER:

 4                   Yes, sir.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   I'll just ask you at some point after

 7   this meeting is over with y'all go back and see whether

 8   the four manufacturing facilities, in addition to the

 9   Enterprise, are they also getting ITEP and/or inventory

10   credit?

11               MS. METOYER:

12                   Which four are you referring to?

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   I'm looking at C&C Marine.

15               MS. METOYER:

16                   Oh, okay.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Enlink, Exxon and Performance

19   Contractors.  Clearly they look like manufacturers based

20   on their description of what you said, so I'm just

21   trying to find out if, in fact, they get the Enterprise

22   in addition to ITEP or inventory credit.  I'd just like

23   to know that of these companies.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Making a note that there's no preclusion
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 1   of that.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   Yeah.  I don't think you can prohibit

 4   it.  I just want to know if they are getting it.

 5               MS. METOYER:

 6                   Yes, sir.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any comments from the public concerning

 9   the Enterprise Zone application in front of this Board?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Any questions or comments from the Board

13   members additional?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Is there a motion?

17                   Made by Mr. Fabra; seconded by

18   Mr. Fajardo.

19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Motion carries.
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 1                   Ms. Metoyer.

 2               MS. METOYER:

 3                   I have one request to change ownership.

 4   It's Contract 20110248, current contract only.  It is

 5   RJQ Management, LLC.  The new name request is Jamjomar

 6   1314, LLC.  This is Jefferson Parish.  And based on the

 7   consultant is that Jamjomar, LLC purchased the

 8   restaurant that was owned by RJQ Management.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Any comments from the public concerning

11   this name change?

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   There's a motion by Mr. Fajardo;

15   seconded by Dr. Wilson.

16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond with "aye.)

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed with a "nay."

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.

23                   Ms. Metoyer.

24               MS. METOYER:

25                   The terminations are:  201208 -- I'm
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 1   sorry.  20120867, Exxon Mobil Corp, East Baton Rouge

 2   Parish.  The requested term date is 2/28/2015.  The

 3   program requirements have been met, no additional jobs

 4   are anticipated.  20121158, Enlink Midstream Operating,

 5   LP, East Baton Rouge Parish.  The requested term date is

 6   April 16th, 2015.  Program requirements have been met,

 7   no additional jobs are anticipated.  20120115, Axiall,

 8   LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish.  The requested term date

 9   is 12/2/2013.  The program requirements have been met,

10   no additional jobs are anticipated.  20140177, Lisa D.

11   Traina CPA, LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish.  Requested

12   term date 12/1/2016.  The program requirements have been

13   met, no additional jobs are anticipated.  20140184, B&G

14   Food Enterprises, LLC, Lafayette Parish.  Requested term

15   date August 9th, 2016.  Program requirements have been

16   met, no additional jobs are anticipated.  20111025,

17   Enlink Midstream Operating, LP, Acadia Parish.

18   Requested term date 3/25/2014.  Program requirements

19   have been met, no additional jobs are anticipated.

20   20120222, Tubreaux Aviation Maintenance, LLC, Caddo

21   Parish.  Requested term date 2/26/2015.  The program

22   requirements have been met, no additional jobs are

23   anticipated.  20120281, Tubreaux Aviation Services, LLC,

24   Caddo Parish.  Requested term date 3/7/2015.  The

25   program requirements have been met, no additional jobs
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 1   are anticipated.  Enlink Midstream Operating, 20120853,

 2   Ascension Parish.  Requested term date November 14,

 3   2014.  Program requirements have been met, no additional

 4   jobs are anticipated.  20111255, Central Louisiana

 5   Surgical Hospital, LLC, Rapides Parish.  Requested term

 6   date 12/31/2015.  Program requirements have been met, no

 7   additional jobs are anticipated.  20121197, Cheniere LNG

 8   O&M Services, LLC, Beauregard Parish.  Requested term

 9   date 12/31/2015.  Program requirements have been met, no

10   additional jobs are anticipated.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Thank you, Ms. Metoyer.

13                   Are there any comments from the public

14   concerning Enterprise Zone contract terminations?

15               (No response.)

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Any questions from the Board members on

18   those?

19               (No response.)

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   Is there a motion?

22                   Made by Robert Adley (sic); seconded by

23   Mr. Slone.

24                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

25               (Several members respond "aye.")
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   I'm sorry.  That was not Robert Adley.

 3   That is Robert Barham.

 4                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 5               (Several members respond "aye.")

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   All opposed with a "nay."

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Motion carries.

11                   Sorry about that, Mr. Barham.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   I'm sure he's never going to forgive you

14   for that one.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Ms. Metoyer, contract cancelations.

17               MS. METOYER:

18                   I have three cancelations:  20100884,

19   Pre, Incorporated, doing business as Chateau De Bayou,

20   Lafourche Parish.  The company did not meet the EZ

21   program hiring requirements and has been notified of

22   this cancelation.  20110870, Entergy, LA, LLC - Ninemile

23   Point.  The company did not meet the EZ program

24   requirements and they had requested cancelation.  And

25   20121301, Stuller, Incorporated, Lafayette Parish.  The
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 1   company did not meet the hiring requirements and they

 2   requested cancelation.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Are there any representatives from Pre,

 5   Inc., Chateau De Bayou?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any comment from the public concerning

 9   these cancelations?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Questions or comments from the Board

13   concerning the cancelations?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Is there a motion?

17                   Motion made by Mr. Miller; seconded by

18   Mr. Fajardo.

19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Thank you, Ms. Metoyer.
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 1                   All right.  Industrial Tax Exemption

 2   Program, Ms. Cheng.  I believe we're going to do these

 3   individually for the new ones.  There are a few

 4   questions for them, a number of questions.

 5               MS. CHENG:

 6                   Good morning.  These are the Industrial

 7   Tax Exemptions new applications, and there are 25 of

 8   them.

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   Can you get a little closer to the

11   microphone, which will help me and Mr. Barham?

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   These have advanced notifications that

14   were filed prior to the Executive Order on 6/24 of 2016.

15                   20151311, Boise Packaging & Newsprint,

16   LLC, Beauregard Parish; 20130018, Bollinger Fourchon,

17   Lafourche Parish --

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Ms. Cheng, I think we may have questions

20   on them, so we just want to do them one at a time.

21                   Are there any questions on Boise

22   Packaging & Newsprint in Beauregard?

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   Discovery is the first one I have.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Is there a motion to approve Boise --

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   So moved.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Moved by Mr. Adley; seconded by Ms.

 6   Atkins.

 7                   All in favor -- any comments from the

 8   public?

 9               (No response.)

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

12               (Several members respond "aye.")

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion carries.

15                   Please proceed.

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   20130018, Bollinger Fourchon in

18   Lafourche Parish.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Any questions concerning the Bollinger

21   Fourchon application?

22               (No response.)

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Is there a motion to approve Bollinger

25   Fourchon?
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 1                   Made by Robert Barham; seconded by

 2   Mr. Moller.

 3                   All in favor indicate with an "aye."

 4               (Several member respond "aye.")

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All opposed with a "nay."

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Proceed.

10               MS. CHENG:

11                   20160038, Discovery Producer Services in

12   Lafourche Parish.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   This is discovery.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Is there a question?

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Is there someone here from --

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Is there a representative from Discovery

21   here?

22                   Please step forward, state your name and

23   who you represent.

24               MR. PERILLOUX:

25                   Yes, sir.  My name is Brian Perilloux
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 1   with Williams Companies, the parent company of Discovery

 2   Producer Services, LLC.  Thank you.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Mr. Adley.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   My question is, albeit it was done prior

 7   to the executive order, I am trying to determine that

 8   this is actually part of a manufacturing process, what

 9   you've done here.  I'm not following you.  You said,

10   "This project consists of two primary objectives.  The

11   first objective is to install pipe segment to bypass

12   offshore gas around the Larose Gas Processing Plant.

13   This project allows offshore gas to bypass LGPP

14   downstream."  I'm confused.  Are you moving natural gas

15   around the manufacturing facility or into the facility?

16   That's what I couldn't figure out.

17               MR. PERILLOUX:

18                   Yes, sir.  It's to bypass the plant.  So

19   they install the bypass at the LNG processing plant to

20   bypass the plant because they don't want to process that

21   particular gas.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   And where does that gas go?

24               MR. PERILLOUX:

25                   It goes up into another line, and I

0051

 1   apologize.  I'm not familiar with the lot.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   I'm trying to find out, to get to the

 4   point, you're not moving any natural gas that ends up

 5   getting re-marketed somewhere by Williams or anybody

 6   else, are you?  I mean, it all pertains to the

 7   manufacturing in some way?  That's what I need to know.

 8   If you built a line to go remarket gas, that's not

 9   manufacturing.  That's something outside of what your

10   facility does.  I just need to make sure we're not

11   creating an exemption here for something that's outside

12   the manufacturing that the facility does.

13               MR. PERILLOUX:

14                   Sure, and I understand.  I apologize.  I

15   am not the project manager of the project, but the way

16   it was explained to me, it's to bypass the facility --

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Bypass the facility.  Where does that

19   gas go?

20               MR. PERILLOUX:

21                   I think it goes into a third-party line,

22   sir.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   And from the third-party line, somebody

25   sells it?
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 1               MR. PERILLOUX:

 2                   Yes, sir.  We merely transport it.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   My problem is you can't be getting

 5   property tax exemption to build a pipeline to go market

 6   natural gas, and I just need to know -- I mean, look,

 7   I'm -- if it's used in the plant, I don't have a

 8   problem, but if we're granting an exemption or property

 9   tax to someone for building a pipeline to market natural

10   gas, not part of the manufacturing, but go around the

11   plant and into a third-party to be marketed, that is not

12   manufacturing.

13               MR. PERILLOUX:

14                   We stand with whatever the decision is,

15   sir, but that is the process, to bypass the plant.  It

16   originally went into the plant --

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Can you help him?

19               MR. PERILLOUX:

20                   -- but the goal was to bypass the plant,

21   but it was built into the plant in order to bypass it.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Mr. Adley, I think we are going to need

24   to defer this one to get a better explanation of what

25   happens.  I mean, I don't see an alternative on this.
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 1   Rather than --

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   We can go do an inspection if you would

 4   like.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   Do what?

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   We can go do an inspection if y'all

 9   would like.

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   It would be helpful.  I just need to

12   make sure you're not sitting out there getting an

13   exemption for a pipeline that's actually -- albeit, some

14   of the gas may go into facility, but if you're getting

15   an exemption for the entire cost and some of it's

16   getting marketed off, I think that's a problem.  And,

17   yes, I would move that we direct LED to do get an

18   inspection before we make a final decision on this.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Before they go and spend time to go do

21   an inspection, can we get a letter from the company

22   telling us what it's for?  Because I hate to spend

23   manpower, time and effort to go do something --

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   I think it's really important to have
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 1   LED to go do that.  I think it would be very helpful for

 2   that to get done.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Is this pipeline above the ground or

 5   below the ground?

 6               MR. PERILLOUX:

 7                   Sir, I believe it's above ground.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Above ground.

10               MR. PERILLOUX:

11                   I would need to double check with the

12   project manager, but I think it is above ground.  I

13   apologize.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   That's all right.  The only reason I'm

16   saying that, Mr. Adley, is some of the inspections I've

17   done, you go out there and the pipe is underground.  You

18   can see it go down, and you don't know where it goes.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   Well, an inspection could clearly be a

21   visit by them to the home office or front office and

22   they can lay out for them the pipeline map and this is

23   how it works and you come away with an understanding.

24   You don't have to go out there with a shovel and dig up

25   pipe to go figure out where it goes, Mr. Chairman.  This
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 1   is not how it works.  They are going to have pipeline

 2   plans for them to look at and you will be able to

 3   determine if this pipe is for marketing gas or it's used

 4   in the manufacturing facility.  That's what I mean by

 5   inspection.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Okay.  So you mean more of an

 8   investigation?

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   I don't mean a tractor and dig up pipe.

11   I don't mean that.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   They do perform inspections, physical on

14   site inspections to verify --

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   I think if you go to heir office,

17   they're clearly going to have everything connection to

18   that facility and they're going to have plats and maps

19   for you to look at.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All right.  So we'll take that as a

22   motion to defer this one until LED investigates the

23   manufacturing -- the actual manufacturing at this

24   facility of that equipment.

25                   Is there a second to that deferral?
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 1                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.

 2                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 3               (Several members respond with "aye.")

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   All opposed with a "nay."

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Motion carries.

 9               MR. COLEMAN:

10                   I have a question.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Oh, I'm sorry.  Major Coleman.

13               MR. COLEMAN:

14                   I'm a little bit confused.  So each one

15   of these applications, so we have not determined if it's

16   a manufacturing job or not before it gets to us?

17               MS. CHENG:

18                   They have a manufacturing NAICS Code.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   I will tell you where I'm coming from.

21   These came in prior to the executive order, so under the

22   old rules.  The old rules required that be

23   manufacturing, but under a different definition than we

24   had.  In any case, it's required to be manufacturing.

25   Any member of this board who determines that something
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 1   that they see before them is not manufacturing, you

 2   clearly have a right to distinguish between the two, and

 3   that's what I'm trying to do here.  I need to know that

 4   this is part of whatever LED said the manufacturing

 5   process is.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   And I will point out, in some cases,

 8   there may be things where an entity will extract

 9   resources from the ground, so the extraction equipment

10   is not part of the manufacturing process; but then once

11   it gets above the ground on their site, then they start

12   manufacturing it into another product or doing something

13   to it to change its form, et cetera, et cetera, and that

14   becomes what's eligible for manufacturing.  So the

15   overall entity may have an SIC or a NAICS Code that is

16   manufacturing, but certain activity that go on may not

17   be manufacturing, and that's how they know, because it

18   has NAICS Code that indicates that they're manufacturing

19   something.  Does that help?

20                   Mr. Slone.

21               MR. SLONE:

22                   I'm sorry.  So if it bypasses the

23   process that you use, but is used to power the plant,

24   then would be manufacturing?

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   In my eyes, that would be considered

 2   part of the manufacturing process.

 3               MR. SLONE:

 4                   I didn't know if that would help.

 5               MR. COLEMAN:

 6                   I was just trying to figure out whose

 7   job it is to determine the eligibility of if they even

 8   get to the application stage.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   I believe that's the staff's

11   responsibility to determine it's manufacturing when they

12   receive the application.

13                   Any other questions before the deferral

14   vote is taken?

15               (No response.)

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All in favor of deferring?

18               (Several members respond "aye.")

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   All opposed say, "nay."

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Motion carries.  This one is deferred

24   for investigation.

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   20111182A, DOW Chemical Company in

 2   Iberville Parish.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Any comments from the Board concerning

 5   the DOW Chemical application?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any questions from the Board members?

 9                   Is there a motion for approval?

10                   Made by Mr. Slone; seconded by

11   Mr. Fajardo.

12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.")

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.

19               MS. CHENG:

20                   20150280, Eagle US 2, LLC in Calcasieu

21   Parish.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Mr. Adley, I believe you have a question

24   for this one.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   Question for the staff.  Understanding

 2   it's under the initial rules, when I look at these two

 3   applications, they have this one and I guess there is

 4   another.  This one, they just said 2015 upgrades.  The

 5   second one, they clearly mentioned an expansion.  How do

 6   you know or do you know as a staff person that these

 7   were maintenance or not maintenance items?  Is there any

 8   way for you to know that?

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   No.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   Under the old rules, they're clearly

13   allowed regardless of what they put.

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   Yes, sir.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   Under the new rules, when they see

18   something, they just simply --

19               MS. CHENG:

20                   We will have ask for an explanation of

21   what the --

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   Then this may no longer be allowed --

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   Correct.
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 1               MR. ADLEY:

 2                   -- if you find out it's for maintenance

 3   purposes.

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   Yes, sir.

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   All right.  That's what I needed to

 8   know.  Thank you.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Any other questions for the first Eagle

11   US 2 application?

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Any comments from the public?

15               (No response.)

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Motion to approve made by Major Coleman;

18   seconded by Ms. Atkins.

19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Motion carries.
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 1               MS. CHENG:

 2                   20150880A, Eagle US 2 in Calcasieu

 3   Parish.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Any comments from the public concerning

 6   this second application by Eagle US 2?

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   There is a motion on floor to approve

10   made by Ricky.

11                   Is there a second?

12                   By Mr. Williams.

13                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

14               (Several members respond "aye.")

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   All opposed with a "nay."

17               (No response.)

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Motion carries.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   Exxon Mobil Corporation has requested

22   that we defer 20152017.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   You said defer?

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   Yes.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   Which one.

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   Exxon Mobil.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Exxon Mobil.

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   Company has requested that the

10   application be deferred.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All right.

13               MS. CHENG:

14                   20150997 FMT Shipyard & Repair, LLC in

15   Jefferson Parish.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   And the question on this one is they

18   state that they constructed new office buildings, am I

19   to understand that under the old rules, that was

20   allowed?

21               MS. CHENG:

22                   Correct.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   And that is not allowed under the new

25   rules; is that correct?  I'm trying to get some of these
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 1   things aired out before we start walking into these

 2   meetings and people believe that the way they used to do

 3   it's going to work.

 4                   Under the new rule, that would not be

 5   allowed, the office building.

 6               MS. CHENG:

 7                   Correct.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   But under the old rule, y'all did allow

10   them and you allowed them for other companies; is that a

11   fair statement?

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   Yes.

14               MR. ADLEY:

15                   Okay.  Thank you.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Any comments from the public concerning

18   FMT Shipyard & Repair?

19               (No response.)

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   Motion made by Mr. Slone; seconded by

22   Secretary Pierson.

23                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

24                   (Several members respond "aye.")

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   All opposed with a "nay."

 2               (No response.)

 3               MS. CHENG:

 4                   20141329, G.E.O. Heat Exchangers, LLC in

 5   Iberville Parish.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Any comments from the public concerning

 8   G.E.O. Heat Exchangers?

 9               (No response.)

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Is there a motion on the floor to

12   approve this one?

13                   Made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by Ms.

14   Atkins.

15                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

16                   (Several members respond "aye.")

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   All opposed with a "nay."

19               (No response.)

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   Motion carries.

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   20160175, Hood Container of Louisiana,

24   LLC in West Feliciana Parish.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Any comments from the public concerning

 2   Hood Container of Louisiana?

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Is there a motion to approve?

 6                   Made by Mr. Miller; seconded by

 7   Mr. Williams.

 8                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 9                   (Several members respond "aye.")

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All opposed with a "nay."

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion carries.

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   20141572, Intralox, LLC in Jefferson

17   Parish.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Mr. Adley, I believe you have a question

20   for Intralox.

21               MR. ADLEY:

22                   We do.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Is there a representative from Intralox?

25                   Please step forward.
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 1               MR. ADLEY:

 2                   Under the old rules, they also allow --

 3   go ahead and identify yourself.  I'm sorry.

 4               MS. RAYMOND:

 5                   Deanne Raymond.  I'm the Director of Tax

 6   for Laitram, and Intralox is one of our group of

 7   companies.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   Deanne, I don't think the application is

10   at risk.  I just want you to understand that, but under

11   the old rules, they allow for software and hardware if

12   it was in an office as part of a process to be included.

13   Under the new rules, this has to be part of the process,

14   something that's used into the manufacturing itself.  My

15   question to you is, the software and hardware that you

16   have purchased here, what is that for?

17               MS. RAYMOND:

18                   It's probably going to be difficult for

19   me to look at this and say exactly what that's for.  I

20   would probably have to go back to our IT people.  I

21   mean, some of that is certainly used in the

22   manufacturing because we have -- everything's robotic

23   and computerized.

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   If you go to a Timber mill, for instance
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 1   they're going to sit there on the computer out on a line

 2   and they're going to push a button to cut those logs a

 3   certain way and they have a computer that's using

 4   Windows 10 inside of the office, that would not be

 5   allowed.  It will be allowed in the old rules, but will

 6   not be allowed under the new rules.

 7               MS. RAYMOND:

 8                   Okay.  I understand what you're saying.

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   You don't really know what --

11               MS. RAYMOND:

12                   Specifically what this one is, I would

13   have to go back and see, but certainly we use computers

14   in the whole manufacturing process, which all of the

15   injection and molding machines and the robotic equipment

16   that goes along with that.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   And all of that certainly is approved

19   with the new rules and the old rules.

20               MS. RAYMOND:

21                   Uh-huh.  What specifically --

22               MS. ADLEY:

23                   I only raise this, ma'am, so the

24   committee can be, again, prepared when we get to this

25   point under the new rules, if you walk in here with
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 1   software and hardware, you're going to have to know the

 2   difference because if it's sitting over there at an

 3   office somewhere, it clearly does not meet the new

 4   definition of manufacturing.

 5               MS. RAYMOND:

 6                   Okay.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   That's it.  Thank you, ma'am.

 9               MS. RAYMOND:

10                   Thank you.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All right.  Any comments from the public

13   concerning the Intralox application?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Is there a motion on the floor?

17                   Made by Mr. Slone; seconded by

18   Mr. Miller.

19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Motion carries.
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 1               MS. CHENG:

 2                   20140198A, Lubrication Technologies,

 3   Inc. in Caddo Parish.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   All right.  Any comments from the public

 6   concerning Lubrication Technologies?

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Is there a motion on the floor?

10                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by

11   Mayor Brasseaux.

12                   All in favor -- oh, any comments from

13   the Board, questions?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed with a "nay."

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   20140198B, Lubrication Technologies,

25   Inc. in Caddo Parish.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   I will assume the same?

 3                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson and seconded

 4   by Mayor Brasseaux.

 5                   Questions from the public, comments?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any questions from the Board members?

 9               (No response.)

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

12                   (Several members respond "aye.")

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   All opposed with a "nay."

15               (No response.)

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Motion carries.

18               MS. CHENG:

19                   Marathon Petroleum Company has requested

20   they we defer 20131404.

21               MR. ADLEY:

22                   The only question, just if you -- I

23   think you can answer it without getting them up here.

24   When you see the word "revamp" in an application and

25   there's no further description in what they do, what
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 1   does that mean?

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   Which application would this be?

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   On the Marathon.  Says that FCC revamp.

 6   Does that mean they're maintaining it?  Does that mean

 7   they're rebuilding it?  What does that mean?

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   I'm not sure, but I can ask them.

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   That's all right.  Look, it's going to

12   be approved because it's under the old rules.  I'm going

13   to suggest to you that when we start moving the others

14   through under the new rules, words like that, they're

15   not going to mean anything unless you have a

16   description.  A lot of these just don't have the

17   description.

18                   That's it, Mr. Chairman.  Thank you.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Thank you, Mr. Adley.

21               MS. CHENG:

22                   20141452, Sasol Chemicals USA in

23   Calcasieu Parish.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   I believe Mr. Adley has a question for

0073

 1   Sasol.

 2                   Is a there a representative for Sasol?

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   Is this the second Marathon?

 5               MS. CHENG:

 6                   Marathon only has one.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Sasol, please step forward and identify

 9   yourself.

10               MR. HAYES:

11                   Michael Hayes, Manager of Government

12   Relations for Sasol.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Thank you.  Let me just ask the staff,

15   in the past, under the old rules, you allowed R&D,

16   research and development, to be part of the

17   manufacturing process; is that right or wrong?

18               MS. CHENG:

19                   I believe everything was included and

20   allowed at the manufacturing site.

21               MR. ADLEY:

22                   I didn't hear you, ma'am.

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   Everything at the manufacturing site.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   Whatever it was?

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   Yes.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   So when they say "the expansion of R&D

 6   building for research and development that may be

 7   outside of the manufacturing plant itself," you always

 8   allowed that in the past?

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   Yes.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   Okay.  And we're allowing it now, but I

13   have to tell you, under the new rules, I don't think

14   it's going to fit, so that you know going forward.

15               MR. HAYES:

16                   If I may, this particular R&D expansion

17   is not pie-in-the-sky R&D.  This is very

18   customer-process-driven R&D because we have some

19   processes that can take alumina, for example, and change

20   the properties of that alumina to suit what the customer

21   needs.  So these are in the chemistry, working with a

22   manufacturing process and the customers, to modify the

23   properties of those molecules they're making so that

24   they'll suit the process.  And so, to me, this type of

25   R&D was one that we'd give serious consideration.
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 1                   An example, one of the products that we

 2   make, you know, if you remember, when photo paper for

 3   computers, laser paper, was so expensive because it had

 4   silver in it.  We were able to work with those

 5   manufacturers of photo paper to modify the properties of

 6   our alumina to be able to replace the silver in photo

 7   paper.  So you went from something that you make jewelry

 8   out of to something that's the functional equivalent of

 9   dirt.  You know, that's how the process --

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   I got that and it will certainly be

12   approved today, but the truth of the matter is, you can

13   be doing your R&D in London.

14               MR. HAYES:

15                   Not this R&D.  This R&D --

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   I think the way the law works now,

18   anything associated with R&D can be there.  Here's the

19   best example I can give you:  When you move natural gas

20   into your plant, and you do that over there, I'm sure,

21   before it's moved in there, they move water out of the

22   gas.

23               MR. HAYES:

24                   Right.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   Under what your theory is, all of that,

 2   too, would be subject to manufacturing.

 3               MR. HAYES:

 4                   No, sir.  That would be quality

 5   assurance and would be separate from the new rules.

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   I got you.  Just from the Governor's

 8   office, sir, whatever it's worth, certainly we're not

 9   going to object to this one because it's under the old

10   rules and R&D was clearly left out when we did the new

11   rules.  Just so you know, it won't be there, at least

12   from our office.

13               MR. HAYES:

14                   Okay.  I would like to be able to make

15   the argument, though, in the future, if it's possible.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   We are right over there on the fourth

18   floor.  Go over there and knock on his door.  He's

19   looking for friends today.

20               MR. HAYES:

21                   You have a great staff here and they

22   asked for those same details.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   So when you do this R&D, it is related

25   to --
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 1               MR. HAYES:

 2                   Manufacturing.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   -- manufacturing.  I mean, getting the

 5   product to the customer specs, do you bill them for this

 6   or is this part billed to the cost of the production of

 7   the new material?

 8               MR. HAYES:

 9                   That's part of the service that we

10   provide because if we're able to create new products by

11   changing the properties of our existing products that

12   suit the customer's manufacturing need, then we've

13   satisfied our manufacturing need and then we've

14   satisfied their need as a customer, and that's what this

15   is all about.  So these R&D guys that are doing this

16   work really are trying to modify the process to come up

17   with a new brainstorm.  They're trying to make what we

18   have work in various and different circumstances.

19                   Another example is we make surfactants

20   and we're using those surfactants in the hydraulic

21   fracturing process, but not every surfactant works, but

22   we're able to treat the properties of surfactants so

23   that they will run the hydraulic fracturing process

24   better to keep those cracks open, deliver the material

25   that keeps the cracks open because the surfactants are
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 1   able to work better.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   So, in my eyes, this might be more of a

 4   customizing manufacturing --

 5               MR. HAYES:

 6                   Exactly.  Exactly.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   -- as opposed to R&D, because I think of

 9   R&D, as you said, where the scientists are in there and

10   they're trying to come up with a new widget, not taking

11   an existing widget and making sure it works for the

12   customer's needs.

13               MR. HAYES:

14                   Right.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   So, Mr. Adley, it may be different than

17   R&D in the sense that a lot of people think of R&D.

18   This is fine tuning a product, just like making sure

19   that they're mixing it right, and, to me, it's part of

20   manufacturing because once you get the chemistry right,

21   then it flows into making that customer's product.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   I got it.  My advice to you is, if you

24   want to tell that to somebody, go tell it to him,

25   because I'm relaying to you what he has told me.  We do
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 1   not believe that R&D, that a company goes and does on

 2   the side to go make their profit, make their money, is

 3   part of the manufacturing process.  It's not part of the

 4   process of when you did your R&D and you said this is a

 5   product I want to make, there's a manufacturing process

 6   associated with that project, you go back and do some

 7   more R&D and you say you want to make something else,

 8   then you create another manufacturing facility, then

 9   there's a manufacturing process for that one.

10               MR. HAYES:

11                   Thank you, sir.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   I think that's going to be his position.

14   Until he tells me otherwise, that's -- I just wanted you

15   to know that's where we are, and the rules, clearly the

16   issue of R&D issue came up and we very clearly kept them

17   out of the rules for that reason.

18               MR. HAYES:

19                   Understood.  Thank you, sir.

20               MR. ADLEY:

21                   Thank you for what you're doing in Lake

22   Charles.  It's pretty phenomenal what y'all are doing.

23               MR. HAYES:

24                   We're pretty excited for Lake Charles

25   and Louisiana.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Any other questions by the Board?

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Thank you, sir.

 6                   Is there a motion on to the floor to

 7   approve this application?

 8               SECRETARY PIERSON:

 9                   So moved.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Made by Secretary Pierson; seconded by

12   Mr. Fajardo.

13                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

14               (Several members respond "aye.")

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   All opposed with a "nay."

17               (No response.)

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Motion carries.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   20121255, SE Tylose Louisiana, LLC in

22   Iberville Parish.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Any questions on this one?

25               (No response.)
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Any comments from the public concerning

 3   SE Tylose Louisiana?

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Is there a motion on the floor to

 7   approve?

 8                   Made by Mr. Wilson; seconded by

 9   Mr. Fabra.

10                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

11               (Several members respond "aye.")

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   All opposed with a "nay."

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Motion carries.

17               MS. CHENG:

18                   20141393, Shell Chemical

19   Company-Ascension in Ascension Parish.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All right.  I'm going to let you go

22   ahead and read all of the Shells all at once.  Mr. Adley

23   does have some questions for Shell.

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   20141217, Shell Chemical Company in
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 1   Ascension Parish; 20131234, Shell Chemical Company in

 2   Ascension Parish; 20130770, Shell Chemical Company, LP;

 3   and 20141576, Shell Chemical Company, LP in St. Charles

 4   Parish.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Is there a representative from Shell

 7   here?

 8                   Please step forward and identify

 9   yourself.

10               MR. BAKER:

11                   Good morning, Mr. Chairman.  Joe Baker

12   with Shell Oil Company.  I manage the property taxes for

13   Downstream assets in Louisiana.

14               MR. ADLEY:

15                   Only two quick questions.  In the first

16   request you've got facilities who export ID to a mobile

17   site and then to third properties, and then in another

18   one, you've got railcar maintenance activities.  Are

19   these on the site of the manufacturing facility or are

20   they elsewhere?

21               MR. BAKER:

22                   They're on the site of the manufacturing

23   facility, except your question regarding the mobile

24   site, I'm going to have to find out for sure on that

25   one.  I can't answer that.  But as far as the rail
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 1   facilities, yes, sir, they're on site.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   We don't object to the approval of the

 4   current ones that you have.  I would like to ask,

 5   Mr. Chairman, that the staff to look at, insofar as

 6   under the new rules, I want to sure -- as I remember it,

 7   we made sure that anything dealing with further

 8   marketing of a product was not part of the ITEP, and so

 9   I'm trying to make sure that -- I think we used language

10   to say that it had to be physically on the facility on

11   that site.  Just find out for me and let me know later

12   on this application and if you can get with them so I

13   can find out exactly how this one works so I'll know for

14   the future.

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   If it actually is mobile and does leave

17   the facility, they'll have to take it off.  It's not

18   eligible under current rules and it will be amended in

19   the affidavit of current loss.

20               MR. ADLEY:

21                   If they're not mobile under the current

22   law, it's not --

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   I looked at the assets and I didn't

25   see -- they didn't seem like assets that could leave the
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 1   facility, but we can check what this mobile site is.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   Let me just make sure.  You just said

 4   something that I need to know.  Under current rules, the

 5   old rules, mobile facilities are or are not allowed?

 6               MS. CHENG:

 7                   Are not.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   Well, on this application, you list a

10   mobile site, a mobile site that's being shipped to be

11   part of the investment dollars used in this application.

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   I believe so.

14               MR. BAKER:

15                   Mr. Adley, I can't answer that, but I

16   apologize for not knowing that answer, but your question

17   is valid.  I'll get back with Kristin and let her know

18   if the application needs to be amended or what have you.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   Let me do this if I can.  Let me move

21   for approval, Mr. Chairman, subject to them clarifying

22   with staff that the mobile site is not included in the

23   numbers being applied for for the ITEP.

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   If that is ineligible, it can be taken
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 1   off at the point of them filing their affidavit of final

 2   cost.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   All of these are subject to

 5   qualifications in the end.  Even when you go out and do

 6   an inspection, if you find out that something's mobile,

 7   it gets removed from the contract and the assessors get

 8   notified immediately that the assets did not qualify for

 9   the program and everything needs to be adjusted.  So

10   it's just part of the process.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   I need you to get back to me and try to

13   clear it up if they're getting money for it.

14                   Thank you.

15               MR. BAKER:

16                   Thank you, Mr. Adley.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Seconded by -- motion was made by

19   Mr. Adley to approve all of the Shell applications.

20                   Are there any comments from the public?

21                   Seconded was made by Dr. Wilson.

22                   Any questions or further comments from

23   the Board members?

24               (No response.)

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 2               (Several members respond "aye.")

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   All opposed with a "nay."

 5               (No response.)

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Motion carries.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   I would ask the staff, before you leave

10   Shell, the Shell application -- I'm looking for the

11   number.  I've got this sheet in front of me.  Let's see.

12   The 20130770-ITE.

13               MS. CHENG:

14                   Okay.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   They make the statement that replacement

17   costs have not been retired as part of Phase 1, and the

18   Chairman's done a really good job of training me over

19   time to know that whatever the initial ITEP was, when

20   you're going to replace something, that's removed from

21   what they're eligible for in the future, so what does it

22   mean when they say that replacement costs have not been

23   retired?  What does that mean?

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   So that asset is probably still on site,
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 1   so it has not been retired yet, but when they file their

 2   second phase of this application, they will reflect it

 3   on that --

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   But you took in benefit the cost of that

 6   when you're granting this particular ITEP that they're

 7   working on?  You're nodding your head.  You've done

 8   that.  Okay.  Thank you.

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   20151157, Surface Performance Group, LLC

11   in Jefferson Parish.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Are there any comments from the public

14   concerning Surface Performance Group?

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   Which one is it?

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Surface Performance Group, LLC.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   Is this the one that does the surface

21   coating and repair?

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   Yes, sir.

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   Yes.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Is there a representative --

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   I need to know from the manufacturer.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Is there a representative from --

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   I knew I'd get you here sooner or later.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Please step forward and identify

11   yourself.

12               MR. ZATARAIN:

13                   Chuck Zatarain.  I represent Surface

14   Performance Group.  Nice to see everybody again.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   And you're the gentleman who pointed out

17   to me that every meeting, you get called up here by me

18   at the start the meeting; is that right?

19               MR. ZATARAIN:

20                   Yes, sir.  You're very consistent with

21   that.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   And I explained to you, without me, you

24   wouldn't have a job; is that --

25               MR. ZATARAIN:
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 1                   You sure did.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   So the surface coating and repair, I'm

 4   trying to understand how that's part of the

 5   manufacturing process or is that in the building of the

 6   facility itself?  What is it?

 7               MR. ZATARAIN:

 8                   It is a repair service, coating, and

 9   they also put together small tools.  It's a family-owned

10   business, a husband and wife, at this operation in

11   Jefferson Parish.  They service the chemical plants up

12   and down the river.  They operate seven days a week.

13   When somebody comes in with a piece of equipment that

14   needs to be repaired quickly, they repair it.  If they

15   have to grind it down or change it up, make it surface

16   to perform something else, they can do it on the spot.

17   They also take broken down pieces of equipment and are

18   asked to make them a new one.  It's what they do.  And

19   it's there terrific operation.

20                   They have about eight employees at the

21   initial site.  They are landlocked in Jefferson Parish,

22   so they built a new manufacturing facility and building

23   and also new equipment and doubled their payroll.  So

24   they're very essential to the chemical industry up and

25   down the plant (sic).
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 1                   So they manufacture by grinding,

 2   coating, resurfacing and also putting together new

 3   pieces of equipment from the broken pieces of equipment.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   Thank you.

 6               MR. ZATARAIN:

 7                   Yes, sir.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Any other questions for Mr. Zatarain?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   The motion is made by Mr. Slone to

13   approve the application; seconded by Ms. Malone.

14                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

15                   (Several members respond "aye.")

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All opposed with a "nay."

18                   (No response.)

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Motion carries.

21                   Thank you, Mr. Zatarain.

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   20140991, Union Carbide Corporation in

24   St. Charles Parish.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   I believe we have a question for Union

 2   Carbide.  Is there a representative from Union Carbide?

 3                   Please step forward.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   And you'll be glad to know it's the last

 6   question I've got in this group of stuff.  It makes be

 7   happy and you happy, too.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Please identify yourself.

10               MR. FAUCHEUX:

11                   Tommy Faucheux, Government Affairs.

12               MS. DAIGLE:

13                   Rona Daigle, Lead Tax Manager, DOW.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   Mr. Adley.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   The installation of electrical

18   substation, have you created some kind of cogent or

19   something, is that what's going on out there?  What is

20   this about?

21               MS. DAIGLE:

22                   This is a substation, power-to-water

23   treatment plant.

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   Prior to doing this, where did you get
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 1   your power from?

 2               MS.

 3                   We have other substations.  This one's

 4   for improvement and upgrade for future water treatment.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   I got you.  So it wasn't coming from a

 7   private investor-owned facility from day one; you've

 8   always created your own substations; is that what you're

 9   telling me?

10               MS. DAIGLE:

11                   This is our own substation, yes, and our

12   own --

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   And so the only question I have for

15   staff, I need to better understand this.  I noted since

16   we've been here, Entergy will always have many various

17   applications as they come in and they build power

18   facilities for the plants and they apply for ITEP.  What

19   happens if you have one of those facilities where you

20   have the investor-owner comes in, provides the power and

21   then decides to build a substation and Entergy Group no

22   longer is providing the power and you're eight into the

23   ITEP or, say, six years, what happens?

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   If it's not --
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 1               MR. ADLEY:

 2                   Do they no longer continue the ITEP?

 3               MS. CHENG:

 4                   If they're no longer -- if Entergy is

 5   not being used, it would be --

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   It would be disqualified?

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   It would be canceled.  The company would

10   come to us and say to cancel it.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   That's what I want to know.  Thank you.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Any other questions for Union Carbide?

15               (No response.)

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Motion by Mr. Slone; seconded by Ms.

18   Atkins.

19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Motion carries.
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 1                   I believe you can read the last three

 2   together.

 3               MS. CHENG:

 4                   Okay.  20130801, Westlake Petrochemical,

 5   LLC in Calcasieu Parish; 20131140, Westlake Polymers, LP

 6   in Calcasieu Parish; and 20160037, Williams Olefins, LLC

 7   in Ascension Parish.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Any comments from the public concerning

10   these three applications?

11               (No response.)

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Is there a motion to approve these

14   three?

15                   Made by Mr. Williams; seconded by Mr.

16   Fajardo.

17                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

18               (Several members respond "aye.")

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   All opposed with a "nay."

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Motion carries.

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   Now we have the new applications that
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 1   were received prior to the executive order being issued

 2   on 6/24/16, but they do not have an advanced

 3   notification.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   So these are MCAs received prior to the

 6   executive order issuance?

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   Yes.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   All right.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   So the work and receipt was all prior to

13   the executive order on these?

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   Yes.

16                   20161240, Bayou Companies, LLC in Iberia

17   parish.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All right.  Any comments from the public

20   concerning Bayou Companies, LLC?

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Comments from the Board?

24               (No response.)

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Is there a motion to approve these MCAs

 2   that were filed prior to issuance of the executive

 3   order?

 4                   Oh, I'm sorry, couple of comments from

 5   the public.  Well, kind of public.  One from the public

 6   and one from LED staff.  We'll start with LED staff.

 7   Please identify yourself.

 8               MR. HOUSE:

 9                   Richard House, Counsel for Economic

10   Development.

11                   These are MCAs prior to June 24th.  The

12   issue is whether or not they have jobs.  If they have

13   jobs, then they should be approved.  If they don't have

14   jobs, then under the executive order, they should not be

15   approved.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   Richard, clarify this for us.  When I

18   came over today, I was told clearly by the fourth floor

19   that that is their position.  I wanted to make sure

20   about that.  There were a group of these that came in

21   prior to, but they weren't received till after 6/24.

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   No.  These --

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   You're telling me it makes no different,
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 1   makes no difference when they're received?

 2               MR. HOUSE:

 3                   No.  These are prior to June 24th.  They

 4   were received prior to -- the ones you're considering

 5   now were received prior to June 24th.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Of '16?

 8               MR. HOUSE:

 9                   Of 2016.

10                   Under the executive order, regarding

11   MCAs, Miscellaneous Capital Additions, if they have

12   jobs, then they're subject to our approval.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Regardless of whether they were before

15   or after 6/24 or not?

16               MR. HOUSE:

17                   No, sir.  They were before June 24th.

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   I'm sorry.  You --

20               MR. HOUSE:

21                   These were all applications before June

22   24th, 2016.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   So your position would be if they had

25   zero jobs, we would approve them?
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 1               MR. HOUSE:

 2                   No.  My position would be if they have

 3   zero jobs, you would not approve them under the

 4   executive order.  If they have jobs, you would approve

 5   them under the executive order.

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   So it is your position that all of these

 8   before us that have no jobs, whether they were received

 9   before or after 6/24, would not be approved by the

10   executive order?

11               MR. HOUSE:

12                   Correct.  If they're Miscellaneous

13   Capital Additions, that's correct.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   Secretary Pierson.

16               SECRETARY PIERSON:

17                   Just as a point of clarification, the

18   two gateways are approval by the Board and the

19   Governor's signature.

20               MR. HOUSE:

21                   Correct.

22               SECRETARY PIERSON:

23                   And so the executive order stating that

24   he would classify MCAs with zero jobs as ineligible is

25   going to be subject to his signature.  Whether or not
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 1   the Board passes it, really it has to pass his desk, and

 2   his executive order says it will not pass his desk.

 3               MR. HOUSE:

 4                   That's correct.  So if you believe that

 5   he will not sign it and you want to follow that

 6   indication, as I think that's been done in the past on a

 7   number of different issues, then you should do that.  We

 8   are having new rules that I hope will be promulgated

 9   today that will align these things.

10               SECRETARY PIERSON:

11                   But it was prior to that point in time,

12   so that's part of the difficulty we face that those

13   applicants that had no knowledge of a pending EO.

14               MR. HOUSE:

15                   Well, before June 24th, the applications

16   you're considering in this part of the agenda were filed

17   before June 24th.  Some have jobs, and under the

18   executive order, if you approve these, the Governor will

19   sign those contracts.

20                   Others do not have jobs, and the

21   Governor has indicated in his executive order that he

22   will not sign those contracts.  We're not discussing

23   after June 24th yet.  We're just discussing before June

24   24th.

25               SECRETARY PIERSON:
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 1                   Understood.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   But this is all '16.  Not this year's

 4   MCAs.

 5               MR. HOUSE:

 6                   Well, it's not June 24th, 2017 yet.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Right.  These are --

 9               MR. HOUSE:

10                   Under the executive order as of June

11   24th, 2016 is the issue.  These were filed before June

12   24th, 2016.  They have jobs.  If these MCAs have jobs,

13   the Governor has indicated in his executive order that

14   he will sign those contracts.  If they do not have jobs,

15   even if they're before June 24th, 2016, he's indicated

16   in his executive order that we will not sign them.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Thank you.

19                   Mr. Bagert.

20               MR. BAGERT:

21                   I'm in the rare and exciting position to

22   agree completely with Mr. House and underline the fact

23   of what he said.  I would also just point out that this

24   Board has set the precedent of acting in accordance with

25   the executive order on precisely this point in the past
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 1   when MCAs are submitted prior to June 24th did not have

 2   jobs that are rejected.  When they did have jobs, they

 3   were considered eligible, and that has been established

 4   as the precedence of the Board in previous meetings in

 5   October, December and January as well.

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   It's your view, based on our executive

 8   order, that between -- there are only two companies on

 9   this list; is that right?  Right or wrong?  How many?

10               MS. CHENG:

11                   There are a few more.  Flip to the next

12   page.  There are nine.

13               MR. BAGERT:

14                   Nine total.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   There are three, if I'm looking at this

17   correctly, there are two on one page and -- excuse me.

18   No, it's not.  One on one page and then three on the

19   next page for a total of four that actually created jobs

20   out of the group.  So a total of four out of the group

21   that have jobs.

22                   It's your view, under the executive

23   order, that we would only approve -- at least expect the

24   Governor's signature, we would approve those four and

25   none other?
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 1               MR. HOUSE:

 2                   Correct.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   Okay.  I got it.

 5                   Somebody back there raised their hand,

 6   Mr. Chairman.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Please step forward.

 9               MR.

10                   Good morning.  I'm Rhonda Boatner with

11   Didier Properties representing Great Raft Brewing.

12                   At the time of the application, they had

13   six full-time employee.  There was -- I've gotten an

14   e-mail from their CPA, which states that they're now up

15   to 13 full-time employees, so they either -- if I need

16   to get something from the company or this e-mail from

17   the CPA that says they now have an additional seven new,

18   full-time employees --

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   I would assume, Mr. Chairman, that

21   albeit they may not be approved today, if they have

22   additional information for their MCA, that LED can

23   certainly take that up and bring it back to the next

24   meeting.  Is that --

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   We can week defer this one and update

 2   the information on the application and bring it back.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   I'm going move, then, because of some of

 5   that confusion, I'm going to move to -- it's not a

 6   difference between rejecting and y'all deferring.  If

 7   y'all reject it, they can still bring it to you and you

 8   can bring it back; is that right or wrong?

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   If it's rejected, if it's denied, we

11   have to come back.  They would have to come appeal your

12   decision.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Yeah.  We don't want to do that.

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   You want to defer it so they can amend

17   their application.

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   I don't want to defer them all, and I

20   tell you why I say that, Robby, is that if someone has

21   risen and said I have a certain example, we're certainly

22   deferring.  That one makes sense, but the others that

23   say nothing, I would rather reject them if they are

24   coming in here with zero, and those that say that

25   something has transpired that you don't know, then
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 1   that's a different issue.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   Mr. Miller.

 4               MR. MILLER:

 5                   Mr. House, wasn't there something in the

 6   language that says or a compelling reason for job

 7   retention?

 8               MR. HOUSE:

 9                   That's in the language that pertains to

10   advanced notifications going forward in the future.

11   With respect to advanced notifications going forward in

12   the future, you have new, direct jobs at a facility

13   caused by either new construction or an addition, or you

14   can have a compelling reason that capital improvements

15   will retain jobs at that facility.  So that's a totally

16   different area.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Well, to make it simple, I'd like to

19   first move that we defer -- was it Great Raft Brewing

20   that had an issue?

21               MS. CHENG:

22                   Yes, sir.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   I'd like to move to defer.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Motion made by Mr. Adley to defer Great

 2   Raft; second by Mr. Williams.

 3                   Any further discussion on the deferral?

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 7               (Several members respond "aye.")

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   All opposed with a "nay."

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Motion carries.  Great Raft is deferred.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   I'd like to move for approval of the

14   four that have created the jobs, Bayou Companies,

15   Firestone Polymers, Laitram, LLC and Walle Corporation.

16   Move for approval of those.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Is there a second?

19                   Seconded by Mr. Slone.

20                   Any discussion from the public

21   concerning the approval of those MCAs filed prior to the

22   24th that we just read off?

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
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 1               (Several members respond "aye.")

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   All opposed with a "nay."

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Motion carries.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   And then, unless there are other

 9   comments to be made, I hold that motion till we hear

10   those comments and see if there's a reason for deferral

11   or rejection of the others that created no jobs.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   All right.  Ms. Cheng, do you need to

14   read all of those names and numbers?

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   The ones that were approved?

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Yes.

19               MS. CHENG:

20                   20161240, Bayou Companies, LLC in Iberia

21   Parish; 20161081, Firestone Polymers, LLC in Calcasieu

22   Parish; 20160770, Laitram, LLC in Jefferson Parish; and

23   20161111, Walle Corporation in Jefferson Parish.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Those were all approved by the Board for
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 1   contract.

 2                   Mr. Allison, please identify yourself.

 3               MR. ALLISON:

 4                   Thank you, Mr. Chairman and members of

 5   the Board.  I'm here to speak on behalf of one of other

 6   ones that are in this section.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   All right.  Ms. Cheng, if you'll

 9   proceed.

10               MS. CHENG:

11                   We have 20160946, CertainTeed

12   Corporation in Calcasieu Parish.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Is there someone here representing

15   CertainTeed Corporation?

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   All right.  Any comments from the public

19   pertaining to CertainTeed?

20                   Mr. Adley, do you have a question?

21               MR. ADLEY:

22                   No.  I would move for denying the

23   application as it creates no jobs and there's no one

24   here to explain otherwise.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Any comments from the Board?

 2               (No response.)

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Is there a second?

 5                   Seconded by Major Coleman.

 6                   Any questions or comments from the

 7   Board?

 8                   Mr. Allison.

 9               MR. ALLISON:

10                   I'm not here to specifically speak on

11   that one, but the one that I am here to speak about is

12   in the very same situation, so maybe -- I don't want to

13   speak up too late.  If I should speak up now, I want to

14   do that, and so I'm looking for some guidance on whether

15   I should or not.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All right.  Please.

18               MR. ALLISON:

19                   Okay.  I'm here to specifically speak on

20   behalf of the application from Southern Recycling, LLC

21   on this list, third from the bottom, Orleans Parish, a

22   little over a million-dollar investment.

23                   I'm only going talk about the facts of

24   that one, and I think the facts of that one apply to

25   others.  I guess there are five in total that show zero
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 1   for the number of new jobs created.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   Correct.

 4               MR. ALLISON:

 5                   So let me -- I'm going to speak about

 6   Southern Recycling, but I think it applies to the rest.

 7                   This is an MCA application where no

 8   advance notification was filed.  It was filed in 2016,

 9   before June 24th.  As you can tell, that means this is

10   an investment that was made by this company in 2014,

11   '15.  That's how the MCA process worked when we had an

12   MCA process.  You did your miscellaneous capital

13   additions during the calendar year, then, on one

14   application, after the end of the year, early in the

15   next year, you filed your application for those

16   miscellaneous things you did in the previous year.  So

17   sometime between January 1st of '16 and June 24th of

18   '16, this company filed their application for exemption

19   for money they spent during the calendar year 2015.

20                   Now, look, I've got the executive order

21   memorized.  I've got your new rules almost memorized.  I

22   understand what those things say.  I just want to make

23   sure everybody understands the facts of these situations

24   and how harsh the treatment is that I'm afraid you're

25   about to impose on companies in this situation.
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 1                   These are people that made decisions in

 2   2015 to do something, to spend some money to upgrade

 3   their plant to keep their plant modernized and

 4   sufficient to probably retain some jobs at their plant.

 5   This was -- okay.  Pick a date in 2015, but it was a

 6   very good chance it was a year, give or take a couple

 7   months, prior to the executive order being issued, and

 8   so there was no intent or no indication whatsoever that

 9   there was some sort of requirement that all of the

10   requirements of the executive order created on June

11   24th, 2016.  Certainly no indication that the creation

12   of jobs was a requirement, and now it appears that they

13   might be, maybe in the next few minutes, you might

14   penalize them for not creating jobs and for not meeting

15   some requirements that didn't exist when they made the

16   decision to spend this million dollars.

17                   I'm just pointing that out to you, and I

18   think I'm being real candid with you, but I think that's

19   a very harsh treatment to tell somebody here in 2017

20   that something they did in 2015 under the rules that

21   existed in 2015 now doesn't qualify them for what they

22   really thought they qualified for and by all means

23   should have qualified for based on what they did when

24   they did it.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Thank you.

 2                   Secretary Pierson.

 3               SECRETARY PIERSON:

 4                   Mr. Allison, I greatly appreciate you

 5   pointing that out, and we certainly do want certainty

 6   for our business community.

 7                   Where the Board could possibly take

 8   issue with you about saying following a rule that was

 9   not published or did not exist.  Our constitution

10   clearly sates that in order to allow a benefit to be

11   received by a company, there must be a corresponding

12   benefit afforded back to the public bodies, and when

13   there's no job, it very is it makes it very, very

14   difficult to forecast a pathway that would allocate a

15   benefit back to a company having seen very little in

16   terms of exchange for the public body.

17                   Now, that was not the practice at the

18   time.  We all get that.  But the executive order changed

19   to provide accountability, and in this instance, it's

20   that element that's lacking in the exchange -- of fair

21   exchange between industry and the abatement that is

22   being provided on behalf of local communities.  So I

23   think that's where our pathways diverge relative to this

24   issue.  It is complex.  We do regret that there was an

25   impression at the time that everything was right, but it
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 1   is now the viewpoint from this administration that we

 2   seek the public benefit, and it's oftentimes represented

 3   in terms of jobs.  And if there's another way to

 4   represent that, then that's where I would encourage you

 5   to look at what you might be able to make as a case, but

 6   just to say that the rules then were the only rules and

 7   that was the only interpretation doesn't provide us the

 8   chance to right the situation.

 9               MR. ALLISON:

10                   I understand.  Look, you-all as a Board

11   have done a really good job of making sure that you

12   honored the decisions that were made by companies prior

13   to the executive order, and I commend you for that.  And

14   in keeping the State's word in making sure the companies

15   make decisions based on the rules at the time they make

16   the decisions were not damaged, again, I commend you for

17   doing that.  I think this is an example, this is a case

18   where that just didn't happen.  I know that's important

19   to you.  I want to bring to your attention the facts of

20   this situation because I think that's what's about to

21   happen to these people if they get denied.  They made a

22   decision in '15 based on the facts at the time, and now

23   they're being told something different and not being

24   given what they really, you know, thought they were

25   earning at the time.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Mr. Adley.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   Don, you've made an excellent argument,

 5   and, as always, I've listened to it carefully and we're

 6   certainly going to deliver it back to the Governor's

 7   office, but to support what Secretary Pierson just said,

 8   it was a benefit that was supposed to come to the State.

 9   The existing rules at the time didn't have just one

10   process.  You make it almost sound like we only this one

11   process to go through.  If your client chose to go

12   through an advanced notice wherein advance of doing all

13   of this, they actually went to LED and said this is the

14   benefit, this is what you're going to get, they would be

15   on that list today for approval.  What created a problem

16   from the Governor's perspective is that we had a process

17   where people can simply sit at their computer or go up

18   on the internet, push a button and there it was.  You

19   had it, you want and did whatever work you wanted to do

20   and that's how the MCAs started.  You didn't have to

21   give any advance notice is what I'm telling you.  You

22   had to give some number when you got the number and you

23   went and did the work.  That's what drove him to this

24   point of saying what Mr. Pierson said.  There has to be

25   some benefit you're required to give some benefit and
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 1   the creation oaf jobs was the issue and that's how we

 2   got to this point.

 3                   I want the members of the community to

 4   at least know that that's what his thought processes

 5   were.

 6               MR. ALLISON:

 7                   I understand.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   And the Board has been very careful of

10   all of those that had the advanced notices that turned

11   them in that, regardless of what the rules were at that

12   time.

13               MR. ALLISON:

14                   The process they followed that you

15   described was a perfectly legitimate process at the

16   time.  They followed the process that was in place, but

17   now it looks like they might be penalized for following

18   that process.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Mr. Slone.

21               MR. SLONE:

22                   So just for my clarification, I guess,

23   the process if they're denied is they have to file an

24   appeal?

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   If they want to appeal.

 2               MR. SLONE:

 3                    If they want to appeal.

 4                   Also, so we're saying that Great Raft

 5   Brewing has an opportunity to come back to the table

 6   since they were listed here as zero jobs to show where

 7   us where their jobs are?

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   That's correct.

10               MR. SLONE:

11                   So what's the harm maybe in the other

12   ones given the opportunity, they may or my not even be

13   here, to, you know, to state their case?  Because a

14   project can, you know, be started and finished prior to

15   6/24, and, now, similar to what Mr. Allison is saying,

16   started and finished, and with the expectation that this

17   was happening, shouldn't we allow them an opportunity,

18   those other five, maybe, to -- five total, I guess, to

19   come back to the table instead of just denying and

20   starting the whole process over again?

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   I couldn't agree with you more because

23   I'm a little concerned in the process.  If these

24   applications, which were MCAs, were received March 31st

25   of last year and they were brought to the first Board
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 1   meeting of last year in 2016, this question wouldn't be

 2   coming up because they were filed in 2016, which is the

 3   reason I was pointing out the 2016 versus the 2017

 4   point, that these were ones that were submitted timely

 5   for March 31st of 2016, if -- and I'm not bashing staff.

 6   You know that.  But if staff had everything in order,

 7   they would have come before a year later.

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   These would have -- these applications

10   may have had some issues with them.  I may have asked

11   the company a few questions, they hadn't gotten back to

12   us at that point, so they were not.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   So that's the reason, in my eyes, I'm

15   thinking, well, maybe these should be approved under the

16   previous MCA concept as if the executive order hadn't

17   even existed.

18               MR. HOUSE:

19                   Let me address that because in

20   formulating the executive order, we had to consider what

21   the dates of effectiveness would be, and it wasn't

22   pulled out of the sky, it wasn't not taking into account

23   many of the things that are said.  It was discussed back

24   and forth, and you have to have a date, Mr. Windham.

25   You know, you can make that date -- we could have made
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 1   the date August 24th instead of June 24th.  In my

 2   experience, as a lawyer in public practice and in

 3   private practice, there would be people who would come

 4   in here in perfect good faith and tell you that August

 5   24th is an unfair date.  In fract, you heard this

 6   morning on the Blake Drilling question that there was

 7   litigation about when rules were effective and what they

 8   believed and everything else.  And these are always

 9   legitimate issues.  I'm not putting that aside.

10                   The other issue that you have, if you

11   put a date down as what I qualify as placeholders,

12   people will come in and say, "Well, I might be doing

13   something, I'm going to file something," that's not in

14   bad faith, but that also opens up a whole bunch of

15   issues that all of you have to decide as to whether or

16   not, "Well, what were they thinking then?  What was

17   going on?  How do we do this?"

18                   In fact, right now, we have a case in

19   the 19th Judicial District Court pertaining to the movie

20   legislation that took effect December 31st, 2005 and

21   certain people applied to be placeholders or whatever.

22   They say they weren't really placeholders.  And we're

23   still litigating that issue.  So it wasn't -- June 24th

24   wasn't picked out of the air.  There was consideration

25   given to it, and I think -- and, again, this is --
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 1   you're the Board, but the new rules are going to pretty

 2   much follow the executive order in dealing with the old

 3   issues.  All I would advise -- and I know everybody here

 4   is in good faith and everybody wants to do the right

 5   thing, but when you open that door, just make sure that

 6   when it closes behind you, you're in the room that you

 7   want to be in because, otherwise, this can go on and on

 8   and on.

 9                   And it's sort of the same principle we

10   used with respect to renewals.  We believe that there

11   were contracts in place.  We believe that they had

12   renewal provisions in there that were enforceable going

13   forward.  It was believed that maybe there are 100 bad

14   contracts or 10 bad contracts or whatever that maybe if

15   you wouldn't have done in the first place if you were

16   this Board and maybe we shouldn't renew them, but the

17   provisions of the contract said one thing, and so to

18   continue the litigation and relitigate the

19   appropriateness of that as opposed to having business

20   certainty, the Governor and the Board decided that we

21   are going to go forward in what we've done.  And that

22   has a long-term impact in and of itself.

23                   So everybody has a competing position

24   here in terms of how you look at these, but the June

25   24th 2016 date was chosen.  It was chosen in order to
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 1   try and be fair and to try and avoid many of these

 2   issues that go forward.  It wasn't arbitrarily picked.

 3   It wasn't done with a lack of consideration for any of

 4   these factors that are going forward, and whatever date

 5   or however you may want to look at that, they're going

 6   to be further exceptions and other reasons and other

 7   parties -- and I'm not saying people are making things

 8   up.  They're going to have their reasons for why they're

 9   telling you what they're telling you just as Mr. Allison

10   does, so just keep that in mind.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Let me see ask one question in relation

13   to that.

14                   So these MCA applications were in prior

15   to June 24th of 2016, they are subject to the executive

16   order?

17               MR. HOUSE:

18                   The Governor -- they're subject to the

19   executive order because the Governor has said as to what

20   he's going to do, and he said if it's an MCA and it has

21   jobs, I'm going to sign them.  And, again, you can go

22   back.  There are a lot of reasons why the MCA process

23   may not have been the most perfect process that we've

24   had.  Again, using it doesn't mean you're in bad faith

25   or not using it or whatever.  That's just a way of
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 1   looking at what has been around in economic development

 2   long before we got in these positions.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Thank you.  Mr. Barham, you have a

 5   question?

 6               MR. BARHAM:

 7                   In listening to the discussion, I

 8   understand your comments about the date and the order,

 9   but what I'm getting uneasy about is I think these cases

10   are a case where the rules have changed and they came

11   here under one set of rules or the applications were and

12   the rules have changed.  I don't think we can ever avoid

13   situations where there will be exceptions or usual

14   situations to consider.  That's our job.  They will

15   continue to come in a host of situations.

16                   I honestly would feel more comfortable

17   if we reconsider the vote on CertainTeed Corporation.

18   Let them come in and explain to us what their decision

19   was.  And the other four.  And let them come back.

20   We're here.  That's what we do.  I would feel a lot more

21   comfortable to let them do that.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   And, Mr. Barham, I certainly don't

24   object to a new motion to remove that and go through the

25   deferral.  The only reason I didn't move for deferral is
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 1   we get back to where we've been in the past.  Every time

 2   we get down to it, you've got to make a decision on the

 3   executive order and we defer them and they all keep

 4   coming back, but that's okay.  We're here.

 5                   I do want to make one very important

 6   point.  Everyone who filed an MCA or an ITEP did so

 7   under the rule and under the understanding that you

 8   don't get anything else until it's approved by this

 9   Board.  Many people were doing the things that they did

10   just believing that whatever they did is always going to

11   be approved, but that's not what the rules said when you

12   filed it.  The rules were very clear and the law was

13   very clear, whatever you did was always subject to what

14   this Board wanted to do.  So when you spent the money,

15   you knew that.  It's just that for so many years it's

16   just how the way it works.  It's just how it worked.

17   Everybody walked in and everything got approved.

18                   I've got one Board member here, I'll

19   never forget, first meeting we had, I had walked in,

20   Mayor, and you said to me, you said, "Wow.  We've never

21   been in one of these meetings over an hour."  Because

22   nobody ever said anything.  It was just what the staff

23   said and they filled it out.  Then that's just the way

24   it was done.

25                   I just want to make it clear, no one
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 1   violated a rule here, Mr. Barham, because the rules were

 2   clear.  When you submitted, you were subjecting yourself

 3   to approval or disapproval by this board.

 4                   But with that said, I personally won't

 5   clearly object to if you want to defer them and go back

 6   through them.  Okay?  And I'll spend time back with the

 7   Governor and ask him what he thinks.  If he thinks it's

 8   a good idea, we can do that, but I don't think he does.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Mr. House.

11               MR. HOUSE:

12                   In prior meetings, similar applications

13   have been rejected, so you are taking an action now that

14   is inconsistent with what you did in a prior meeting or

15   prior meetings.  So, again, that's -- and we discussed

16   this in connection with renewals of contracts.  At some

17   point in time, when you start acting inconsistently, you

18   get into an area called arbitrary and capricious.  I'm

19   not saying you're there or whatever, but what I am

20   saying is you need to -- again, like I say, about

21   opening that door, that these things were given some

22   thought.  They may not meet particular popular and

23   certain situations, and so, you know, and that's

24   probably why I can tell you I wrote it because if it

25   were popular, other people would say they wrote it.  But
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 1   at the end of the day, you've got to make these

 2   decisions and try to do these things, but I'm not trying

 3   to limit what the Board does, but you have prior acts

 4   you have taken to reject similar applications.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Thank you.  And I do want to make sure

 7   that we stay consistent.  That's part of the reason I'd

 8   like to defer them, that we're treating everyone the

 9   same across the board, all of the rules are applied the

10   same.

11                   Mr. Slone.

12               MR. SLONE:

13                   That's what I was going to say,

14   consistency, I think we all want that, but we should

15   also maybe take a look and see if those that were

16   rejected were done prior to 6/24.  I mean, there's ways

17   to look at this.

18               MR. HOUSE:

19                   They were.  And you even had an issue

20   with respect to Motiva in a prior meeting where they had

21   new jobs, but they did not have new direct jobs within

22   the meaning of the executive order.  So then the

23   representative said, "No, I can't say that these are

24   direct jobs resulting from what was done with the MCA."

25   So, you know, I just -- we just wanted you to be aware
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 1   of that.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   Thank you.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   I would ask Mr. Barham, when you make

 6   your motion, at least to protect me, if you will, if you

 7   would make a motion, the lady that came up that said

 8   clearly we added some jobs, but it was not on the

 9   application and we gave them an opportunity to bring

10   that back, if you want to defer to give people an

11   opportunity to come show that they've created jobs,

12   that's one thing, but just to have a deferral is

13   another.  At least I'm going to try to follow his

14   executive order.

15               MR. HOUSE:

16                   The executive order also says new direct

17   jobs.  That is the issue you had with Motive where you

18   rejected the application.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Yeah.  We've already had a motion made

21   and approved to defer and let her come back.  And I

22   think Mr. Barham was talking about the other four.

23                   So is that a substitute motion, I

24   believe?

25               MR. BARHAM:
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 1                   We have one we took action to reject

 2   CertainTeed.  I would like to reconsider that to include

 3   them.

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   We didn't actually take a vote on that.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   That's when Mr. Allison started talking

 8   in general.

 9                   So that's a substitute motion.

10               MR. BARHAM:

11                   The remaining four --

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Remaining four.

14               MR. BARHAM:

15                   -- that have the job creation at issue

16   and their circumstance and the application time, we

17   allow them to come talk to us.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Seconded by Mr. Slone.

20                   All in favor of that motion, indicate

21   with an "aye."

22               (Several members respond "aye.")

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   All opposed with a "nay."

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Nay.

 2               MR. COLEMAN:

 3                   Nay.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Make sure that the record is clear that

 6   Major Coleman and Mr. Adley are nays.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   I'm going to try my best to follow that

 9   executive order, and y'all have to do whatever you deem

10   is appropriate.  I get that.  I don't have a problem

11   with that at all, but I do want to be recorded as no

12   because at some point -- I think you're right,

13   Mr. House.  I mean, sooner or later, you can't just --

14   we can't coming in here and just keep coming and keep

15   doing it, so I'm just going to vote not.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   And, also, Mr. Coleman, Major Coleman,

18   voted no.

19               MR. COLEMAN:

20                   Yes, I did.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All right.

23               MR. FABRA:

24                   Let thee record reflect that I voted no

25   as well.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   I'm sorry.  Mr. Fabra voted no also.

 3                   Anything else?  I'm sorry.  I guess we

 4   should do a rollcall vote, please, Mr. Favaloro.

 5               MR. FAVALORO:

 6                   Mr. Barham.

 7               MR. BARHAM:

 8                   Yes.

 9               MR. FAVALORO:

10                   Millie Atkins.

11               MS. ATKINS:

12                   Yes.

13                   For clarification, are we voting on

14   deferment.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Deferment.

17               MS. ATKINS:

18                   I vote yes.

19               MR. FAVALORO:

20                   I'm sorry?

21               MS. ATKINS:

22                   Yes.

23               MR. FAVALORO:

24                   Mayor Brasseaux.

25               MAYOR BRASSEAUX:
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 1       Yes.

 2   MR. FAVALORO:

 3       Representative Carmody.

 4   MR. CARMODY:

 5       Yes.

 6   MR. FAVALORO:

 7       Major Coleman.

 8   MR. COLEMAN:

 9       No.

10   MR. FAVALORO:

11       Ricky Fabra.

12   MR. FABRA:

13       No.

14   MR. FAVALORO:

15       Mr. Fajardo.

16   MR. FAJARDO:

17       No.

18   MR. FAVALORO:

19       Heather Malone.

20   MS. MALONE:

21       Yes.

22   MR. FAVALORO:

23       Robby Miller.

24   MR. MILLER:

25       Yes.

0129

 1   MR. FAVALORO:

 2       Jan Moller.

 3   MR. MOLLER:

 4       No.

 5   MR. FAVALORO:

 6       Secretary Pierson.

 7   SECRETARY PIERSON:

 8       No.

 9   MR. FAVALORO:

10       Ronnie Slone.

11   MR. SLONE:

12       Yes.

13   MR. FAVALORO:

14       Bobby Williams.

15   MR. WILLIAMS:

16       No.

17   MR. FAVALORO:

18       Steven Windham.

19   MR. WINDHAM:

20       Yes.

21   MR. FAVALORO:

22       Dr. Wilson.

23   DR. WILSON:

24       Yes.

25   MR. FAVALORO:
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 1                   Nine yes, six no.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   So the motion carries.  So the ones with

 4   zero jobs are deferred other than the CertainTeed

 5   Corporation, which will come back with additional

 6   information.

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   That was the Great Raft Brewing Company.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Oh, I'm sorry.  Great Raft Brewing.

11                   All right.  Please proceed with the ones

12   that have jobs.

13               MS. CHENG:

14                   We approved those already.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   We approved those.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   We approved those.

19               MS. CHENG:

20                   We have 40 MCAs that were received after

21   the executive order issued on 6/24/2016.

22                   ASH Industries does want to defer,

23   20170187.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Okay.  We are on the 40, and I know
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 1   there are a number of comments to come from the public.

 2   There's some questions and confusions about the timing

 3   of some of the these.

 4                   And these are MCAs filed after June

 5   24th, so they were filed between January and March 31st

 6   of this year, the applications, the MCA applications?

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   Yes, sir.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Okay.  So the ones that have zero jobs,

11   because this was after the June 24th, I would entertain

12   a motion to deny those.

13               MR. MOLLER:

14                   Motion.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Made by Mr. Moller; seconded by

17   Mr. Fajardo.

18                   Is there any discussion -- I'll be very

19   clear on that these were MCAs, Miscellaneous Capital

20   Additions, that were received after June 24th, which

21   basically means that they were received between January

22   1st of this year and March 31st of this year, 2017, and

23   the motion is to deny them if they had zero jobs.

24                   We have a motion and a second.

25                   Any comments from the public on the ones
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 1   with zero jobs?

 2               MR. BAGERT:

 3                   It would seem to us, Mr. Chairman, that

 4   for these, the distinction between having or not having

 5   jobs is not relevant because they were submitted after

 6   the signing of the executive order, and in that

 7   scenario, all MCAs are disallowed under the Governor's

 8   executive order and the pending rules, so there wouldn't

 9   be -- at least in terms of following the Governor's

10   executive order, the distinction between those that did

11   and did not create jobs, these are categorically not in

12   step with what's going to be approved.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   All right.  Thank you.

15                   Any other questions or comments on the

16   ones that have zero jobs?

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Only one.  I really got to ask this.  I

19   just got to know.

20                   Out of these that created zero jobs,

21   there's a company here, Dolese Bros., St. Helena,

22   whatever it is.  It's a ready-mix concrete manufacturer.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Is there a representative from Dolese

25   here?

0133

 1               (No response).

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   I just want to make -- I'm trying to

 4   understand from the staff, we received this after 6/24?

 5               MS. CHENG:

 6                   Yes, sir.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   And this is creating a property tax

 9   exemption if you run concrete trucks; is that right or

10   wrong?

11               MS. CHENG:

12                   They've, I believe --

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Are they manufacturing --

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   I believe they're --

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   -- the package that you buy in the

19   store?  I need to know what's going on here.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   They do have a manufacturing NAICS Code.

22   It's not the trucks that are being exempted because they

23   leave the site.

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   That means that somebody who made a cup
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 1   of coffee in the cafe gets the same exemption as the guy

 2   making concrete.  I just don't believe we meant that to

 3   be manufacturing.  If they're manufacturing these little

 4   bags that go to Home Depot or whatever, ready-mix

 5   concrete, that's a different issue, but if you're

 6   running a concrete truck, I need to know if this is

 7   about mixing concrete and trucks that's just being

 8   delivered to various different places.

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   In the past, they've always been

11   allowed --

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   I understand they have been in the past,

14   but these are after 6/24, aren't they?  Did I hear that

15   right?

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   Yeah, but they don't have advances

18   either.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   They don't what?

21               MS. CHENG:

22                   They don't have advanced notifications.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   They don't have what?

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   Advanced notification.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   I got that, but this happened since the

 4   executive order.  If this is mixing concrete and sending

 5   it out to a job somewhere that's being poured, I'm going

 6   to vote no against that one because I don't think that's

 7   manufacturing.  If they're making those bags or

 8   ready-mix concrete that goes off somewhere to be sold,

 9   that's manufacturing.  I get it.  I just need to know

10   which one it is.

11               MS. CLAPINSKI:

12                   I don't know that we're for sure whether

13   it is the mixing to send out in trucks or it's the bags,

14   but the definition under the current rules even for

15   manufacturing is, "Working raw materials by means of

16   mass or custom production, including fabrication,

17   applying manual labor or machinery into wares suitable

18   for use or which gives shape, quality or a combination

19   to matter which already has gone through some artificial

20   process.  The resulting product must be," quote,

21   "suitable for use as manufactured products that are

22   placed into commerce for sale or sold for the use of a

23   component of another product to be placed into commerce

24   for sale."

25                   And I believe that definition is based
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 1   upon established cases under the ITEP Program as well as

 2   the constitutional definition of manufacturing.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   I got that.  That's why we went through

 5   the rule change to try to implement at least what the

 6   Governor thought, but, look --

 7               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 8                   Sure.  I understand, but what I'm --

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   Let me say this to you:  I know what the

11   current rules say.  That's what got us in this mess, but

12   I've been directed and my concern is I do not believe

13   running concrete is -- that doesn't mean that everybody

14   else has to vote no, but I'm telling you, mixing

15   concrete in cement trucks is not what the people of

16   Louisiana believe we ought to be giving the ITEP

17   exemption for.  I just don't believe that.

18               MS. CLAPINSKI:

19                   I understand.  And that definition is

20   from the current rules that we're following.  This is

21   not from the old rules.  These are the ones that we're

22   currently --

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   These are the new rules.

25               MS. CLAPINSKI:
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 1                   And so what I'm saying is that with the

 2   manufacturing NAICS code, and -- that is a broad

 3   definition.  That means they take an item, they add or

 4   remove something from it and it becomes a ware suitable

 5   for use.

 6                   Just from the department's perspective,

 7   we don't have that discretion to say --

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   We do.  That's why I'm sitting here and

10   making the point.  Bear with me.  If you would let us

11   argue among ourselves what we believe it to be, then we

12   can make that discretion.  That's all I'm asking.

13                   If under the description of what you

14   just described, if I own a restaurant and I make coffee

15   or I make tea, I'm eligible for ITEP.  We have to be, in

16   my view, very -- under that description you just gave,

17   that's what it does.  It takes one thing and makes it

18   into something else.

19               SECRETARY PIERSON:

20                   I would offer that where is the

21   representative of the company?  The staff is here to

22   answer the questions with regards to the rules that we

23   are provided.  The company would need to be the one that

24   would respond to your specific questions, Senator Adley.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   I agree.  Is the concrete company here?

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   No.  No one stepped forward, so we'll

 4   look more into that because there were, in the past,

 5   there was some discussions and decisions and processes

 6   that determined McDonalds would not qualify for an

 7   exemption because it was deemed not to be a

 8   manufacturer.

 9               SENATOR PIERSON:

10                   And as a note to the consensus here in

11   the room today how important it is to have your clients

12   prepared to answer these questions to the Board,

13   because, as you can see, the pathway that we've been on

14   in the past is different than the pathway we're on

15   today, and these members want to know specifics about

16   the manufacturing operations.

17               MR. MOLLER:

18                   Could someone on the staff address

19   Mr. Bagert's questions about why we're even considering

20   these MCAs when they were filed after 6/24?

21               MS. CHENG:

22                   The final rules haven't been

23   promulgated.  It was stated in the February meeting they

24   needed today come to the Board.  The Board has to take

25   action on them.  They cannot just sit at LED.
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 1               MR. MOLLER:

 2                   Okay.  But so...

 3               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 4                   Once the rules are final, the Board will

 5   no longer see post-6/24 MCAs.

 6               MR. MOLLER:

 7                   Okay.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Sir, please identify yourself.

10               MR. DAVIS:

11                   My name is William Davis.  I'm the

12   controller of the Stupp Corporation.  We have an

13   application that falls in this group.  Respectfully I'd

14   like to request that application be deferred for further

15   review and submission by the Board, and it's Application

16   Number 20170150.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   What's the name of the company?

19               MR. DAVIS:

20                   Stupp Corporation.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   S-T-U-P-P.

23                   Two of them?

24               MR. DAVIS:

25                   We have two.  One with jobs, one
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 1   without.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   One with jobs and one without?

 4               MR. DAVIS:

 5                   Yes, sir.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   All right.  You want to defer the 150,

 8   the one that has zero jobs?

 9               MR. DAVIS:

10                   That's correct, sir.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Both?

13               MR. DAVIS:

14                   No, sir.  Just the one without jobs,

15   150.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All right.  We can defer that.

18                   Motion has been made by Representative

19   Carmody; seconded by Secretary Pierson.

20                   Any further discussion on that deferral

21   of Stupp Corporation ending 150?

22               (No response.)

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

25               (Several members respond "aye.")
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   All opposed with a "nay."

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Motion carries.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   I couldn't understand the name of the

 8   company.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Stupp.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   Bear with me, Mr. Chairman.  For some

13   reason, I can't hear you.  You whisper.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   Spell it out.

16               MR. DAVIS:

17                   Stupp, S-T-U-P-P.

18               MS. CHENG:

19                   It's on the second pages of the

20   applications, 20170150, Stupp, S-T-U-P-P, Corporation in

21   East Baton Rouge Parish.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   All right.  That one has been deferred.

24                   Sir, please step forward and identify

25   yourself.
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 1               MR. MILLS:

 2                   Good morning.  My name is Robert Mills.

 3   I'm with Calumet Specialty Products in Shreveport, the

 4   parent company of Calumet Lubricants Company and Calumet

 5   Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes.  We have several

 6   applications in front of you, one of which I found

 7   several clerical errors in, and I'd like to ask for

 8   deferral of Application 20101889, Calumet Lubricants

 9   Company in Bossier Parish.  There were some numbers

10   carried over from other applications that are incorrect.

11   We'd like to bring that back to you, please.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   Mr. Mills, as I understand, I remember

14   you had a couple applications.  You had one that has

15   some jobs and one that didn't.

16               MR. MILLS:

17                   It's Calumet Lubricant's application,

18   which shows an error, 27 employees.  That should be

19   zero.  And full-time employees in the plant, that number

20   was carried over from another location as well.  275 is

21   incorrect.  It's going to be -- I don't have that exact

22   number.  It's going to be maybe 125.  And construction

23   jobs is in correct.  That was carried over from a prior

24   application.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   You've got four of them that you want to

 2   defer?

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Do you want to defer all of them?

 5               MR. MILLS:

 6                   No.  This is incorrect.  I'd like to go

 7   ahead and go forward with Calumet Shreveport Lubricants

 8   & Waxes that are correct.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Okay.  Because I do have questions about

11   those.  All of those have the same number of jobs, 27.

12               MR. MILLS:

13                   That's correct.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   So that's 114 new jobs?

16               MR. MILLS:

17                   No, sir.  That's, as I understand, that

18   was ADP payroll information for the entire plant, 27

19   jobs.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   So that's for the entire plant?

22               MR. MILLS:

23                   That's correct.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   So some of these four or three have zero
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 1   jobs?

 2               MR. MILLS:

 3                   I cannot answer that question.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   But do you want to defer them all?

 6               MR. MILLS:

 7                   We should defer them all because there

 8   were some jobs, but I could not give you that number

 9   today.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All right.  So Calumet is requesting

12   that all of their applications be deferred.

13               MR. MILLS:

14                   Yes, sir, please.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Motion by Representative Carmody;

17   seconded by Dr. Wilson.

18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye" for

19   that deferral.

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Motion carries.
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 1               MR. MILLS:

 2                   Thank you.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Calumet is deferred.

 5                   Now, we still have a motion on the floor

 6   for the ones that have zero jobs to be denied because

 7   they were filed after the date and had zero jobs.

 8                   Any further discussion from the public

 9   concerning that motion?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   And all these were filed after June the

13   24th?

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   These have all been filed between --

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   Yes.  These were all filed after June

18   the 24th.  We cannot not accept them because the final

19   rules haven't been promulgated.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

22               (Several members respond "aye.")

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   All opposed with a "nay."

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   No.  This was a deferral; is that

 2   correct?

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   No.  This was for denial.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   Oh, no, if it's for denial, no.  I'm for

 7   that.  Don't tell him I said that.  I'm for that.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   For the record, Robert is not voting

10   against denying.  He is voting to deny the ones that had

11   zero jobs.  Robert Adley.

12                   Motion carries.

13                   Now, we'll take up the ones that had

14   jobs that were Miscellaneous Capital Additions starting

15   with the, I guess, Bancroft, all of the ones -- Ms.

16   Cheng, all of the ones with zero jobs have been denied

17   unless they were deferred.

18               MS. CHENG:

19                   20170138, Bancroft Bag, Inc. in Ouachita

20   Parish.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   So it had six jobs.

23                   Is there a representative from Bancroft

24   Bag?

25                   Again, I'm going to point this out, this
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 1   was a Miscellaneous Capital Addition application that

 2   was received after the executive order.

 3                   Is there a motion to deny?

 4                   Made by Mr. Moller.

 5                   Is there a second?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   It was made after the executive order.

 9   MCAs are no more.

10               MR. BARHAM:

11                   Okay.  All right.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Seconded by Mr. Fajardo.

14                   Is there any comment from the public

15   concerning Bancroft Bag motion to deny?

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

19               (No response.)

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   I think we'll have to do a rollcall

22   vote.

23               MR. FAVALORO:

24                   Mr. Adley.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   I'm sorry.  We have questions.

 2                   Yes, Dr. Wilson.

 3               DR. WILSON:

 4                   Do the rules call for whether or --

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   That is my understanding of the new

 7   rules.

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   We have to take these up because the new

10   rules have not been promulgated and we cannot hold on to

11   them at LED.  The Board has to take action on them.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Ms. Malone.

14               MS. MALONE:

15                   Do we have to take action individually?

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   There are some I believe that would like

18   to have their voices heard.

19               SECRETARY PIERSON:

20                   So would you take those that are present

21   and --

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   That will be fine.  Good idea.  All

24   right.

25               MR. FABRA:
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 1                   Just a question for clarity for me, Mr.

 2   Chairman.  If the new rules are not promulgated, does

 3   the executive order take preference?  I mean, I'm just,

 4   you know.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   I'm going to let the attorneys --

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   Just to make this clear, regardless of

 9   whether the rules have been promulgated or not, when it

10   hits his desk, he's going to act according to these new

11   rules.  We can dance around it all we want to, and if

12   you want to send it to him, that's fine, but he's going

13   to follow the rules and I'm going to vote with him.

14               MS. CLAPINSKI:

15                   So the executive order right now is in

16   place governs what the Governor said his action will be

17   on these items.  The rules were written to be in

18   compliance with the executive order, so right now, the

19   rules do not bind the Board to deny, but the intention

20   of the Governor, even if they hit his desk, is to deny

21   these applications.

22               MR. FABRA:

23                   Thank you.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   All right.  In this case, we're going to
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 1   divert from this.  We are going to have the people that

 2   would like to speak that are on this list for

 3   Miscellaneous Capital Additions made during the year

 4   2016, application submitted timely, to plead their case

 5   specifically to their own applications.

 6               MR. MANN:

 7                   Good morning.  Melissa Mann with

 8   CenturyLink.

 9                   CenturyLink made this investment

10   beginning in January of 2016 --

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Which one are we doing?  Is this

13   Marketing?

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   This is 20170114, Century Marketing

16   Solutions in Ouachita Parish.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Please proceed, Ms. Mann.

19               MS. MANN:

20                   As I said, this project was started

21   January of 2016.  The installation was completed in May

22   of 2016, then the, you know, the executive order came

23   out in June 24th of 2016, so this project, the

24   investment was made in advance of the executive order,

25   but under the previous process with MCAs, when you made
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 1   your investment, you then applied by March 31st of the

 2   following year.  So that's the reason that this

 3   application came after the executive order, although

 4   this investment was all made in advance.  So that's why

 5   we're here today in this position.

 6                   This was a $3.5-million investment that

 7   resulted in six direct new jobs.  This was work that was

 8   being done in Texas.  We brought work back to Louisiana

 9   through this under this Century Marketing Solutions.

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   So, in essence, what has occurred with

12   your application is no different than what had occurred

13   with those that we took up earlier that were actually

14   filed and completed prior to 24th where we said if

15   they're tied to jobs, we accept it.  If they don't have

16   any jobs, we don't.  It's my understanding that you have

17   added new jobs.

18               MS. MANN:

19                   Correct.

20               MR. ADLEY:

21                   And so if you were in that rule, by our

22   own action, we would have approved that.

23               MS. MANN:

24                   Correct.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   And I have to tell you, I don't think

 2   that the Governor's office has any objection whatsoever

 3   to doing that with your application simply because that

 4   is what we had done with the others.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All right.  Thank you, Mr. Adley.

 7                   Representative Carmody.

 8               MR. CARMODY:

 9                   Yes, sir.  I'll go ahead and move in

10   favor of Century Marketing Solutions in that they

11   created jobs.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   All right.  Seconded by Secretary

14   Pierson.

15                   Any comments from the public?

16                   Please step forward.  Please identify

17   yourself.

18               MR. BAGERT:

19                   Roderick Bagert with Together Louisiana.

20                   There's a strange sensation of being in

21   this situation because at some point one starts to hope

22   that some things are settled, and the Governor's

23   executive order couldn't be more clear and explicit on

24   directly this point.  Section 2 reads, "For all pending

25   contractural applications for which no advanced
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 1   notification is required under the rules of the Board of

 2   Commerce & Industry, except for such contracts that

 3   provide for new jobs at completed manufacturing plants

 4   or establishments.  This order is effective

 5   immediately."  And then further on, it explicitly says,

 6   "Any further applications submitted subsequent to June

 7   24th, 2016 that are Miscellaneous Capital Additions that

 8   do not have advanced notices are no longer eligible."

 9                   On the day that the Governor announced

10   and signed his executive order, he sat right there and

11   he said, "We have scratched the constitutional

12   definition of addition and expansion beyond all

13   reasonable interpretation."  Where routine replacements

14   of machinery are being considered additions and

15   expansions of new manufacturing, this entire category of

16   Industrial Tax Exemption, one could argue is not

17   acceptable under the constitution.

18                   The Governor now has said, "We're

19   setting the deadline.  Any created jobs -- that created

20   jobs before that we can consider."  This is clearly not

21   an in that category.  This was not submitted at the time

22   that the Governor signed his executive order, and to

23   make this exception would be to do something that this

24   Board has not yet done, which was to explicitly and

25   directly counteract the intention of the Governor.
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 1               MR. PIERSON:

 2                   You said she said January '16, not

 3   January '17.

 4               MR. BAGERT:

 5                   When she made the investments.  When

 6   they made the investment, not the submission of

 7   application.  Most of the MCAs are retroactive in terms

 8   of when the actual investments were being made.  This

 9   entire year we'll see MCAs or applications submitted in

10   Calendar Year 2017 on investments made in the prior

11   calendar year because that's how MCAs are structured.

12   So to create this loophole would be to say, "We are

13   going to have a different interpretation from what the

14   Governor said and we're not going to make it not when

15   they were submitted, but when the investments were

16   made," which is categorically not what the Governor's

17   executive order intended.

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   I'm going to back up and make it very

20   clear that the Governor felt very strongly that those

21   that -- we never expected nor saw those that came in did

22   the work before and then they filed at the end because

23   that the process.  When I discussed this issue with him,

24   the language that you just read a minute ago about jobs,

25   what he pointed to, he told me, if they create jobs,
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 1   yes.  If they don't create jobs, no.  I went to this

 2   application and looked to make sure jobs were being

 3   created here, and I see that they are.  So is your

 4   objection to the fact that the jobs that they were lying

 5   on jobs or is it that you're saying this is not

 6   manufacturing?

 7               MR. BAGERT:

 8                   The standard of job creation or no job

 9   creation is in play in the executive order for

10   Miscellaneous Capital Addition applications submitted

11   prior to June 24th, 2016.  That standard is not relevant

12   to applications submitted subsequent to June 24th, 2016.

13   This application was submitted subsequent to June 24th,

14   2016, therefore, the distinction between whether or not

15   it created jobs isn't relative in the view of the

16   Governor's executive order.  It is a new application

17   submitted after the Governor's executive order.  The

18   executive order applies Miscellaneous Capital Additions

19   for when the initial exemption was submitted should not

20   be eligible.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Secretary Pierson.

23               SECRETARY PIERSON:

24                   I hear part of your argument as an

25   interpretation of what the Governor seeks to address
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 1   here.  The Governor will get that chance.  This will

 2   pass across his desk.  It's a motion and we're happy to

 3   receive the discussion today, but it's the Board that's

 4   taking that position as to their interpretation of this.

 5   We're seeing jobs come to Louisiana from Texas that are

 6   created by this investment that was money spent, the

 7   pathway forward prior to this executive order being at

 8   issue.  So we recognize the difference of opinion, but

 9   we don't have the final say.  This is part of the

10   process.

11               MR. BARHAM:

12                   And in this case, all of the work was

13   completed prior to the executive order being issued.

14               MR. BAGERT:

15                   Under that standard, Miscellaneous

16   Capital Additions would still apply for time in

17   mourning, but this is a very troubling precedent and

18   something this Board has not yet done.

19               SECRETARY PIERSON:

20                   So they'll sign them in the future as

21   projects because they'll know that they're projects, and

22   that's the way that we'll want them packaged and they

23   will file advanced notifications and they will come to

24   us with more than five jobs and they'll qualify.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Mr. Miller.

 2               MR. MILLER:

 3                   My question is for Century Marketing.

 4                   This is a project.  It wasn't

 5   necessarily a Miscellaneous Capital Addition; is that

 6   correct?  It was going to be under $5-million, so you

 7   didn't have to do an advanced notification.

 8               MS. MANN:

 9                   That is correct.  This was a new

10   investment, a new project that we felt was under the

11   $5-million threshold, so we went through the MCA

12   process.

13               MR. MILLER:

14                   Okay.  If so, I think that answers my

15   question.  It's a brand new project.  It's not even a

16   Miscellaneous Capital Addition.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   That's what I'm reading here.

19               MR. MILLER:

20                   It was a small project and so...

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   It says, Century Marketing Solutions

23   placed in service two new pieces of equipment in 2016 to

24   further enhance their operations and allow them to make

25   consumer demand."  This Board encourages that.  I mean,
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 1   that's what we're here for, to meet consumer demand,

 2   create jobs.

 3               MR. MILLER:

 4                   And I guess that's it.

 5                   Mr. Roderick, you're asking us -- in

 6   meetings previously you asked us to put it in front of

 7   the Governor and do something different, don't just

 8   follow rules.  That's what we're doing.  We're taking on

 9   our responsibility to the Board what we believe is

10   beneficial to Louisiana, and I believe these people came

11   in good faith, did everything they thought they were

12   supposed to do.  If they had done just an advance

13   notification, even though it was under $5-million,

14   they'd be fine right now.  There wouldn't be any

15   question whatever.  And there's a lot of these questions

16   in meetings before that many of these Miscellaneous

17   Capital Additions truly are projects, they just dont --

18   they're going in underneath, so they just did it this

19   way and they added them up.  So I think this is one of

20   those exceptions.  You don't make rules for the

21   exception.  You have rules, then there are exceptions.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   All right.  Question's been called.

24                   Any further discussion?

25               (No response.)
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 1                   All in favor of -- I'm sorry.  Go back

 2   to the motion.  The motion was to approve all of the

 3   ones with jobs.

 4                   Any further discussions?

 5               (No response.)

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   From the public?

 8                   Yes, one more gentleman that wants to

 9   address the board.

10                   I'm sorry.  This one is Century

11   Marketing specific.  Let's do Century Marketing

12   specifically.

13                   Question has been called.

14                   All in favor of passing the request for

15   exemption for Century Marketing Solutions indicate with

16   an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed.

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.

23                   All right.  So are there any other

24   members of the public that are here associated with

25   Miscellaneous Capital Additions that created jobs who
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 1   would like to address this situation?  If so, please

 2   come forward.

 3                   Sir.

 4               MR. DAVIS:

 5                   My name is William Davis.  I'm with the

 6   Stupp Corporation.  This is in regards to Application

 7   20170149, what's called as a Miscellaneous Capital

 8   Addition.  This is new manufacturing capacity.  It is

 9   not replacement.  It is not environmental requirements.

10   It does provide six new jobs, and production was

11   completed in 2016.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   And when was it completed?

14               MR. DAVIS:

15                   In June of 2016, and I don't have the

16   exact date unfortunately.  I know it falls within a very

17   time limited.

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   You're suggesting to us that you're

20   creating new jobs, but your application says zero; is

21   that correct?

22               MR. DAVIS:

23                   No, sir.  It says six.  The application

24   says six.

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   We deferred the one that had zero jobs,

 2   and we left the one that --

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   You created six jobs?

 5               MR. DAVIS:

 6                   Yes, sir.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   We're fixing to approve it.

 9               MR. DAVIS:

10                   Oh, I'm sorry.  That wasn't my

11   understanding.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   But I think that's part of the

14   confusion, Robert.  It still had to be completed before

15   June 24th.  All of the rest of these had to be completed

16   before June 24th, also.  Even though these created jobs,

17   June 24th is the drop dead date.

18                   In the case of Century Marketing, their

19   project was initiated and completed prior to June 24th.

20   Yours is going to need to be evidenced that you were

21   completed before June 24th.

22               MR. DAVIS:

23                   The project was initiated in 2015, but

24   it wasn't completed until June 2016.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Before June 24th?

 2               MR. DAVIS:

 3                   I can't confirm that date,

 4   unfortunately.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   I think that's an important factor.

 7               MR. DAVIS:

 8                   I understand.  And it wasn't -- because

 9   it was under $5-million, it wasn't filed with an advance

10   notification attached.  It was filed as an individual

11   project, but it is -- it's a standalone, new expansion

12   in a manufacturing capacity of the current existing one.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   So what's the pleasure of the Board?

15                   The motion has been made to defer the

16   Stupp application until you can validate and verify the

17   completion date.

18               MR. DAVIS:

19                   Yes, sir.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   Second by Dr. Wilson.  The motion was

22   made by Robert Barham, Mr. Barham.

23                   Any further discussion?

24               (No response.)

25               MR. WINDHAM:

0163

 1                   Any comments from the public?

 2                   I'm sorry.

 3               MR. FAJARDO:

 4                   I want to make it clear.  I know that we

 5   have two applications, so we're going to defer the one

 6   application, but we're denying the other?

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   No.  Ultimately both of them will be

 9   deferred for no job creation.

10               MR. FAJARDO:

11                   Okay.  I'm just making sure.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Correct.

14                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

15               (Several members respond "aye.")

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All opposed with a "nay."

18               (No response.)

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Motion carries.

21               MR. DAVIS:

22                   Thank you.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Now, we have the ones -- I'm sorry.

25   Please step forward, identify yourself and your
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 1   application.

 2               MR. PATE:

 3                   Good morning, or good afternoon, I

 4   guess, now.  My name is Bob Pate.  I'm the Accounting

 5   Manager for FMT Shipyard & Repair.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   FMT.  That's Application Number

 8   20170084, FMT Shipyard & Repair.

 9               MR. PATE:

10                   That is correct.  Thank you.  Thank you

11   for allowing me to speak today.  I just want to point

12   out a couple of things in our application.  Yes, we did

13   add jobs.  We added a new division to our company.  We

14   added approximately 30 jobs with this new division of

15   building 120-foot tow boats.  These jobs were moved from

16   Alabama to Louisiana.  We do think that's important.

17   The jobs -- excuse me.  The process of making these

18   asset acquisitions was begun approximately January 1st,

19   2016.  There were numerous components to this.  There

20   was equipment.  There were land improvements that were

21   made.  Some of those improvements -- and there is a list

22   that was attached to the application.  Slabs that had to

23   be constructed, electrical improvements that had to be

24   made, gas line expansions.  That, in total, took, that

25   was approximately a million two of the 2.5-million just
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 1   in those components.

 2                   That's not something that I can go buy

 3   off the shelf.  It takes a period of time, and I'm

 4   willing to -- I didn't look at the dates here, but they

 5   were begun in January, probably did not complete prior

 6   to June 24th.  Okay?

 7                   And, in addition, the equipment that was

 8   purchased here, there was one item here, $832,000 for a

 9   used crane.  That was purchased in March of 2016.  The

10   application for Miscellaneous Capital Additions does not

11   require a date or list a date.  I'd be happy to go back

12   and do that if that makes a difference in whether our

13   application would be approved, denied or deferred.

14                   As far as --

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   So let me ask you this related to the

17   crane.  Were you able to place the crane in service

18   prior to the completion of the rest of the construction?

19               MR. PATE:

20                   Yes, sir, we were.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   And did you?

23               MR. PATE:

24                   Yes, we did.  Yes.  It was delivered

25   early April 2016.  We purchased it, it was purchased
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 1   from an out-of-state company, so it would qualify for

 2   Industrial Tax Exemption, and it was purchased prior to

 3   April -- excuse me.  Well, in March of 2016 and was

 4   delivered April.  It was on eight trucks that it had to

 5   be delivered to our physical location.

 6                   So it, again, we were within the rules

 7   at the time, and the rules say that if it's less than

 8   $5-millian, you accumulate all of the purchases and then

 9   apply once after yearend and prior to March 31st of the

10   following year, which is what we did.  So I would ask

11   your consideration that we were within the rules.  We

12   had no prior knowledge of the Governor's decision to

13   change the rules after the fact.  And, you know, I

14   understand why you're making these decisions, and God

15   bless the -- but we would appreciate your consideration

16   of this activity.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Are there any questions by any Board

19   members of Mr. Pate?

20                   Motion has been made to approve by

21   Mr. Fabra.

22                   Is there a second?

23                   Seconded by Mr. Williams.

24                   And that's to approve it in its

25   entirety.
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 1               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 2                   Steve, we don't have a quorum.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   I don't think we have a quorum.  They'll

 5   be back in a moment.

 6                   So a lot of our quorum, we were talking

 7   about FMT Shipyard & Repairs and a motion was made to

 8   approve it in its entirety and I would like to entertain

 9   a discussion on that concerning what was spent.

10                   Mr. Pierson, you want to talk about it

11   or you want me to -- okay.

12                   So the motion has been made to approve

13   it in its entirety, and it's been properly seconded to

14   approve in its entirety.  The question that I have for

15   this Board is maybe a substitute motion.  The dollars

16   that were spent for assets that were received prior to

17   the issuance of the executive order, that those be

18   approved if it's not.  Mr. Bank, if it's 90 percent,

19   then it's 90 percent.  If it's 20 percent, then it's 20

20   percent.  But going back and forth in my head, I

21   understand the executive order, but our industries and

22   our companies who really do value spent money during

23   that period of time, and if they had known that this

24   executive order was coming, then the could have filed an

25   advance or they would have filed an advance and then
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 1   everything would have been eligible because these were

 2   projects.  So that's my thought.

 3                   Any discussion on that?

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   I have to get a second.  I don't know --

 7               MR. FABRA:

 8                   Mr. Chairman, I just got this little

 9   point of information.  I mean, if we are going to

10   continue to look at each one of these applications on an

11   individual basis, then we can't do a clean sweep.  We

12   are going to have to look at each one and find out the

13   exact completion date of each project.  I mean, if we

14   are going to go through that process, you know, if it's

15   got to meet that certain deadline, then we have to give

16   that consideration.  I was under the impression that --

17   I understand the fact that the MCAs in compliance with

18   the executive order are they're gone after that said

19   date, but I do understand that it was discussed that if

20   the Governor looks at these applications and these are

21   projects, not additions, and it creates jobs, then I

22   don't think he's going to have any issues with action

23   taken on job creation.

24                   So I'm just kind of confused on back and

25   forth, you know, first a clean sweep on a motion, if it
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 1   creates job now, there's some deadlines involved, and,

 2   you know.  So if we are going to do it, let's go

 3   individually and look at the completion dates of each

 4   project, or if the Governor's not going to have an issue

 5   and it creates jobs, let's just do a clean sweep across

 6   the board and move forward.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   All right.  So as we pointed out, we do

 9   have a motion and a second on FMT.  There's no

10   substitute motions on it, so we'll call for the vote.

11                   All in favor of approval for FMT

12   Shipyard & Repair, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.)

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.  FMT is approved.

19                   I think that is what I was trying to do

20   is have the companies that were here come up and plead

21   their cases.  The companies that are not here -- are

22   there any other companies that have not been heard.  If

23   so, raise your hand.

24                   One, two.  Just two companies.  So we're

25   kind of going along that line, and then we'll have to
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 1   decide what we'll do with the ones that are not here and

 2   are not pleading their case.

 3                   Ma'am, if you'll please step forward,

 4   and, sir, if you'll be on deck.

 5               MS.

 6                   I'm Melinda Maxwell.  I'm the Financial

 7   Director with Shield Pack in West Monroe.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   I'm sorry.  Which one?

10               MS. MAXWELL:

11                   Shield Pack in West Monroe.

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   That's 20170083, Shield Pack, LLC in

14   Ouachita Parish.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   The name again, please.

17               MS. CHENG:

18                   Shield Pack.

19               MS. MAXWELL:

20                   Shield Pack, Shield, S-H-I-E-L-D.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All right.  Go ahead, ma'am.  Don't wait

23   on me to be looking.

24               MS. MAXWELL:

25                   Okay.  We made several additions to
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 1   position and strengthen our company growth in the IBC

 2   market.  IBC is intermediate mediate bulk containers.

 3   We sell to chemical companies for hygroscopic resins.

 4                   We also are entering and growing into

 5   the market for aseptic and non-aseptic food products.

 6   This is not a market that we've served heavily in the

 7   past, but we've invested a lot into this market, and

 8   while we did create six jobs last year, we invested

 9   heavily in equipment.  You have to understand the

10   testing process in order to get into this market,

11   because what you would do, you would probably most

12   likely and what we have done is we will hand make five

13   to 10 packages and send to a food company and they will

14   test those.  If we pass that test, then the next year --

15   and we're talking about the harvest seasons of oranges

16   or tomatoes or sweet potatoes and all kinds of fruits.

17   And so then the next season, you may get to test 100

18   liners, and if you pass that, then you get maybe 10,000

19   liners.  And so it may be four years past your

20   investment where we will receive job growth tied to our

21   investment, so it's a lag there.  This makes it very

22   difficult for me to show these jobs that we are hoping

23   to create because, right now, we're sold out on the

24   first ship and we certainly hope and expect, you know,

25   if our studies come through, that we will be able to
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 1   sell out the second and third shipment of those

 2   machines, and that's what our goal is.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   Ma'am, I'm going to say this because I

 5   just think the committee needs to hear this.  A moment

 6   ago when we had our vote, our 9/6 vote, since that time,

 7   I've just kind of sat here and just waited for things to

 8   play out and let the Board do whatever it's going to do,

 9   but I'm here to tell you that when it gets to the

10   Governor's desk, there is no assurance that he's not

11   going to expressly interpret his executive order.  So,

12   you know, you can do whatever you want to.  It's still

13   got to go to him, and I just didn't want to get your

14   hopes that the Board's doing things with no assurance

15   that it's going to the Governor's approval.

16               MS. MAXWELL:

17                   You know, if I had a project that had

18   started, and some of these things that are included here

19   started early in last year, prior to the executive

20   order, there was no opportunity for me to file an

21   advanced notification because I was already into the

22   project.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   Right.

25               MS. MAXWELL:
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 1                   So I did not have the opportunity to

 2   file that.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   Let me just -- when I read your

 5   application, which there's not many of them I didn't

 6   have questions on, I didn't have any on yours because it

 7   clearly looked like you were doing the right thing, for

 8   whatever it's worth.

 9               MS. MAXWELL:

10                   Thank you.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Any other questions by any of the Board

13   members?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Do you have your expenditures scheduled

17   in when you put that equipment into service?  I'm going

18   to go back on that a bit because I do believe that's a

19   factor on how this is done for this Board.

20               MS. MAXWELL:

21                   When it's completed, no.  I don't have

22   the schedules with me, no, but it was completed, you

23   know, during this period.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   During the entire year?
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 1               MS. MAXWELL:

 2                   Yeah.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   So I hate to say this, and being --

 5               MS. MAXWELL:

 6                   I know one large piece of equipment was,

 7   I think it was, pretty early.  We spend anywhere from

 8   probably 40 to $120,000 on molds because every different

 9   customer that we go to has a different filling equipment

10   and we have to make molds, and so those were investments

11   that we're making throughout the year and had several of

12   those injection molds, equipment.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   I guess without knowing that, I'm

15   reluctant to approve these because these expenditures

16   could have began, you know, July the 1st and been on the

17   second half of year and people are just rolling the

18   dice.  I don't feel that that's fair to put the Governor

19   in that position.  I don't feel it's fair to this Board.

20   So without knowing that information personally, I'm

21   reluctant to vote for them.

22               MS. MAXWELL:

23                   I do think what we spent last year would

24   have been budgeted in the previous year, so it would

25   have been budgeted at the end of 2015 for the 2016
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 1   application, so even though the money was spent in '16,

 2   the process started in '15.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   But it still would have been, in my

 5   eyes, had to have been spent before the June 24th

 6   deadline, which everyone knew.  They knew after June

 7   24th MCAs are ineligible.  So if someone wanted to do

 8   something in that period of time, they --

 9               MS. MAXWELL:

10                   It's not like a down payment on a piece

11   of equipment in March and receive that piece of

12   equipment until December and it may not get installed,

13   so that, you know, I've got long time periods here that

14   I'm dealing with.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Sure.  I understand.

17               MS. MAXWELL:

18                   But definitely, we are, you know, we

19   want to grow our business and we're investing a lot of

20   money.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   We want you to, too.  Please don't take

23   this --

24               MS. MAXWELL:

25                   We're really working on that one.

0176

 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   -- this line of questioning being

 3   opposed.  We want to support you.

 4                   So is there a motion or is there a

 5   discussion on the remaining ones in addition to this

 6   one?

 7               (Inaudible.)

 8               That's why we need verification that the

 9   investments they made prior to the executive order,

10   which is --

11               MS. MAXWELL:

12                   Was it made or was it started prior to

13   that.

14               MR. BARHAM:

15                   If you make a deposit, you said you made

16   a deposit.

17               MS. MAXWELL:

18                   I'm sorry.  I can't understand you.

19               MR. BARHAM:

20                   I'm sorry.  You said you made a deposit.

21   You believe you made a deposit.

22               MS. MAXWELL:

23                   We do that frequently.

24               MR. BARHAM:

25                   You want to defer and come back and
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 1   warrant to us the time that you're looking at on your

 2   investments?

 3               MS. MAXWELL:

 4                   Yeah, we can give a time limit on, you

 5   know, everything, definitely, you know, from the time

 6   that, you know, that the plans were drawn for and then,

 7   you know, the initial down payments to the delivery to

 8   the final selection.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   We have a motion to defer made by

11   Mr. Barham; seconded by Representative Carmody.

12                   Any further discussions on the deferral?

13               (No response.)

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All in favor of the deferral, indicate

16   with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed with a "nay."

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.  We look forward to

23   seeing you back here in June.

24                   All right.  We have -- there's some

25   more?  I'm sorry.  One more person.
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 1                   Oh, yes, sir.  Please step forward.

 2               MR.

 3                   Good afternoon.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Please identify yourself and who you

 6   represent.

 7               MR.

 8                   My name is Bernie David.  I represent

 9   Compass Minerals Louisiana.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Compass, C-O-M-P-A-S-S?

12               MR. DAVID:

13                   Yes, sir.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All right.  Bear with us.

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   20170169, Compass Minerals Louisiana,

18   Inc. in St. Mary Parish.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   All right.  Go ahead.

21               MR. DAVID:

22                   We just want to say couple things about

23   our application.  We, as you'll see on our application,

24   we did not add any full-time jobs because of any these

25   capital improvements, but we did spend, you know,
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 1   upwards of 5-million bucks on some things that really

 2   helped our manufacturing facility and helped out our

 3   local economy.  Again, going back to the lady who was

 4   before me, you know, these projects were completed at

 5   different times during 2016.  They weren't all completed

 6   before or after June.  If that has any impact.

 7                   We also made a general rule of thumb

 8   where we could use local suppliers and local vendors to

 9   complete these projects.  I have a listing of a lot of

10   those that we used and I think we submitted on our

11   application or some backup documentation.  We just want

12   you guys to consider us for acceptance of our

13   application.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All right.  Thank you.

16                   Any questions by any of the Board

17   members?

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   I show zero jobs; is that right?

20               MR. DAVID:

21                   That is correct, no additional jobs, but

22   we do employ about 170 people.  These were all capital

23   projects to help us out in manufacturing, become more

24   efficient, things like that, but, no, no direct hires

25   because of this.
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 1               MR. ADLEY:

 2                   Add when you say you manufacturing salt,

 3   just give me some example.  I assume you you're not

 4   making salt.  What are you doing?

 5               MR. DAVID:

 6                   We mine salt.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   You mine salt?

 9               MR. DAVID:

10                   Yes, sir.  We are a salt mine, so we are

11   a unique, I suppose, type of industry for Louisiana

12   because there's not a whole lot of salt mines, but part

13   of our operation, I suppose, could be considered mining

14   and some have, and the other part can be considered

15   manufacturing.  We're underground and we're actually

16   drilling and blasting for salt.  We run it through

17   different processes and then ship it out.  That part I

18   think would be considered manufacturing.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   But if you look at the other

21   applications that the Board has decided to either defer

22   or grant, they were all tied to jobs.  You're telling us

23   there are no jobs associated with this one?

24               MR. DAVID:

25                   No, sir.  That is correct.  Now, that
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 1   doesn't mean that potentially because of this in the

 2   future, we may have some jobs because of this, but right

 3   now, no.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   I got it.  Thank you.  I appreciate your

 6   honesty.  Thank you very much.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   I believe we've already voted on the

 9   ones that had zero jobs.

10               MS. CHENG:

11                   That's correct.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   I thought so.

14                   Is there any action to reconsider this

15   one?

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   No.

19                   Thank you for your comments.

20               MR. DAVID:

21                   All right.  Thank you.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Anyone else from the public for any of

24   the jobs or any of the companies?

25                   Please step forward.  I know you're not
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 1   with a company.  Please step forward, identify yourself.

 2               MS. DUNN:

 3                   My name is Ann Dunn and I'm with

 4   Together Louisiana and this is just a general comment on

 5   all of these that have been received after June the

 6   24th.  To reiterate what the executive order says, the

 7   Governor very specifically says the applications for

 8   Miscellaneous Capital Additions will not be approved or

 9   issued contracts by the Governor, and there's, of

10   course, an exception for those that were pending and

11   were filed before the June the 24th, but that does not

12   apply to these.

13                   I also want to point out that the

14   executive order also requires in Sections 5, 6 and 7

15   that the application include a cooperative endeavor

16   agreement with the State on a part of the applicant and

17   have an exhibit showing the approval of the local

18   government, and I know the rules are not yet in effect,

19   but the whole concept is a cooperative endeavor

20   agreement.

21                   As Secretary Pierson pointed out

22   earlier, it's really related to constitutional

23   provisions under the pledge of any kind of thing of

24   valuable belonging to the State, and this certainly is,

25   and so the whole idea of cooperative endeavor agreement
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 1   showing what the applicant will provide to the State as

 2   well as what the State is providing to the applicant is

 3   certainly something that ought to be very seriously

 4   considered by this Board.  And since the executive order

 5   is in effect and the Governor's going to be look at

 6   those issues, I particularly think that's important, as

 7   well as, of course, which we've talked about a lot in

 8   consideration of the committee, the commission's, rules,

 9   the whole idea of what do the local governments have to

10   say about this.

11                   So I just wanted to say, the executive

12   order is in effect.  There's an exception because we

13   know the ones here that were filed before June the 24th

14   and that did provide for jobs.  Aside from that, there's

15   no exceptions, so that's what the Governor has said.

16                   Thank you.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Thank you very much, Ms. Dunn.

19                   Are there any other questions at this

20   time from the Board?

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   All right.  At this time, we had a few

24   of the outliers and ones that did not have

25   representation here to address, so the Board now needs
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 1   to consider.  We had a package of zero jobs that had

 2   been eliminated.  We've had some deferrals.  We've

 3   approved one or two or three, but now we have some

 4   companies that were not represented here today, they do

 5   have jobs that they indicate that they have, but we

 6   don't know about the timing.  We don't have the ability

 7   to address the company specifically, so the Board is

 8   going to have to consider how they wish to proceed.

 9                   Representative Carmody.

10               MR. CARMODY:

11                   I would make a motion that these

12   applicants did show that they did create jobs, but

13   they're not here today, to go ahead and defer them to

14   allow them to come back before the Board and explain.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   All right.  And we'll notify them.

17               MR. CARMODY:

18                   Yes.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Is there a second to that?

21                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.

22                   All in favor of the motion to defer the

23   ones that were not discussed today, indicate with an

24   "aye."

25               (Several members respond "aye.")
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   All opposed with a "nay."

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Motion carries.

 6                   Please proceed.

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   I have 98 renewals --

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   Let me just ask a general question so we

11   don't have to go through all 98 of these.  These all

12   fall within prior to June 24th, the agreement that we

13   made on the five year and the five-year ITEP

14   applications and y'all have reviewed every one of them

15   and they meet all of the guidelines and requirements for

16   renewal?

17               MS. CHENG:

18                   Yes, sir.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   And they were done prior to the

21   executive order?

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   Correct.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Is there a motion to approve these in
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 1   globo?

 2                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by

 3   Major Coleman.

 4                   Any discussion from the public

 5   concerning the renewals?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any further discussion from the Board

 9   members?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.")

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.

19               MS. CHENG:

20                   I have 16 late renewals.  I do want to

21   mention, I provided y'all with a revised late renewal

22   agenda because there was an issue with the spreadsheet

23   showing 32,943,947 as the ad valorem.  That is

24   incorrect.  It's been corrected, and it would only be

25   610,835.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   And do we have representatives from the

 3   companies concerning their late renewals?

 4                   All right.  Please proceed.

 5               MS. CHENG:

 6                   We have 20100898, Blade Dynamics, LLC in

 7   Orleans Parish.  Their initial contract expired on 7/31

 8   of '16.  They requested their renewal on 9/21 of '16.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Is there a representative from Blade

11   Dynamics?

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   No representative from Blade Dynamics,

15   and they were two months late.  In the past, I believe

16   it's been one year when they're late, so is there a

17   motion to reduce their exemption by one year?

18               Mr. ADLEY:

19                   Now, wait a minute.  I'm trying to find

20   out exactly how we've been handling this.  When they

21   were late and they were here, we had penalized them by a

22   year?

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   Yes, sir.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   If they were not here at all --

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   They were denied.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   I believe we've been -- have we been

 6   denying them?

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   Yes, sir.

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   That's what I thought.  I think if we

11   follow consistency, we need to make a motion to deny

12   them because they have no representation here.

13               MR. PIERSON:

14                   What I would like to let the record

15   reflect, in terms of Blade Dynamics, they are located in

16   NASA Michoud where the tornado impacted their operations

17   with significant damage.  That is not a total excuse, I

18   do understand, but certainly I think it's a contributing

19   factor.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   This one was deferred at the last board

22   meeting already.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   This one was deferred?

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   At the last board meeting.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   Have we contacted them?

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   Yes, sir.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Is there a motion -- motion is to deny

 8   made by Mr. Fajardo; seconded by Dr. Wilson for denial

 9   of the renewal.

10                   Any discussion from the public?

11               (No response.)

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Any discussion from the Board?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Motion carries.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   20100221, Hydra Tech Systems, Inc. in

22   Ouachita Parish.  Their initial contract expired on

23   12/31/15.  Their late renewal was received 12/21 of '16.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Is there a representative from Hydra
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 1   Tech?

 2                   Were they asked last time -- have they

 3   been deferred before?

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   No, sir.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Okay.

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   I do want to mention that we do notify

10   all applicants that their renewals and applications are

11   coming before the Bard.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   They have all been notified?

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   Yes.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   What's the pleasure?

18                   Millie.

19               MS. ATKINS:

20                   I'd like to make a motion to defer this

21   one.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Motion to defer?

24               MS. ATKINS:

25                   Yes.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Is there a second?

 3                   By Representative Carmody.

 4                   Any further discussion from the public

 5   on this deferral for Hydra Tech Systems?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any further discussion from the Board

 9   members?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.")

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.

19               MR. CARMODY:

20                   Can I ask one question of the staff?

21                   When y'all contact these applicants and

22   let them know that the Board has moved to defer and we

23   will be convening at our next meeting and you give them

24   that date?

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   Yes, sir.

 2               MR. CARMODY:

 3                   They were aware that these are follow-up

 4   questions, you have a representative that will be

 5   attending and --

 6               MS. CHENG:

 7                   We tell them to have a representative

 8   attending and then -- we tell them it's been deferred

 9   and that it will go to the next board meeting.  And then

10   once we create this agenda, once it's final for the next

11   meeting, they're notified again.

12               MR. CARMODY:

13                   Okay.  That's proper notice, I would

14   think, constructive notice that the only other thing you

15   can tell them that the custom of the committee, that

16   those who don't appear, have been denied.  Just a

17   little -- all right.

18                   Thank you, sir.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Mr. Williams.

21               MR. WILLIAMS:

22                   I just wanted to point out,

23   Mr. Chairman, Blade Dynamics, we denied that one when

24   they requested two months after the expiration date, and

25   Hydra Tech was a full year after their expiration date
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 1   and we deferred it.  Just wanted to point that out.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   And I believe we had already deferred

 4   Blade once in a previous meeting.

 5               SECRETARY PIERSON:

 6                   Once.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   They were given a chance.

 9               SECRETARY PIERSON:

10                   So we'll give Hydra Tech once.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   We'll give them one shot to be deferred,

13   which is why I had asked them to be deferred before.

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   We have 20110187, Ardagh Glass in

16   Lincoln Parish.  Initial contract expired 12/31 of '15.

17   Late renewal was requested on 11/15 of '16.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Is there a representative from Ardagh

20   Glass here?

21                   Please step forward and identify

22   yourself.  Please identify yourself.

23               MR. SHONKWILER:

24                   Jeff Shonkwiler.  I'm the Tax Director

25   for Ardagh Glass.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   All right.  Can you tell us why you were

 3   late?

 4               MR. SHONKWILER:

 5                   We've had several of these in the past

 6   that the process had been for years that Lori Weber with

 7   LED would just send us the renewal forms when one of

 8   these were coming up, and we didn't receive the renewal

 9   forms and realized the next year after we filed our

10   property tax return that that one should have probably

11   been renewed and that's why it's late.  So we should

12   have caught it, but I think it was just change in the

13   process is why it slipped through the cracks.

14               MR. ADLEY:

15                   I just want to say that all of these

16   prior to you that have come in like that that were

17   depending upon them telling them, albeit, I don't know

18   if they had or they hadn't, these exceptions are for the

19   benefit of the company.  And as we have always pointed

20   out that it's critical that you file and that you file

21   on time, and unlike what people seem to think, that it's

22   just automatic, they send you a notice and everything

23   gets renewed, I hope after sitting through five or six

24   hours today, you recognize that that's not the case.

25   Under the law, we are limited to certain things that we
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 1   can and cannot do, I guess, approve or deny or limit.

 2   Now, what the Board has done in the past on all late

 3   renewals is to remove one year of the exemption, which

 4   is a 20 percent reduction, and I would make that motion

 5   again today.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Secretary Pierson.

 8               SECRETARY PIERSON:

 9                   Mr. Shonkwiler, did Lori send those to

10   Ardagh or did she send these documents to Saint-Gobain?

11               MR. SHONKWILER:

12                   She sent them to both.  Ardagh is

13   nothing more than a name change to Saint-Gobain

14   Containers.

15               SECRETARY PIERSON:

16                   And how long has the name change been in

17   effect?

18               MR. SHONKWILER:

19                   2014.

20               SECRETARY PIERSON:

21                   I'm just trying to look for -- we always

22   working towards staff improvement and process

23   improvement, so I'm trying to understand why anything

24   would have changed.  Of course, Lori Weber is no longer

25   with the department due to retirement.  Your company has
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 1   had a change of name.  I don't know personally at

 2   Saint-Gobain or Ardagh, you know, whether there were any

 3   personnel changes there, but just trying to understand.

 4   We think the onus is on the company to follow through,

 5   but certainly as a staff courtesy and staff

 6   responsibility that I direct that we try to make the

 7   most supportive efforts that we can, but at the end of

 8   the day, I don't feel like we can manage in 64 parishes

 9   all of the companies and when their renewals aren't

10   present.  We have to allow the corporate folks to do

11   that.

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   Secretary Pierson, there was a process

14   change internally.  Prior to 2014, we did send all of

15   the renewal documents to the company, but in 2014, we

16   had the company start requesting renewals from the

17   department.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   There's a motion on the floor.

20               MR. SHONKWILER:

21                   We always got them, so it was just there

22   was no notice there was going to be a change in

23   procedure.  I think the 20 percent reduction is fair,

24   but you asked me to explain, and that's our response.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   I do appreciate your explanation.

 2                   Motion has been made to reduce by one

 3   year the Industrial Tax Program.

 4                   Representative Carmody has seconded the

 5   motion.

 6                   Is there any further discussion on the

 7   motion?

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

11               (Several members respond "aye.")

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   All opposed with a "nay."

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Motion carries.

17                   Thank you, sir.

18               MS. CHENG:

19                   20110384, Calumet Lubricants Company, LP

20   in Webster Parish.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                    Are all of the Calumets represented by

23   the same individual?

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   Yes, sir.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Please step forward.

 3                   And you can finish reading.

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   Calumet, 20110385, Calumet Lubricants

 6   Company, LP in Bossier Parish; 20100329, Calumet

 7   Packaging, LLC in Caddo Parish; 20110386, Calumet

 8   Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo Parish;

 9   20110387, Calumet Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in

10   Caddo Parish; 20110388, Calumet Shreveport Lubricants &

11   Waxes, LLC in Caddo Parish; 20110389, Calumet Shreveport

12   Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo Parish; and 20110392,

13   Calumet Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo

14   Parish.  The initial contracts expired on 12/31 of '15.

15   We received late renewal on 12/19 of '16.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Please identify yourself and tell us why

18   you're late.

19               MR. MILLS:

20                   Robert Mills, Calumet Specialty Products

21   from Shreveport, and our tax director is in

22   Indianapolis, Indiana.  And I have heard a story that

23   involves prior, previous staff, and I really hate to get

24   into that she-said type of issue.  And if I can't, I

25   would respectfully ask to defer this, let my tax
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 1   director tell you that story.  I don't want to interpret

 2   what she told me, and I'm sure there's clerical error

 3   and oversight, especially on both parties' sides.  So,

 4   you know, if I can defer it and have her explain it,

 5   that's fine.  If you want to make a decision today, just

 6   treat me as you do everybody else, and I certainly can't

 7   complain about that.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   I want this committee to know something,

10   Robert.  I just told Mr. Carmody, you happen to be one

11   of the closest friends I have in the world, as you know,

12   and we've known each other for a long, long time and I

13   have all of the respect in the world for you.  And God

14   knows I hate to be standing here to vote against you,

15   but I have to tell you that it is the obligation of the

16   companies to get it in, and we have only three choices

17   by law.  We can either reject it outright or reduce it

18   or approve it, and we've not approved any that came in

19   late.  And early on, we decided that if it's a five-year

20   renewal, we remove one year, it's a 20 percent

21   reduction, meaning you'll get four years and not five.

22                   And in fairness, regardless of what they

23   would say, we really -- everybody's got a different

24   story about why and how it happens, but to be

25   consistent, I don't think we have any choice but to do
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 1   that.

 2               MR. MILLS:

 3                   As I said, just fair and consistent, and

 4   with 2,000 employees, I assure you, this is not my only

 5   problem.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   I'll take that as a motion.

 8               MR. CARMODY:

 9                   I'll second the motion.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Representative Carmody seconds.

12                   Any further discussion?

13               (No response.)

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

16               (Several members respond "aye.")

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   I am glad I told you to be sure and be

21   here today.  I am glad.  It would have been a denial

22   outright, so I'm glad you came.

23               MR. MOMS:

24                   There's a new day.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Ms. Cheng.

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   We have 20140960, CARBO Ceramics, Inc.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Is there a representative for CARBO

 6   Ceramics?

 7                   Please step forward and tell us why

 8   you're late.

 9               MS. TUCKER:

10                   I'm Katie Tucker, CARBO Ceramics' tax

11   manager.

12                   So we kind of sat here and explained why

13   we're late.  We actually requested renewal back in

14   before, I think, June 8th, 2016, before all of this kind

15   of went a different direction, but same excuse as

16   everyone else.  It just slipped through the cracks.  We

17   had, you know, personnel changes, and, also,

18   historically, before all of the changes, when you did

19   have a late renewal, it was just kind of automatically

20   approved.  It wasn't considered different, I think.  So,

21   I mean, we don't really have a good reason, but I will

22   say it was before June 24th, 2015, and hopefully that

23   would be considered.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Mr. Adley.
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 1               MR. ADLEY:

 2                   I appreciate your honesty and it gains

 3   you 80 percent being honest here today.

 4               MS. TUCKER:

 5                   It's been deferred many times because

 6   the first time that I did come and explain, you know,

 7   you guys had asked us to get local support, which we

 8   have done for the most part.  We haven't really been

 9   able to get in touch with the sheriff's office.  I

10   believe they have kind of their hands full with some

11   legal matters.

12                   Mr. Windham has kind of been helpful in

13   trying to help us contact them and get them, and it's

14   been unsuccessful, but I will say the parish council

15   approved the resolution to support all of our -- the

16   continuation of all of our contracts knowing that we are

17   in a downturn.  We have had some layoffs unfortunately.

18   The school aboard also approved it at a 12-to-1 vote, so

19   we do have local support for the most part.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All right.  Thank you, Ms. Tucker.

22                   Mr. Adley, I assume you are going to

23   make a motion?

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   Yes.  I think to be consistent, we
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 1   reduce it by 20 percent, meaning one year, and receive

 2   the ITEP for four.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.

 5                   Any further discussion?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   All in favor, please vote with an "aye."

 9               (Several members respond "aye.")

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All opposed with a "nay."

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion carries.

15               MS. TUCKER:

16                   While I'm up here, I just wanted to ask,

17   you know, again, months ago whenever we asked for just

18   our contract continuations --

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   We're going to do that all at once.

21               MS. TUCKER:

22                   I'm not sure I'm on there.

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   It's not on this one because they were

25   not in the group from December that were asked to come
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 1   back in April.  So the CARBO Ceramics contracts are not

 2   on this agenda.

 3               MS. TUCKER:

 4                   Is that able to change or we're done

 5   with CARBO for the day?

 6               MS. CHENG:

 7                   We're done.  We can add it to the June

 8   agenda.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Yeah, let's do it in June.

11               MS. TUCKER:

12                   Okay.  No problem.  Thank you.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Thank you.

15                   Ms. Cheng.

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   20110338, General Electric Company.  The

18   initial contract expired on 12/31/15 and late renewals

19   requested on 8/25 of '16.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   Is there a representative from GE,

22   General Electric?

23               (No response.)

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   Holy moly.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Wow.  All right.  Pleasure of the Board

 3   is to defer?

 4               MR. MILLER:

 5                   Is this their first time up or the

 6   second?

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Is this their first time?

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   I believe it was up one time and they

11   requested to defer it.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   Did you say it's General Electric?

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   Yes, sir.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   Fellows, ladies, clearly there are

18   enough employees in that facility to have somebody here

19   if it was that important to them.

20                   I'm going to move to deny.  I mean,

21   sooner or later you have to do that.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Is there a second?

24                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.  Moved by

25   Mr. Adley.
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 1                   Any discussion on the denial of General

 2   Electric's renewal?

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 6               (Several members respond "aye.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   All opposed with a "nay."

 9               (No response.)

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Motion carries.

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   20110529, Southern Recycling in Orleans

14   Parish.  Initial contract expired on 7/31 of '16.  Late

15   renewal was requested 12/29 of '16.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Representative -- yes.  Please step

18   forward and identify yourself.

19               MR. LEONARD:

20                   Jimmy Leonard with Advantous Consulting.

21               MR. DIEFENTHAL:

22                   Eddie Diefenthal with Southern

23   Recycling.

24               MR. LEONARD:

25                   We had five locations approved many
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 1   years ago for the exemption.  All five of those

 2   locations got entered into the deadline.  They were

 3   faced with the same deadline of this coming up the last

 4   December.  It was not until we started processing those

 5   locations that the erroneous deadline date for the

 6   Orleans Parish application got entered in.  Orleans

 7   Parish is the one parish of the state that has a

 8   different deadline from all of the exemption

 9   applications, and as you can see, it was filed along

10   with all of the other renewals, so it was -- what

11   brought us here today was a misstep in our tax calendar.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   So it's reduced, it will only be reduced

14   under the one parish?

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   Yes.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   All of the others will be at 100

19   percent?

20               MR. LEONARD:

21                   Yes.  All of the other locations were

22   filed timely in December.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   Then I would make the same motion for

25   the one that was late.

0208

 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Motion made by Mr. Adley; seconded by

 3   Major Coleman.

 4                   Any further discussion on Southern

 5   Recycling?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 9               (Several members respond "aye.")

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All opposed with a "nay."

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion carries.

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   I have 10 changes in name.  This is for

17   Hunt Forest Products, Inc. for contracts 20090342,

18   20100314, 20110273, 20120364, 20130873, 20140314 and

19   20150381.  This is in Grant Parish.  They're changing

20   their name to Hunt Forest Products, LLC.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Is there a motion to approve the name

23   change?

24                   Made by Representative Carmody; seconded

25   by Mr. Williams.
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 1                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 2               (Several members respond "aye.")

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   All opposed with a "nay."

 5               (No response.)

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Motion carries.

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   We have Hunt Forest Products, Inc.,

10   Contracts 20100393, 20130874, 20150481 in LaSalle

11   Parish.  They're changing their name to Hunt Forest

12   Products, LLC.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion made by Representative Carmody;

15   seconded by Mr. Miller.

16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed with a "nay."

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   I have five transfers of Tax Exemption

25   contracts:  Nestle Health Sciences-Pamlab, Inc. in Caddo
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 1   Parish, 20120609, 20130503, 20140600, 20150395 and

 2   20161224.  They're being transferred to ALFASIGMA USA,

 3   Inc.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by

 6   Mr. Fajardo.

 7                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 8               (Several members respond "aye.")

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   All opposed with a "nay."

11               (No response.)

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Motion carries.

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   I have 15 contract cancelations.  I have

16   a correction to make on this first one, Entergy New

17   Orleans, Inc.-Michoud is not in Caddo Parish.  It's in

18   Orleans Parish.  And they're requesting to cancel all of

19   their active contracts because the facility is no longer

20   operational.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   So we'll take that motion in globo to

23   cancel all of their active contacts in the Orleans

24   facility.

25                   Is there are a motion?
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 1                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by

 2   Mayor Brasseaux.

 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 4               (Several members respond "aye.")

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All opposed with a "nay."

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Motion carries.

10               MS. CHENG:

11                   Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.,

12   20080132 and 20080878 in Vermilion Parish.  The facility

13   was closed.  The company requests cancelation.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   Cancelation motion by Major Coleman;

16   seconded by Ms. Malone.

17                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

18               (Several members respond "aye.")

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   All oppose with a "nay."

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Motion carries.

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   I have 14 special requests.  These are
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 1   the contract continuations that were brought before

 2   y'all in December and they were asked to go to their

 3   local governing authorities to receive approval for

 4   these contracts to be continued as they're currently

 5   idle.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   And I believe we have representation for

 8   Halliburton.

 9                   Please step forward.

10                   As you guys will -- guys and ladies will

11   remember, this was the idle facility that needed to get

12   the local support from their local bodies being the

13   police jury, the sheriff's office or the school board so

14   that the continuation of exemption can exist during this

15   economic downturn that we have in these areas.

16                   So please identify yourself.

17               MR. LEBLEU:

18                   Mr. Chairman, members of the Board, my

19   name is Doug Lebleu.  I'm representing Halliburton on

20   these idle facility requests.  I think we should just

21   start with Bossier.  I mean, I have three parishes.

22                   We do not have today what you requested.

23   You requested a letter from the sheriff's office

24   supporting the continuation, a resolution from the

25   school board and a resolution from the police jury.
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 1                   We began discussions with these entities

 2   in January.  I think we were on a pretty good track to

 3   the point where on April the 6th I traveled to Bossier

 4   from Baton Rouge to answer questions and concerns of the

 5   school board.  They had a finance committee on April 6th

 6   followed by a board meeting where I believe they were

 7   going to vote an recommendation to the finance committee

 8   to approve of this continuation.  About five minutes

 9   before the meeting started, the attorney for the school

10   board came up, introduced himself to me and informed me

11   that the agenda item was being pulled for consideration.

12   And when I ask why, he told me there seemed to be

13   confusion as to whether LED was actually -- or the Board

14   of Commerce & Industry was actually requiring this

15   particular resolution.

16                   At that point, I didn't have a whole lot

17   of credibility with them other than to simply say I'm

18   here at the direction of the board.  The folks at the

19   department have a different interpretation of what I

20   had, so that was their side of the story.  And I'm glad

21   Kristen's here because Kristen received a phone call

22   right prior to that meeting from the local economic

23   development official with a completely different

24   question.  It didn't have anything to do with the

25   continuation.
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 1                   As you know, this request that you made

 2   was not in the rules.  It was made to be in the support

 3   of what the Governor is attempting to accomplish here

 4   and that us get local involvement in the process.

 5                   Subsequent to that, we have not been

 6   rescheduled on the school board.  At this point, I

 7   really have to thank Chairman Windham, who has been

 8   involved in this process, not as an advocate for

 9   Halliburton, but as one who has picked up the phone and

10   called officials to explain to them what the intent of

11   the Board is what can he do to move the process along.

12   We have a deadline of April 26th.  In fact, last week he

13   had discussions with Mr. Bill Altimus, that's who the

14   parish school board --

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Let me interrupt you right there.

17   He's -- the police jury did send me a letter that I was

18   unable to print out and it basically asks for a

19   continuation.  It says, "Dear, sir," per me.  I called

20   all of these parishes and all of these entities.  "May

21   4th, '17, May 4, 2017 meeting, the Bossier Parish Police

22   Jury will have an item on its agenda to discuss the

23   continuation of Halliburton Industry Services Industrial

24   Exemption Contracts Numbers 24 and 24A for one

25   additional year.  This date is the first available date
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 1   for the police jury to meet and take any official action

 2   on this matter.  I apologize for any inconvenience this

 3   may cause.  If you have any questions or need any

 4   information, please let me know."

 5                   So we can defer again?

 6               MR. LEBLEU:

 7                   Mr. Chairman, that's what we would like

 8   to request, another deferment for two more months to see

 9   if we can wrap this process up, and we would really

10   appreciate your consideration for this.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   And that's just the Bossier because the

13   other ones came through.  I think we got something from

14   them.

15               MR. LEBLEU:

16                   We have everything done with them.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   So there's been a motion by

19   Representative Carmody; seconded by Dr. Wilson to defer

20   that one till the next board meeting to get those

21   letters of support.

22               MR. LEBLEU:

23                   Thank you very much.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Is there any discussion?
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 1               (No response.)

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 4               (Several members respond "aye.")

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All opposed with a "nay."

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. LEBLEU:

 9                   Cameron Parish, we have everything from

10   Cameron Parish that the Board required, and Ms. Cheng

11   has a copy of the resolutions and the letter from the

12   sheriff.

13                   The third one, Plaquemines Parish --

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All right.  Let's take care of the

16   second one then.

17               MR. LEBLEU:

18                   I'm sorry.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   For the second one, you have all of the

21   information, Ms. Cheng?

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   I do have it.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   And it's all in support?
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 1               MS. CHENG:

 2                   Yes.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Is there a motion to allow the

 5   continuation for the Cameron Parish contracts?

 6                   Made by Ms. Millie; seconded by Mr.

 7   Coleman.

 8                        All in favor -- any further

 9   discussion on that one?

10                   (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.")

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   That continuation is approved.

19               MR. LEBLEU:

20                   Thank you very much.

21                   Item number three for us is Plaquemines

22   Parish.  Again, we began discussions with Plaquemines

23   Parish officials back in the middle of January.  My

24   initial discussions were with the attorney for the

25   sheriff's office.  He informed me that there was going
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 1   to be a meeting between the school board, the police

 2   jury and the sheriff's office to discuss this issue.

 3   That meeting occurred.  They had a second meeting where

 4   they asked a member of LED staff to come in and explain

 5   exactly what was being required and what the

 6   implications were.  Then there was a third meeting on

 7   March 31st with that same group where I traveled to

 8   Belle Chasse, met with that group and answered their

 9   questions.

10                   We have not heard anything from any of

11   these entities since March 30th.  I spoke with

12   Representative Chris Leopold on Monday, and, again, I

13   can't tell you Chris Leopold, Representative Leopold, is

14   for this issue, but he's advocating the decision be

15   made.  So I know he's making the phone calls to try to

16   move the process along.  So we would request

17   consideration as we did for Bossier on this one, also,

18   for another two months to see if we can wrap the process

19   up.

20               MR. COLEMAN:

21                   Make a motion.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Motion has been made by Mr. Coleman to

24   defer for one more board meeting, two months; seconded

25   by Dr. Wilson.
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 1                   Any further discussion on this one?

 2                   Representative Carmody.

 3               MR. CARMODY:

 4                   Affirmation that Representative Leopold

 5   approached me and said that there was an effort on his

 6   part to try to get resolution for this, and he did ask

 7   for consideration for deferment today.

 8               MR. LEBLEU:

 9                   Thank you very much.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All right.  Thank you.

12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.")

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.

19               MR. LEBLEU:

20                   Thank you very much.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Thank you, Mr. Lebleu.

23                   I think that's going to be one of the

24   changes these rules move forward is getting some of

25   these bodies because I know personally I called Altimus
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 1   one, two, three times and sent him three or four

 2   e-mails, you know, just describing it.  I sent him

 3   copies of the minutes showing what we had asked so that,

 4   you know, as Doug said, what it required.  Well, no.  It

 5   was requested for one of your companies here, and if you

 6   want to support them, then we need something, and that's

 7   all we needed.

 8               MR. LEBLEU:

 9                   You know, if I could make one comment.

10   I had a little discussion yesterday with Deputy Miller

11   at the sheriff's office in Bossier, and everyone is

12   taking this process very seriously because, you know,

13   it's coming home to roost they may lose revenues here,

14   so everyone's thinking very, very seriously.  As he

15   explained to me, he said, "Doug, you know, we don't have

16   to think just about this issue and this project.  We're

17   setting a precedent here.  We've got to ask the right

18   questions.  We've got to make the right decisions."

19                   So, Secretary Pierson, as you had

20   indicated, we are going through a learning curve here,

21   and I know you're -- the problem is going to be

22   providing direction and how the steps might go, the

23   considerations that might be made, but it's been an

24   interesting process.  I've got to meet a lot of great

25   people.  I admire the locals and the incent and due
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 1   diligence they're doing on these.  So thank you.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   Thank you, Mr. Lebleu.

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   M-I SWACO, Contract 060022 in Cameron

 6   Parish.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Please identify yourself.

 9               MR. MURPHY:

10                   Richard Murphy, Duff & Phelps,

11   representing M-I SWACO.

12                   At the last April meeting, y'all asked

13   for the three resolutions and the letter, and I do have

14   those.  I've asked for photocopies of each.  We got that

15   e-mail last night.

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   If y'all want to see them, I can make

18   copies.

19               MR. MURPHY:

20                   We have the letters and the resolution.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   You'll verify them?

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   I do have them.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   You do?  They're all good?

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   Yes.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Is there a motion to approve the

 6   continuation of M-I SWACO?

 7                   Made by Mr. Miller; seconded by

 8   Mr. Ricky.

 9                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

10               (Several members respond "aye.")

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All opposed with a "nay."

13               (No response.)

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   Motion carries.

16               MR. MURPHY:

17                   Thank you.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Thank you, Richard.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   Now, we have Quality Iron Fabricators,

22   Inc. in Livingston Parish.

23               MR. LEONARD:

24                   Thanks to the help of David Bennett and

25   the Livingston Economic Development Council, we also
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 1   appear before you today with the necessary resolutions

 2   and letter from the sheriff's office.  We were able to

 3   get support from all of the requisite parts.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Great job.

 6                   Please identify yourself.

 7               MR. BENNETT:

 8                   David Bennett, President of the

 9   Livingston Economic Development Council.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All right.  Is there a motion to approve

12   for continuation?

13               MR. COLEMAN:

14                   I so move, sir.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Motion is made by Mr. Coleman; seconded

17   by Millie Atkins.

18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

19               (Several members respond "aye.")

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All opposed with a "nay."

22               (No response.)

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Motion carries.  Thank you.

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   This concludes the Industrial Tax

 2   Exemption portion of the agenda.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   All right.  Next on the agenda is

 5   Consideration of Public Comments on ITEP Program Rules

 6   from the March '17 Potpourri.

 7               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 8                   Good afternoon.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Please identify yourself.

11               MS. CLAPINSKI:

12                   Danielle Clapinski, Staff Attorney at

13   LED.

14                   I'm sure all of you remember we met in

15   February and y'all approved some additional substantive

16   changes to the rules.  Those substantive changes were

17   published as Potpourri in the March 2017 Edition of the

18   Louisiana Register.  That also necessitated additional

19   public hearing and an additional public comment period.

20   That was public hearing was held last Thursday.  I

21   believe y'all received an e-mail Monday afternoon with a

22   copy of the Potpourri with the -- I'm sorry -- the

23   public comments received as well as LED's recommendation

24   to approve or not approve based upon the public

25   comments.
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 1                   I don't know how in depth you guys want

 2   me to go, comment by comment, or...

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   It would really just be helpful if we

 5   heard whatever you heard because I think there were like

 6   three or four minor changes.

 7               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 8                   There were, I think, a total of five

 9   specific concerns addressed, and of those five, LED

10   recommends making changes based upon two of those

11   comments.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Secretary Pierson.

14               SECRETARY PIERSON:

15                   Please outline, just so there's

16   understanding in the record, the difference between a

17   substantive change and these, well, non-substantive or

18   tweaks or whatever.  I think it's important that

19   everyone understands that there's a boundary that we

20   can't change major things, but we can align better for

21   more efficiency.

22               MS. CLAPINSKI:

23                   Sure.  So I have spoken to the Louisiana

24   Register on a couple of the comments that we recommend

25   changes on.  They have deemed those changes
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 1   non-substantive.  That's because those changes are

 2   clarify or they don't change the intent or the action or

 3   what anyone has to do.

 4                   Some of the other suggested comments or

 5   suggested changes would be considered substantive

 6   changes.  For purposes of rule promulgation purposes, a

 7   non-substantive change, the next step for us is they are

 8   approved and only non-substantive changes are approved,

 9   an oversight committee report would be sent to the House

10   and Senate Commerce committees where they would have a

11   30-day period to call their own hearing on the rules,

12   and at that point in time, they either approve or

13   disapprove the rules.  If they choose not to call a

14   hearing during that 30-day period, we can pro/SWAED file

15   promulgation.

16                   If the Board decides to make any further

17   substantive changes to the rules, that will require us

18   to publish another Potpourri and have another public

19   hearing period and another public comment and public

20   hearing.  So that's the different tracks that we would

21   be on depending upon what you decide today.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   All right.  And can you give us, of

24   those five, just a highlight of what those comments

25   were?
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 1               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 2                   Sure.  And I'll go through it.  I think

 3   everyone received that document that lays out who

 4   attended the hearing and who submitted the written

 5   comments, and I don't think there are really any

 6   comments that were different than the written comments.

 7   They were just reiterated at the public hearing.

 8                   So the first set of written comments was

 9   from LIDEA.  Their first comment was dealing with

10   Section 501(a)(1) where there was a redundant use of the

11   term "tax exemption" in a sentence.  That has been there

12   since the first version of the rules, however, the

13   Register does deem it a non-substantive change.  It

14   doesn't hurt anything to remove that.  It doesn't change

15   to intent.  So the Department has recommended adoption

16   of that change.

17                   The second is a concern by LIDEA that

18   there is a potential conflict because we allow, you

19   know -- we require now under these new rules new jobs or

20   a compelling reason for the retention of jobs.  However,

21   under the disallowance of environmentally-required

22   capital upgrades, we say that those are upgrades

23   required to avoid filing closure of a company.  I think

24   the problem is we still don't believe we should be

25   incentivising something the company has to do, and it's
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 1   a requirement.  It's not -- you know, they may retain

 2   some jobs, but they're still not necessarily creating

 3   new jobs.  So we do not recommend making that change.

 4                   The third comment from LIDEA is

 5   regarding posting -- I think at the last board meeting,

 6   one of the changes that was adopted was that LED and its

 7   website would be a central point for the publication of

 8   the written notices from the companies that they send

 9   out to the local governing authorities because we needed

10   a time to start that 120-day period for them to make a

11   decision.  And it was decided that LED would publish

12   those to be sort of a centralized location for those to

13   our website.

14                   There was a concern that LED being the

15   body to do that would somehow misrepresent our role in

16   that process and that we had some authority over the

17   locals.  I think, you know, LED's recommendation is to

18   not -- they wanted to require the locals to post it on

19   their website instead of LED.  We don't recommend making

20   that change.  We do think there is benefit to a

21   centralized location for all of these postings.  We will

22   place language that clearly states that this is for

23   information purposes only.  LED is not a part of the

24   local approval process, but our rules also cannot bind a

25   local governing authority on what they have to do.  So
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 1   even if they wanted to change that, we can't tell

 2   Cameron Parish Police Jury they have to publish it on

 3   their website.  So that was the reason we chose not

 4   recommend that change.

 5                   We also received two comments from

 6   Together Louisiana.  The first was that same issue about

 7   publication of a notice of the written request for

 8   governmental approval.  It doesn't proactively state on

 9   the website.  That was, I believe, the intent when we

10   discussed that.  It just on the website, it just says we

11   will post.  Where we will post did not get added.  We

12   have talked to Louisiana Register.  They've agreed that

13   on the website as a clarifying change to make the rule

14   clear where that's going to be published is

15   non-substantive.  We don't see any harm since that was

16   the intent all along, so we recommend making that

17   change.

18                   The last comment was that Together

19   Louisiana still believes that the part of the rules that

20   deals with compelling reason for the retention of jobs

21   is still very broad and allows for almost any situation

22   to potentially argue that there are compelling reason

23   for retention.  And I think, one, that would be a

24   substantive change and it would change the process that

25   we're under, but, additionally, LED does not recommend
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 1   making that change because the constitution allows the

 2   Board and the Governor that discretion.  And I think as

 3   you try to put very specific guidelines of "X" number of

 4   jobs or something like that to be retained, you limit

 5   that discretion.  And, you know, 25 jobs in North

 6   Louisiana and 25 jobs in Baton Rouge may not mean the

 7   same thing, and we did not want to pigeonhole ourself or

 8   the Board or the Governor into having that strict of

 9   requirements, so that's why we did not recommend that

10   change.

11                   There was a general comment received

12   from Mr. Patterson with LABI.  Not written, but just

13   verbal at the meeting.  It was a general comment about

14   the direction of the program, legislation that had been

15   passed last year dealing with inventory tax and ITEP.  I

16   have a little write-up for you on that page, but as

17   there were no specific requests to change language other

18   than a general concern about the direction of program,

19   he did not suggest any changes based upon that comment.

20   And Mr. Allison spoke.  He basically said echoes LIDEA's

21   comments and had some concerns about Together

22   Louisiana's comment wanting to more tightly define the

23   retention issue.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Are there any questions by any of the
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 1   Board members of any of the comments concerning the

 2   Potpourri rules?

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Any comments from the public concerning

 6   the comments?

 7                   Kind of redundant itself.

 8                   Please step forward, Ms. Dunn, and

 9   identify yourself.

10               MS. DUNN:

11                   I'm Anne Dunn with Together Louisiana.

12                   I particularly want to comment on the

13   concern about posting on the website things that the

14   Board was indicating was their intent and follow that up

15   with a statement and make sure that was a

16   non-substantiative change.

17                   What I want to says is that we do have

18   continuing concerns about how you go about determining

19   what a compelling reason is for retaining jobs, and I

20   think the discussion that we had at the rules meeting

21   was basically that this is really a tough call.  And

22   they asked us to bring a recommendation, and we're not

23   prepared to do that at this time, but we would like to

24   take the opportunity to see what's in the best practices

25   are around the country and see if we can come up with
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 1   something that would be helpful to the Board just to

 2   kind of, you know, give you a courage when you make the

 3   decisions.

 4                   So thank you very much.  We're pleased

 5   to see what's happening.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Thank you, Ms. Dunn.  Thank you,

 8   Together Louisiana for their input in this process,

 9   also.

10               All right.  With that, Mr. Adley, I believe

11   it's appropriate for you to make a motion to move the

12   rules to the next step.

13               SM. CLAPINSKI:

14                   I think we need to approve or not

15   approve any of the changes as recommended by the

16   Department and then to move forward with the rules

17   process.

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   Let me move that we accept the

20   recommendations of the changes and get that done first.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Is there a second?

23                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.

24                   Is there any further discussion on the

25   new rules, Potpourri rules or any other rules with this
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 1   program?

 2               (No response.)

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 5               (Several members respond "aye.")

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   All opposed with a "nay."

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Motion carries.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   I would now move that we move forward

13   with the proper notification, whatever we have to do to

14   get --

15               MS. CLAPINSKI:

16                   Oversight committee, yes, sir.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   -- to move forward and follow the

19   Administrative Procedures Act.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All right.  So there's a motion and a

22   second made by Representative Carmody.

23                   Any further discussion on moving forward

24   for promulgation of these rules from the public or the

25   Board?
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 1               (No response.)

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 4               (Several members respond "aye.")

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All opposed with a "nay."

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   I want to thank all of the staff for

10   their hard work with this, too.

11                   Now we're election of officers.

12                   Mr. Adley.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Can I just make a comment?  What I've

15   been told is normally what happens is the Chairman

16   rules, the committee moves the chair and then we put

17   somebody in there.  I'm going to ask you, from the

18   Governor's office, if you will, if you'll allow us to

19   leave Steve in place until we finish this rules process.

20   We thought it would already be done.  We don't know when

21   it is going to be done, but I'd like make a motion that

22   we let him remain as chairman until the Board decides

23   what they want to do from there if that's okay.

24               MR. FABRA:

25                   So moved.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Motion made and seconded.

 3                   Does anybody else want to run?

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   I accept the nomination I guess is the

 7   proper procedure.

 8                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 9               (Several members respond "aye.")

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All opposed with a "nay."

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion carries.

15                   All right.  Secretary Pierson, comments,

16   please.

17               SECRETARY PIERSON:

18                   I know the hour grows late, so I'll just

19   make these very brief remarks.  I apologize for my late

20   arrival this morning.  We are multitasking at the

21   Capital and other things going on.

22                   I want to echo Chairman Windham's

23   remarks regarding the staff that continue to operate on

24   two fronts.  One is the proper and appropriate adoption

25   of all of the rules that are associated with the
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 1   executive order and with the execution of all of the

 2   administrative elements with these very large numbers of

 3   contracts and notifications and all of the things that

 4   go into the day-to-day work that the staff has to do to

 5   cover 64 parishes.  So thank to each and every one of

 6   you for those efforts.

 7                   I want to call a note to just say that I

 8   hope it is observed, but we took all of the comments

 9   that came to us from the pubic and the public groups out

10   there very seriously.  We spent time with them.  We

11   spent dialog, and we want to continue to do that.  We

12   think it's a very important part of the process.

13                   I can recall times in the past where,

14   you know, we'd just check the blocks and said, "Yep, we

15   talked to them," and away we go.  I think this has been

16   a very engaged and active dialog that will continue, and

17   so I thank the Board for that opportunity and the

18   leadership that's been exhibited along the way.  And

19   certain what the board has stood for today, which is

20   what we're trying to implement relative to

21   accountability and bringing that statement from the

22   corporations as to what they're going to provide and

23   being sure that that has a return back to the public.

24   So thank you for all of people that have been very

25   active in that effort, certainly all of the members of
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 1   this Board.

 2                   Doug Lebleu, thanks for being the tip of

 3   the spear to go out there and begin the engagements with

 4   the communities, these political subdivisions.  I know

 5   this is not new territory to you, that probably 25 years

 6   ago you were standing in front of those same bodies

 7   asking if they wanted to grant a resolution to

 8   participate in the Enterprise Zone Program or all of the

 9   other programs that we've had out there, but that local

10   voice is back at the table.  And we know it's a learning

11   curve associated with it, as you noted, but that's

12   important and we'll get that job done.

13                   We are working internally at LED to

14   conduct these regional workshops throughout the state,

15   both with the economic development professionals and the

16   political subdivisions.  We've done some.  We have a lot

17   more to do, and as soon as we get everybody trained, a

18   lot of them will leave office and new people will be

19   training.  So we know it's an ongoing effort and we'll

20   be glad to have that.  That's what it takes to get the

21   program effectively working and we're pledged to that.

22                   Thank you very much.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Thank you, Mr. Secretary.

25                   Do we have a motion to adjourn?
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 1                   Oh, I'm sorry.  Don't adjourn.  Don't

 2   leave.

 3                   Ms. Clapinski.

 4               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 5                   Just because the board rules do require

 6   annual election of officers, there was a motion made on

 7   the chair, but not the vice chair position, so is the

 8   intent to have both stay?  I just need for a point of

 9   order just to have that clarified for us.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Yes.  Who's vice chair?  You are?  All

12   right.

13                   So I guess the motion has been made by

14   Representative Carmody; seconded by Dr. Wilson.

15                   All in favor of Robert Adley staying as

16   vice chair, indicate with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed with a "nay."

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.

23                   Meeting's adjourned based upon the

24   motion by Mr. Fajardo and seconded by Mr. Williams.

25               (Meeting concludes at 1:22 p.m.)
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			240									LN			9			17			false			17   had to go an a ballpark, because it depends on when they						false


			241									LN			9			18			false			18   decide to actually submit their filings with Department						false


			242									LN			9			19			false			19   of Revenue, but a good estimate on time lag and how						false
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			247									LN			9			24			false			24                   But that's in addition to the 70 that we						false
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			254									LN			10			5			false			 5                   Thank you very much.						false


			255									LN			10			6			false			 6               MR. BURTON:						false


			256									LN			10			7			false			 7                   No problem.						false
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			260									LN			10			11			false			11               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			261									LN			10			12			false			12                   Any comments from the public concerning						false


			262									LN			10			13			false			13   these new applications for Quality Jobs?						false


			263									LN			10			14			false			14               (No response.)						false


			264									LN			10			15			false			15               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			265									LN			10			16			false			16                   Any questions from the board members?						false
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			267									LN			10			18			false			18               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			268									LN			10			19			false			19                   Is there a motion for approval?						false


			269									LN			10			20			false			20               MR. ADLEY:						false
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			271									LN			10			22			false			22               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			272									LN			10			23			false			23                   Mr. Adley made the motion; seconded by						false


			273									LN			10			24			false			24   Dr. Wilson.						false


			274									LN			10			25			false			25                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false
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			278									LN			11			3			false			 3                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			279									LN			11			4			false			 4               (No response.)						false


			280									LN			11			5			false			 5               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			281									LN			11			6			false			 6                   Motion carries.						false


			282									LN			11			7			false			 7                   Next I believe we have the renewals.						false


			283									LN			11			8			false			 8               MR. BURTON:						false


			284									LN			11			9			false			 9                   We have five renewals for Quality Jobs:						false


			285									LN			11			10			false			10   20120993, Gremillion & Pou and Associates, Inc. in Caddo						false


			286									LN			11			11			false			11   Parish; 20121010, John H. Carter, Inc. AND ControlWorx,						false


			287									LN			11			12			false			12   LLC in East Baton Rouge Parish; 20120962, Mechanical						false


			288									LN			11			13			false			13   Equipment Company, Inc. in St. Tammany Parish; 20129999,						false


			289									LN			11			14			false			14   Sasol USA Corporation in Calcasieu Parish; 20121170, UPS						false


			290									LN			11			15			false			15   Midstream Services, Inc. in La Salle Parish.						false
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			293									LN			11			18			false			18                   Thank you, Mr. Burton.						false


			294									LN			11			19			false			19                   Are there any comments from the public						false


			295									LN			11			20			false			20   concerning these five renewals?						false
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			308									LN			12			7			false			 7                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			309									LN			12			8			false			 8               (No response.)						false
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			312									LN			12			11			false			11                   Next I believe we have one late renewal.						false


			313									LN			12			12			false			12               MR. BURTON:						false


			314									LN			12			13			false			13                   That is correct.  We have one late						false


			315									LN			12			14			false			14   renewal.  It's going to be 20080750, Blake International						false


			316									LN			12			15			false			15   USA Rigs, LLC in Terrebonne Parish.  The contract						false


			317									LN			12			16			false			16   effective date for this contract was May 15th, 2008.						false


			318									LN			12			17			false			17   Board approval date was 6/22/2010.  The signed contract						false


			319									LN			12			18			false			18   was returned to Louisiana Economic Development on						false


			320									LN			12			19			false			19   10/14/2015.  The contract was executed by the Governor						false


			321									LN			12			20			false			20   on 10/19 of 2015.  The initial contract expiration date						false


			322									LN			12			21			false			21   for this contract is 5/14 of 2013, and the late renewal						false
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			333									LN			13			6			false			 6                   Before they get up, can we ask the						false


			334									LN			13			7			false			 7   staff, is there no set guidelines in the rules how to						false


			335									LN			13			8			false			 8   deal with the late renewals as there are with ITEP?						false
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			337									LN			13			10			false			10                   We do have some language on the top, if						false


			338									LN			13			11			false			11   you'll see on your renewal, renewal documents, it says						false


			339									LN			13			12			false			12   in the rules that, "An application to renew a contract						false
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			341									LN			13			14			false			14   expiring.  The Board may approve a request for renewal						false
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			343									LN			13			16			false			16   expiration of the initial contract, and may impose a						false


			344									LN			13			17			false			17   penalty for the late filing of the renewal request,						false


			345									LN			13			18			false			18   including a reduction of the five-year renewal period."						false
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			354									LN			14			1			false			 1   ITEP, which I think is it's per one year for every one						false


			355									LN			14			2			false			 2   month late, which that's going to be set --						false
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			361									LN			14			8			false			 8   these same guidelines.  We, the Board, decided to make a						false
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			368									LN			14			15			false			15   Thank you.						false
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			372									LN			14			19			false			19                   Eric, for the new members here, the						false
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			414									LN			16			9			false			 9   coverage of some former Pride employees.  This was an						false


			415									LN			16			10			false			10   asset sale strictly in 2008, and there was some issues						false
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			422									LN			16			17			false			17   some provisions in the contract that Blake was concerned						false


			423									LN			16			18			false			18   might preclude it from Quality Jobs benefits, and so						false


			424									LN			16			19			false			19   that was all hashed out.  And it was not until that						false


			425									LN			16			20			false			20   litigation was concluded that we actually had a contract						false


			426									LN			16			21			false			21   form acceptable that was signed up, and that's the						false
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			440									LN			17			9			false			 9   was litigation in between, but --						false


			441									LN			17			10			false			10               MR. ADLEY:						false


			442									LN			17			11			false			11                   Did they get credit for Quality Jobs						false
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			445									LN			17			14			false			14                   Yes.  They have to date.						false


			446									LN			17			15			false			15               MR. ADLEY:						false


			447									LN			17			16			false			16                   So they got credit for them?						false


			448									LN			17			17			false			17               MS. CLAPINSKI:						false


			449									LN			17			18			false			18                   2008.  So 2008, 2009, 2010, '11 and						false


			450									LN			17			19			false			19   whatever portion of '12, through 5/14 of '12, so the						false


			451									LN			17			20			false			20   renewal contract would pick back up on 5/15 of '12, if						false
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			463									LN			18			6			false			 6   Jobs should award to Blake for net new jobs and that						false


			464									LN			18			7			false			 7   that was sort of the crux of that matter.						false


			465									LN			18			8			false			 8               MS. CLAPINSKI:						false


			466									LN			18			9			false			 9                   That's correct.  So there was a dispute						false


			467									LN			18			10			false			10   over whether the jobs.  I think about 243 of the 245						false


			468									LN			18			11			false			11   employees hired were former Pride employees, and so						false


			469									LN			18			12			false			12   there were discussions of whether they were, in fact,						false


			470									LN			18			13			false			13   net new jobs.  The litigation concluded because the						false


			471									LN			18			14			false			14   Court found that they hadn't signed the contract, that						false


			472									LN			18			15			false			15   the litigation was premature.  They had not yet signed						false


			473									LN			18			16			false			16   their contract, and, therefore, they were not an						false


			474									LN			18			17			false			17   employer under the Quality Jobs Program and were not						false


			475									LN			18			18			false			18   eligible at that time to file suit.						false
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			477									LN			18			20			false			20                   I just want to make sure that we,						false


			478									LN			18			21			false			21   regardless of all of the litigation, the litigation was						false


			479									LN			18			22			false			22   finalized, the courts or whoever decided that they were						false
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			485									LN			19			2			false			 2   time, the litigation was premature.  So that may still						false


			486									LN			19			3			false			 3   be an outstanding issue that LED and the company will						false


			487									LN			19			4			false			 4   have to deal with.						false
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			489									LN			19			6			false			 6                   I got it.  So the effective date for the						false


			490									LN			19			7			false			 7   Quality Jobs was not changed by the litigation?						false
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			497									LN			19			14			false			14   date.						false


			498									LN			19			15			false			15               MR. HENSON:						false


			499									LN			19			16			false			16                   That's correct, and, in fact, the						false


			500									LN			19			17			false			17   company has been approved for substantial Quality Jobs						false


			501									LN			19			18			false			18   benefits '08, '09 forward for those first five years.						false


			502									LN			19			19			false			19   It was something over a million dollars.  We still have						false


			503									LN			19			20			false			20   the issue -- that's for the non-counted Pride hires.  We						false


			504									LN			19			21			false			21   still have the issue.  Basically what the court said,						false


			505									LN			19			22			false			22   until you sign a contract, we can't resolve the Pride						false


			506									LN			19			23			false			23   issue, so go back and sign the contract, and then that's						false


			507									LN			19			24			false			24   what we did.  And that's the reason for the delay in						false


			508									LN			19			25			false			25   execution of the contract.						false


			509									PG			20			0			false			page 20						false


			510									LN			20			1			false			 1               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			511									LN			20			2			false			 2                   So let me ask this related to that.  Why						false


			512									LN			20			3			false			 3   didn't you sign the contract?						false


			513									LN			20			4			false			 4               MR. HENSON:						false


			514									LN			20			5			false			 5                   There was some provisions in the						false


			515									LN			20			6			false			 6   contract, there was a dispute as to which version of the						false


			516									LN			20			7			false			 7   Quality Jobs rules would apply to this contract.  The						false


			517									LN			20			8			false			 8   rules were substantially revised effective 2011, as I						false


			518									LN			20			9			false			 9   recall, I think October, November of 2011, and the						false


			519									LN			20			10			false			10   revision to the rules we believe was actually impacted						false


			520									LN			20			11			false			11   by Blake's situation and so we had a dispute.						false


			521									LN			20			12			false			12                   Originally the contract was going to						false


			522									LN			20			13			false			13   attach the rules that were in effect when Blake filed						false


			523									LN			20			14			false			14   its application in the '08/'09 time period.  The rules						false


			524									LN			20			15			false			15   were changed in '11, and then LED wanted to attach the						false


			525									LN			20			16			false			16   new rules.  Well, the new rules substantively would have						false


			526									LN			20			17			false			17   affected the coverage of the Pride employees, and that						false


			527									LN			20			18			false			18   was the crux of the dispute on signing the contract.						false


			528									LN			20			19			false			19                   There still is a dispute as to whether						false


			529									LN			20			20			false			20   the old rules or the new Quality Jobs rules should apply						false


			530									LN			20			21			false			21   to this contract.						false


			531									LN			20			22			false			22               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			532									LN			20			23			false			23                   I guess my confusion here is the						false


			533									LN			20			24			false			24   contract is the contract and that's what dictates how						false


			534									LN			20			25			false			25   the program or how benefits are received.  So regardless						false


			535									PG			21			0			false			page 21						false


			536									LN			21			1			false			 1   of what the rules would say, the contract's the						false


			537									LN			21			2			false			 2   contract, and if you wanted to get the benefits, the						false


			538									LN			21			3			false			 3   contract should have been signed.  Then I look at this						false


			539									LN			21			4			false			 4   other piece in here that you didn't submit the renewal						false


			540									LN			21			5			false			 5   until just now.  So the renewal was due.  The contract						false


			541									LN			21			6			false			 6   wasn't in place; you hadn't signed it, you couldn't have						false


			542									LN			21			7			false			 7   renewed it, but you still should have done the						false


			543									LN			21			8			false			 8   paperwork.  You should have signed the contract in order						false


			544									LN			21			9			false			 9   to get it renewed.  So I'm having difficulty making that						false


			545									LN			21			10			false			10   grasp of why the renew would be for the full five years						false


			546									LN			21			11			false			11   today.						false


			547									LN			21			12			false			12               MR. HENSON:						false


			548									LN			21			13			false			13                   We had -- it was an issue in the						false


			549									LN			21			14			false			14   litigation as to which version of the contract should we						false


			550									LN			21			15			false			15   sign, whether we should attach the old rules or the new						false


			551									LN			21			16			false			16   rules, and that is an extremely important issue.  And so						false


			552									LN			21			17			false			17   to sign -- and Blake was willing to sign and actually						false


			553									LN			21			18			false			18   signed at one point and sent to LED the contract with						false


			554									LN			21			19			false			19   the old rules attached and LED said, "No.  We're not" --						false


			555									LN			21			20			false			20   first of all, they prepared the contract and sent it to						false


			556									LN			21			21			false			21   us with the old rules attached.  And then later, after						false


			557									LN			21			22			false			22   they amended the rules, they pushed for amendments of						false


			558									LN			21			23			false			23   the Quality Jobs and rules, and then came back later and						false


			559									LN			21			24			false			24   said, "No, we're not going to attach those rules because						false


			560									LN			21			25			false			25   we want to take the position because the new rules apply						false


			561									PG			22			0			false			page 22						false


			562									LN			22			1			false			 1   even though your application was in '08/'09."						false


			563									LN			22			2			false			 2                   So it wasn't a situation where, "Just						false


			564									LN			22			3			false			 3   sign here."  It was a serious dispute.  LED did not want						false


			565									LN			22			4			false			 4   to execute the contract with the original rules that						false


			566									LN			22			5			false			 5   were in place when Blake International filed the						false


			567									LN			22			6			false			 6   application, they didn't want to execute --						false


			568									LN			22			7			false			 7               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			569									LN			22			8			false			 8                   I believe through --						false


			570									LN			22			9			false			 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:						false


			571									LN			22			10			false			10                   Well, what I would say is that the rules						false


			572									LN			22			11			false			11   are not ever attached as an addendum to contracts.  We						false


			573									LN			22			12			false			12   may have agreed to send them a copy of the rules that						false


			574									LN			22			13			false			13   were in place at the time, and the reason for that is						false


			575									LN			22			14			false			14   there are some changes that are procedural and there are						false


			576									LN			22			15			false			15   some changes that are substantive to the program.  Some						false


			577									LN			22			16			false			16   of those changes, if they change, they are our						false


			578									LN			22			17			false			17   procedural ones about when things are due.  If we change						false


			579									LN			22			18			false			18   it, those are still applicable to those contracts in						false


			580									LN			22			19			false			19   effect.  So we don't ever say, "This is the set of						false


			581									LN			22			20			false			20   rules.  This is the only set of rules that are going to						false


			582									LN			22			21			false			21   apply to that contract."						false


			583									LN			22			22			false			22                   I think the why of the net new jobs is						false


			584									LN			22			23			false			23   really probably not an issue right now for this Board to						false


			585									LN			22			24			false			24   determine.  That's going to have to go through the						false


			586									LN			22			25			false			25   litigation process.  I think for now the issue before						false


			587									PG			23			0			false			page 23						false


			588									LN			23			1			false			 1   you is just based upon the fact that there was						false


			589									LN			23			2			false			 2   litigation and that litigation was the holdup in the						false


			590									LN			23			3			false			 3   company signing the contract, whether that has an affect						false


			591									LN			23			4			false			 4   on the term of their renewal that you'd like to --						false


			592									LN			23			5			false			 5               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			593									LN			23			6			false			 6                   Mr. Slone.						false


			594									LN			23			7			false			 7               MR. SLONE:						false


			595									LN			23			8			false			 8                   So I guess I'm asking, they got						false


			596									LN			23			9			false			 9   benefits, but the contract wasn't signed?						false


			597									LN			23			10			false			10               MS. CLAPINSKI:						false


			598									LN			23			11			false			11                   No.  So what happened was, once we were						false


			599									LN			23			12			false			12   finished with that portion of the litigation, they						false


			600									LN			23			13			false			13   executed a contract.  At the point that they executed						false


			601									LN			23			14			false			14   the contract, they then filed five years worth of annual						false


			602									LN			23			15			false			15   payroll rebates.  They did not receive anything prior to						false


			603									LN			23			16			false			16   having a contract, but those have -- those five years						false


			604									LN			23			17			false			17   have been processed by LED and they have received some						false


			605									LN			23			18			false			18   payroll rebates based upon those filings.						false


			606									LN			23			19			false			19               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			607									LN			23			20			false			20                   So that contract, the original contract,						false


			608									LN			23			21			false			21   would have expired in '13?						false


			609									LN			23			22			false			22               MS. CLAPINSKI:						false


			610									LN			23			23			false			23                   Correct.						false


			611									LN			23			24			false			24               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			612									LN			23			25			false			25                   Now, we're in the '16 -- or '17.  I'm						false


			613									PG			24			0			false			page 24						false


			614									LN			24			1			false			 1   sorry.  Thank you.  I was looking at this number here.						false


			615									LN			24			2			false			 2                   We're in '17.  Now, we're in '17.  I						false


			616									LN			24			3			false			 3   mean, my tendency would be to say, okay, you can have						false


			617									LN			24			4			false			 4   this last year, but you haven't been doing your						false


			618									LN			24			5			false			 5   paperwork.  These other four years, there was no						false


			619									LN			24			6			false			 6   contract in effect.  How can the state or how can we owe						false


			620									LN			24			7			false			 7   you anything?						false


			621									LN			24			8			false			 8               MR. HENSON:						false


			622									LN			24			9			false			 9                   As soon as the litigation was concluded						false


			623									LN			24			10			false			10   and resolved, the contract form was issued with the						false


			624									LN			24			11			false			11   corrected statement.  The company was actually sent a						false


			625									LN			24			12			false			12   draft of the contract with the original rules attached						false


			626									LN			24			13			false			13   as an exhibit from Mr. Favaloro at LED at the Quality						false


			627									LN			24			14			false			14   Jobs Program.  As soon as the litigation was concluded,						false


			628									LN			24			15			false			15   which was actually over the wording of the contract, it						false


			629									LN			24			16			false			16   would have been a situation to request renewal of a						false


			630									LN			24			17			false			17   contract that was never even placed.  The contract was						false


			631									LN			24			18			false			18   not in place until the court resolved the issues with						false


			632									LN			24			19			false			19   respect to the language of the contract.  Those were not						false


			633									LN			24			20			false			20   resolved until after the litigation, and then						false


			634									LN			24			21			false			21   immediately late filed those applications for those						false


			635									LN			24			22			false			22   years and requested renewal.						false


			636									LN			24			23			false			23               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			637									LN			24			24			false			24                   Yes, Mr. Miller.						false


			638									LN			24			25			false			25               MR. MILLER:						false


			639									PG			25			0			false			page 25						false


			640									LN			25			1			false			 1                   Since I'm the one who opened this can of						false


			641									LN			25			2			false			 2   worms to go back and do this, I'll see if I can get us						false


			642									LN			25			3			false			 3   back on track.						false


			643									LN			25			4			false			 4                   You're here for renewal that goes back						false


			644									LN			25			5			false			 5   to '13.  You didn't file for the renewal until '16,						false


			645									LN			25			6			false			 6   three years after it expired.  Is there a reason that						false


			646									LN			25			7			false			 7   that happened?  Because, if I'm not mistaken -- let me						false


			647									LN			25			8			false			 8   make sure I'm understanding.  Once you signed the						false


			648									LN			25			9			false			 9   contract, you got credit or you got your rebate from '08						false


			649									LN			25			10			false			10   till '13 and you filed for it and received it; correct?						false


			650									LN			25			11			false			11               MR. HENSON:						false


			651									LN			25			12			false			12                   We got partial approval.  We didn't get						false


			652									LN			25			13			false			13   approval for the Pride employees.						false


			653									LN			25			14			false			14               MR. MILLER:						false


			654									LN			25			15			false			15                   That's a legal matter that I don't think						false


			655									LN			25			16			false			16   we need to address here.  But you took -- you went back						false


			656									LN			25			17			false			17   to '08 and asked for job credits through '13; is that						false


			657									LN			25			18			false			18   correct?						false


			658									LN			25			19			false			19               MR. HENSON:						false


			659									LN			25			20			false			20                   Yes, we did.						false


			660									LN			25			21			false			21               MR. MILLER:						false


			661									LN			25			22			false			22                   Okay.  So you knew the contract was from						false


			662									LN			25			23			false			23   '08 to '13 and it needed to be renewed in '13; correct?						false


			663									LN			25			24			false			24               MR. HENSON:						false


			664									LN			25			25			false			25                   We didn't have a contract in place.						false


			665									PG			26			0			false			page 26						false


			666									LN			26			1			false			 1               MR. MILLER:						false


			667									LN			26			2			false			 2                   You had to have a contract to get the						false


			668									LN			26			3			false			 3   rebates.						false


			669									LN			26			4			false			 4               MS. CLAPINSKI:						false


			670									LN			26			5			false			 5                   The contract was not filed until October						false


			671									LN			26			6			false			 6   of 2015.						false


			672									LN			26			7			false			 7               MR. MILLER:						false


			673									LN			26			8			false			 8                   But you went back --						false


			674									LN			26			9			false			 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:						false


			675									LN			26			10			false			10                   Yes.						false


			676									LN			26			11			false			11               MR. HENSON:						false


			677									LN			26			12			false			12                   Immediately after.						false


			678									LN			26			13			false			13               MR. MILLER:						false


			679									LN			26			14			false			14                   Why didn't you immediately do the						false


			680									LN			26			15			false			15   renewal in '15 instead of a year later?  I guess what						false


			681									LN			26			16			false			16   I'm asking, the questions is, if it expired in '13,						false


			682									LN			26			17			false			17   signed the contract for the renewal, it was almost over						false


			683									LN			26			18			false			18   whenever you started, whenever you signed it final.						false


			684									LN			26			19			false			19               MR. HENSON:						false


			685									LN			26			20			false			20                   We believe that the Court proceedings,						false


			686									LN			26			21			false			21   number one, would have interrupted any deadlines, and,						false


			687									LN			26			22			false			22   number two, once we were in a position where the Court						false


			688									LN			26			23			false			23   resolved the contract issue, immediately signed the						false


			689									LN			26			24			false			24   contract, sent the applications for benefits.  And as						false


			690									LN			26			25			false			25   soon as Eric raised the renewal issue, we said we want						false


			691									PG			27			0			false			page 27						false


			692									LN			27			1			false			 1   to be -- we want to seek renewal.						false


			693									LN			27			2			false			 2               MR. MILLER:						false


			694									LN			27			3			false			 3                   Okay.						false


			695									LN			27			4			false			 4               MR. ADLEY:						false


			696									LN			27			5			false			 5                   I think the normal practice would have						false


			697									LN			27			6			false			 6   been if you were in litigation, surely your attorney						false


			698									LN			27			7			false			 7   would have told you you have a contract, you renew the						false


			699									LN			27			8			false			 8   contract.  If you win the litigation, you will be due						false


			700									LN			27			9			false			 9   something in addition to whatever is in this contract						false


			701									LN			27			10			false			10   that they interpret one way and you interpret another.						false


			702									LN			27			11			false			11               MR. HENSON:						false


			703									LN			27			12			false			12                   No.						false


			704									LN			27			13			false			13               MR. ADLEY:						false


			705									LN			27			14			false			14                   What's going through my mind now is if						false


			706									LN			27			15			false			15   they waited till 2015, two years after the fact, and you						false


			707									LN			27			16			false			16   file it as a renewal -- isn't that what you did?						false


			708									LN			27			17			false			17               MR. HENSON:						false


			709									LN			27			18			false			18                   We signed the original contract,						false


			710									LN			27			19			false			19   submitted the actual applications for benefits for those						false


			711									LN			27			20			false			20   five years and then raised with Ms. -- with Eric the						false


			712									LN			27			21			false			21   renewal issue.						false


			713									LN			27			22			false			22               MS. CLAPINSKI:						false


			714									LN			27			23			false			23                   I think what happened --						false


			715									LN			27			24			false			24               MR. ADLEY:						false


			716									LN			27			25			false			25                   So it's your belief that the effective						false


			717									PG			28			0			false			page 28						false


			718									LN			28			1			false			 1   date of this renewal is what, what year?						false


			719									LN			28			2			false			 2               MR. HENSON:						false


			720									LN			28			3			false			 3                   If the effective dates, I don't know						false


			721									LN			28			4			false			 4   whether it would be -- I'm assuming it would be --						false


			722									LN			28			5			false			 5               MR. ADLEY:						false


			723									LN			28			6			false			 6                   If you believe that you had a renewal						false


			724									LN			28			7			false			 7   coming, you had to believe you had a contract of some						false


			725									LN			28			8			false			 8   kind or you wouldn't have a renewal.						false


			726									LN			28			9			false			 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:						false


			727									LN			28			10			false			10                   I think, just to clarify what happened,						false


			728									LN			28			11			false			11   was the application came to the Board for approval in						false


			729									LN			28			12			false			12   2010.  It was approved by the Board.  At that point in						false


			730									LN			28			13			false			13   time, the contract went out to the company.						false


			731									LN			28			14			false			14               MR. ADLEY:						false


			732									LN			28			15			false			15                   With what effective date?						false


			733									LN			28			16			false			16               MS. CLAPINSKI:						false


			734									LN			28			17			false			17                   With the 5/15/2008 effective date.  And						false


			735									LN			28			18			false			18   that's typical that there be a lag between the contract						false


			736									LN			28			19			false			19   effective date and when it's approved because they have						false


			737									LN			28			20			false			20   24 months after filing their advanced notification after						false


			738									LN			28			21			false			21   filing their application, so that is not abnormal for						false


			739									LN			28			22			false			22   the process.  What happened --						false


			740									LN			28			23			false			23               MR. ADLEY:						false


			741									LN			28			24			false			24                   The effective date is important.						false


			742									LN			28			25			false			25               MS. CLAPINSKI:						false


			743									PG			29			0			false			page 29						false


			744									LN			29			1			false			 1                   Yes, sir.						false


			745									LN			29			2			false			 2               MR. ADLEY:						false


			746									LN			29			3			false			 3                   It's a five-year program; right?						false


			747									LN			29			4			false			 4               MS. CLAPINSKI:						false


			748									LN			29			5			false			 5                   Yes, sir, five years with an opportunity						false


			749									LN			29			6			false			 6   to --						false


			750									LN			29			7			false			 7               MR. ADLEY:						false


			751									LN			29			8			false			 8                   The effective date is 5/15?						false


			752									LN			29			9			false			 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:						false


			753									LN			29			10			false			10                   The effective date is 5/15/2008 with an						false


			754									LN			29			11			false			11   expiration of 5/14/2013.						false


			755									LN			29			12			false			12               MR. ADLEY:						false


			756									LN			29			13			false			13                   So it expired in '13?						false


			757									LN			29			14			false			14               MS. CLAPINSKI:						false


			758									LN			29			15			false			15                   That's correct.						false


			759									LN			29			16			false			16               MR. ADLEY:						false


			760									LN			29			17			false			17                   And they didn't renew it then?						false


			761									LN			29			18			false			18               MS. CLAPINSKI:						false


			762									LN			29			19			false			19                   Well, they didn't enter into the						false


			763									LN			29			20			false			20   original contract, the first five-year contract that						false


			764									LN			29			21			false			21   started in 5/15/2008, until 2015, after that original						false


			765									LN			29			22			false			22   five-year term had expired.						false


			766									LN			29			23			false			23               MR. MILLER:						false


			767									LN			29			24			false			24                   '08 is when it got started.						false


			768									LN			29			25			false			25               MS. CLAPINSKI:						false
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			770									LN			30			1			false			 1                   '08 is, yeah.  And so at that point in						false


			771									LN			30			2			false			 2   time, when they filed formally, I believe what happened						false


			772									LN			30			3			false			 3   is they filed even for a sixth year and we're having to						false


			773									LN			30			4			false			 4   say, "Look, we can only process five because there is no						false


			774									LN			30			5			false			 5   renewal contract in place," and at that point in time,						false


			775									LN			30			6			false			 6   they filed for renewal.						false


			776									LN			30			7			false			 7               MR. MILLER:						false


			777									LN			30			8			false			 8                   I make a motion that we do the renewal						false


			778									LN			30			9			false			 9   with the one-year penalty that we've done similar to the						false


			779									LN			30			10			false			10   ITEP.						false


			780									LN			30			11			false			11               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			781									LN			30			12			false			12                   There's a motion on the floor to renew						false


			782									LN			30			13			false			13   with a one-year penalty.						false


			783									LN			30			14			false			14               MR. SLONE:						false


			784									LN			30			15			false			15                   I'll second.						false


			785									LN			30			16			false			16               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			786									LN			30			17			false			17                   Seconded by Mr. Slone.						false


			787									LN			30			18			false			18                   Is there any other discussion related to						false


			788									LN			30			19			false			19   this?						false


			789									LN			30			20			false			20               MR. BURTON:						false


			790									LN			30			21			false			21                   I do have one question on that.						false


			791									LN			30			22			false			22               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			792									LN			30			23			false			23                   Yes.						false


			793									LN			30			24			false			24               MR. BURTON:						false


			794									LN			30			25			false			25                    If we can, let me know if you or the						false
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			796									LN			31			1			false			 1   Board wants for that renewal considered for an						false


			797									LN			31			2			false			 2   additional five years, do we want it at the beginning or						false


			798									LN			31			3			false			 3   do we want it at the end of the contract?						false


			799									LN			31			4			false			 4               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			800									LN			31			5			false			 5                   My thought --						false


			801									LN			31			6			false			 6               MR. BURTON:						false


			802									LN			31			7			false			 7                   If we have it.						false


			803									LN			31			8			false			 8               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			804									LN			31			9			false			 9                   -- is the one year is taken off the back						false


			805									LN			31			10			false			10   end, so it would be from '13 until '17, so it would be						false


			806									LN			31			11			false			11   effectively --						false


			807									LN			31			12			false			12               MR. BURTON:						false


			808									LN			31			13			false			13                   Just reducing the last year of the						false


			809									LN			31			14			false			14   contract.						false


			810									LN			31			15			false			15               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			811									LN			31			16			false			16                   I would say take it off of the last.						false


			812									LN			31			17			false			17               MR. ADLEY:						false


			813									LN			31			18			false			18                   I mean, I think that's what ends up						false


			814									LN			31			19			false			19   happening when we do the ITEP.  It ends up being a						false


			815									LN			31			20			false			20   reduction over the period of time they're going to get.						false


			816									LN			31			21			false			21   Whatever the Court says, y'all end up doing.  At the end						false


			817									LN			31			22			false			22   of the day, we want it be reduced by at least one year.						false


			818									LN			31			23			false			23   That's what we've done with everybody else.  The benefit						false


			819									LN			31			24			false			24   of Quality Jobs and everything else we do is for the						false


			820									LN			31			25			false			25   company.  The company's got an obligation to get that						false
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			822									LN			32			1			false			 1   information in.  Period.						false


			823									LN			32			2			false			 2               MR. MILLER:						false


			824									LN			32			3			false			 3                   How many jobs are we talking about?						false


			825									LN			32			4			false			 4               MR. HENSON:						false


			826									LN			32			5			false			 5                   Blake spent more than $70-million and						false


			827									LN			32			6			false			 6   created more than 175 new jobs.  I mean, it's been a						false


			828									LN			32			7			false			 7   substantial --						false


			829									LN			32			8			false			 8               MR. MILLER:						false


			830									LN			32			9			false			 9                   That's what the consensus is now?						false


			831									LN			32			10			false			10               MR. BURTON:						false


			832									LN			32			11			false			11                   The last filing that came into our						false


			833									LN			32			12			false			12   department was for 2012, and we have 108 new direct						false


			834									LN			32			13			false			13   jobs.  Obviously we have a different opinion of former						false


			835									LN			32			14			false			14   Pride employees, but we reduced those out, so if we						false


			836									LN			32			15			false			15   exclude those, we have 108 new direct jobs.  The last						false


			837									LN			32			16			false			16   year, the actual gross payroll was about 10.3-million,						false


			838									LN			32			17			false			17   and they received a $601,411 credit in 2012.						false


			839									LN			32			18			false			18               MR. MILLER:						false


			840									LN			32			19			false			19                   How many people are working right now?						false


			841									LN			32			20			false			20               MR. HAYDEL:						false


			842									LN			32			21			false			21                   Currently 64.						false


			843									LN			32			22			false			22               MR. MILLER:						false


			844									LN			32			23			false			23                   Sixty-four.						false


			845									LN			32			24			false			24               MR. HENSON:						false


			846									LN			32			25			false			25                   Sixty-four with the downturn.						false
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			848									LN			33			1			false			 1               MR. MILLER:						false


			849									LN			33			2			false			 2                   Total.  Thank you.						false


			850									LN			33			3			false			 3               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			851									LN			33			4			false			 4                   We do appreciate those jobs, don't get						false


			852									LN			33			5			false			 5   us wrong.  We just want to make sure that the program is						false


			853									LN			33			6			false			 6   administered fairly for all of the applicants as well as						false


			854									LN			33			7			false			 7   the state.						false


			855									LN			33			8			false			 8                   Are there any other questions, Board						false


			856									LN			33			9			false			 9   members, related to this application?						false


			857									LN			33			10			false			10               (No response.)						false


			858									LN			33			11			false			11               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			859									LN			33			12			false			12                   All right.  There's a motion and a						false


			860									LN			33			13			false			13   second.						false


			861									LN			33			14			false			14                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			862									LN			33			15			false			15               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			863									LN			33			16			false			16               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			864									LN			33			17			false			17                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			865									LN			33			18			false			18               (No response.)						false


			866									LN			33			19			false			19               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			867									LN			33			20			false			20                   I'm sorry.  Any other comments from the						false


			868									LN			33			21			false			21   public?						false


			869									LN			33			22			false			22               (No response.)						false


			870									LN			33			23			false			23               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			871									LN			33			24			false			24                   Motion carries.						false


			872									LN			33			25			false			25                   Thank you, Mr. Henson and Mr. Haydel.						false
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			874									LN			34			1			false			 1   Thank you, Mr. Burton.						false


			875									LN			34			2			false			 2               MR. BURTON:						false


			876									LN			34			3			false			 3                   Next for Quality Jobs is going to be the						false


			877									LN			34			4			false			 4   Quality Jobs specials.  We have a request for change in						false


			878									LN			34			5			false			 5   name only for the following contract:  20141102,						false


			879									LN			34			6			false			 6   Sparkhound, Inc. to Sparkhound, LLC.  That's in East						false


			880									LN			34			7			false			 7   Baton Rouge Parish.						false


			881									LN			34			8			false			 8                   And then I have a request to cancel the						false


			882									LN			34			9			false			 9   following contract:  Contract Number 20141066,						false


			883									LN			34			10			false			10   Metalplate Galvanizing, LP.  The company requested to						false


			884									LN			34			11			false			11   cancel the contract because they will not meet all						false


			885									LN			34			12			false			12   program requirements.  No benefits have been received.						false


			886									LN			34			13			false			13   That is in Jefferson Parish.						false


			887									LN			34			14			false			14                   This concludes the specials for Quality						false


			888									LN			34			15			false			15   Jobs.						false


			889									LN			34			16			false			16               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			890									LN			34			17			false			17                   Any comments from the public concerning						false


			891									LN			34			18			false			18   these special considerations for the Quality Jobs						false


			892									LN			34			19			false			19   Program?						false


			893									LN			34			20			false			20               (No response.)						false


			894									LN			34			21			false			21               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			895									LN			34			22			false			22                   Any questions from the Board?						false


			896									LN			34			23			false			23               (No response.)						false
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			900									LN			35			1			false			 1                   Made by the Mayor; seconded by Major						false


			901									LN			35			2			false			 2   Coleman.						false


			902									LN			35			3			false			 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			903									LN			35			4			false			 4               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			904									LN			35			5			false			 5               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			905									LN			35			6			false			 6                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			906									LN			35			7			false			 7               (No response.)						false


			907									LN			35			8			false			 8               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			908									LN			35			9			false			 9                   Motion carries.						false


			909									LN			35			10			false			10                   Thank you Mr. Burton.						false


			910									LN			35			11			false			11                   Ms. Lambert, Restoration Tax Abatement						false


			911									LN			35			12			false			12   Program, please.						false


			912									LN			35			13			false			13               MS. LAMBERT:						false


			913									LN			35			14			false			14                   Good morning.  Restoration Tax Abatement						false


			914									LN			35			15			false			15   Program has six new applications.  The first one is						false


			915									LN			35			16			false			16   20140791, 4141 Bienville, LLC in Orleans Parish;						false


			916									LN			35			17			false			17   20150238, 225 Chartres Owner, LLC in Orleans; 20161820,						false


			917									LN			35			18			false			18   Austin and Andrea Guntz, East Baton Rouge Parish;						false


			918									LN			35			19			false			19   20141431, John B. Smallpage and Rebecca G. Smallpage in						false


			919									LN			35			20			false			20   Orleans; 20151378, Lydia Cutrer in Orleans; and						false


			920									LN			35			21			false			21   20150416, Steven B. Jones in Orleans.						false


			921									LN			35			22			false			22                   This concludes the six applications for						false


			922									LN			35			23			false			23   RTA.						false
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			924									LN			35			25			false			25                   Any comments from the public concerning						false
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			926									LN			36			1			false			 1   the Restoration Tax Abatement Program applications?						false


			927									LN			36			2			false			 2               MR. ADLEY:						false


			928									LN			36			3			false			 3                   Yes.						false
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			932									LN			36			7			false			 7                   Just a statement.  As I understand it,						false


			933									LN			36			8			false			 8   because they fall in this category, regardless of the						false


			934									LN			36			9			false			 9   age, they get benefit of it.  I'm sure everybody else						false


			935									LN			36			10			false			10   saw what I saw when you read through it, the dates on						false


			936									LN			36			11			false			11   those range from 1890 to 1908, 1914, 1930 and then 1954.						false


			937									LN			36			12			false			12               MS. LAMBERT:						false


			938									LN			36			13			false			13                   That's absolutely correct.  The ages						false


			939									LN			36			14			false			14   are, on some of them, there are two qualifiers for being						false


			940									LN			36			15			false			15   in a historic district.  One is that you are listed on						false


			941									LN			36			16			false			16   the National Register of Historic Properties, and the						false


			942									LN			36			17			false			17   other is that you are -- so you can be anywhere.  You						false


			943									LN			36			18			false			18   can be out on farmland in one house --						false


			944									LN			36			19			false			19               MR. ADLEY:						false


			945									LN			36			20			false			20                   2015 could be a historic structure if						false


			946									LN			36			21			false			21   you are were in a historic district; is that what you're						false


			947									LN			36			22			false			22   telling me?						false


			948									LN			36			23			false			23               MS. LAMBERT:						false


			949									LN			36			24			false			24                   Yes, correct.  You can be any age and						false


			950									LN			36			25			false			25   you can be in any qualified historic district --						false
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			952									LN			37			1			false			 1               So you're saying Mr. Barham and I are						false


			953									LN			37			2			false			 2   historic structures?						false


			954									LN			37			3			false			 3               MS. LAMBERT:						false


			955									LN			37			4			false			 4                   Yes, sir, that's right.						false


			956									LN			37			5			false			 5               MR. ADLEY:						false


			957									LN			37			6			false			 6                   It's just terrible.  I don't know how we						false


			958									LN			37			7			false			 7   missed that in the legislature.  I'm sorry.  I got it.						false


			959									LN			37			8			false			 8   Because it's in a historic district, even though it's						false


			960									LN			37			9			false			 9   1954, we have no choice.						false


			961									LN			37			10			false			10               MS. LAMBERT:						false


			962									LN			37			11			false			11                   Correct.						false


			963									LN			37			12			false			12               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			964									LN			37			13			false			13                   Motion by Mr. Williams; seconded by Ms.						false


			965									LN			37			14			false			14   Atkins.						false


			966									LN			37			15			false			15                   Any comments from the Board?						false


			967									LN			37			16			false			16               (No response.)						false


			968									LN			37			17			false			17               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			969									LN			37			18			false			18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			970									LN			37			19			false			19               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			971									LN			37			20			false			20               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			972									LN			37			21			false			21                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			973									LN			37			22			false			22               (No response.)						false


			974									LN			37			23			false			23               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			975									LN			37			24			false			24                   Motion carries.						false
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			978									LN			38			1			false			 1                   Ms. Metoyer, Enterprise Zone Program,						false


			979									LN			38			2			false			 2   please.						false


			980									LN			38			3			false			 3               MS. METOYER:						false


			981									LN			38			4			false			 4                   I have 14 new applications:  20141613,						false


			982									LN			38			5			false			 5   Apple Core Foods, LLC, doing business as L&A Quality						false


			983									LN			38			6			false			 6   Foods, LLC, EBR Parish; 20160266, Beaed of Louisiana,						false


			984									LN			38			7			false			 7   St. Charles Parish; 20150002, C&C Marine and Repair,						false


			985									LN			38			8			false			 8   LLC, Plaquemines Parish; 20130117, Cajun Industrial						false


			986									LN			38			9			false			 9   Design & Construction, LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish;						false


			987									LN			38			10			false			10   20150270, Community Care Center of Ville Platte, LLC,						false


			988									LN			38			11			false			11   Evangeline Parish; 20151593, Delta Medical Group,						false


			989									LN			38			12			false			12   Terrebonne Parish; 20140456, Enlink Midstream Operating,						false


			990									LN			38			13			false			13   LP, Acadia Parish; 20120868, Exxon Mobil Corp Plastics,						false


			991									LN			38			14			false			14   East Baton Rouge Parish; 20151082, Five Star Industrial,						false


			992									LN			38			15			false			15   LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish; 20141154, Lake Area Hotel						false


			993									LN			38			16			false			16   Investments, LLC, Calcasieu Parish; 20150174, N&S						false


			994									LN			38			17			false			17   Hospitality, LLC, Rapides Parish; 20141291, Performance						false


			995									LN			38			18			false			18   Contractors, Incorporated, West Baton Rouge Parish;						false


			996									LN			38			19			false			19   20140994, Shiv Shakti Lodging, LLC, Calcasieu Parish;						false


			997									LN			38			20			false			20   and 20131070, UniFirst Holding, Incorporated, East Baton						false


			998									LN			38			21			false			21   Rouge Parish.						false


			999									LN			38			22			false			22               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1000									LN			38			23			false			23                   Thank you, Ms. Metoyer.						false


			1001									LN			38			24			false			24                   Mr. Adley, questions?						false


			1002									LN			38			25			false			25               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1003									PG			39			0			false			page 39						false


			1004									LN			39			1			false			 1                   Just two quick questions.  The first						false


			1005									LN			39			2			false			 2   one -- I went through this list and I saw, I think it						false


			1006									LN			39			3			false			 3   was, three hotels that received Enterprise Zone.  Am I						false


			1007									LN			39			4			false			 4   reading that correct?						false


			1008									LN			39			5			false			 5               MS. METOYER:						false


			1009									LN			39			6			false			 6                   Yes, sir.  These advances were filed						false


			1010									LN			39			7			false			 7   prior to them being excluded.  The hotels were excluded						false


			1011									LN			39			8			false			 8   either in July of '15 or the first session in '16.						false


			1012									LN			39			9			false			 9               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1013									LN			39			10			false			10                   Under today's rules, they wouldn't						false


			1014									LN			39			11			false			11   qualify?						false


			1015									LN			39			12			false			12               MS. METOYER:						false


			1016									LN			39			13			false			13                   They cannot apply.  They can apply, but						false


			1017									LN			39			14			false			14   they don't qualify.						false


			1018									LN			39			15			false			15               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1019									LN			39			16			false			16                   Okay.  I know there was a problem, I						false


			1020									LN			39			17			false			17   just couldn't remember what it was.  They got in before						false


			1021									LN			39			18			false			18   the deadline; is that what you're telling me?						false


			1022									LN			39			19			false			19               MS. METOYER:						false


			1023									LN			39			20			false			20                   I'd have to look at the paper to make						false


			1024									LN			39			21			false			21   sure.						false


			1025									LN			39			22			false			22               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1026									LN			39			23			false			23                   By any chance, do you know, of the four						false


			1027									LN			39			24			false			24   manufacturing facilities that are identified there, if						false


			1028									LN			39			25			false			25   they also get ITEP and/or inventory tax credits?  Do you						false


			1029									PG			40			0			false			page 40						false


			1030									LN			40			1			false			 1   y'all keep track of that at all?  You would be able to						false


			1031									LN			40			2			false			 2   go back and see if they got ITEP, would you not?						false


			1032									LN			40			3			false			 3               MS. METOYER:						false


			1033									LN			40			4			false			 4                   Yes, sir.						false


			1034									LN			40			5			false			 5               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1035									LN			40			6			false			 6                   I'll just ask you at some point after						false


			1036									LN			40			7			false			 7   this meeting is over with y'all go back and see whether						false


			1037									LN			40			8			false			 8   the four manufacturing facilities, in addition to the						false


			1038									LN			40			9			false			 9   Enterprise, are they also getting ITEP and/or inventory						false


			1039									LN			40			10			false			10   credit?						false


			1040									LN			40			11			false			11               MS. METOYER:						false


			1041									LN			40			12			false			12                   Which four are you referring to?						false


			1042									LN			40			13			false			13               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1043									LN			40			14			false			14                   I'm looking at C&C Marine.						false


			1044									LN			40			15			false			15               MS. METOYER:						false


			1045									LN			40			16			false			16                   Oh, okay.						false


			1046									LN			40			17			false			17               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1047									LN			40			18			false			18                   Enlink, Exxon and Performance						false


			1048									LN			40			19			false			19   Contractors.  Clearly they look like manufacturers based						false


			1049									LN			40			20			false			20   on their description of what you said, so I'm just						false


			1050									LN			40			21			false			21   trying to find out if, in fact, they get the Enterprise						false


			1051									LN			40			22			false			22   in addition to ITEP or inventory credit.  I'd just like						false


			1052									LN			40			23			false			23   to know that of these companies.						false


			1053									LN			40			24			false			24               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1054									LN			40			25			false			25                   Making a note that there's no preclusion						false


			1055									PG			41			0			false			page 41						false


			1056									LN			41			1			false			 1   of that.						false


			1057									LN			41			2			false			 2               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1058									LN			41			3			false			 3                   Yeah.  I don't think you can prohibit						false


			1059									LN			41			4			false			 4   it.  I just want to know if they are getting it.						false


			1060									LN			41			5			false			 5               MS. METOYER:						false


			1061									LN			41			6			false			 6                   Yes, sir.						false


			1062									LN			41			7			false			 7               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1063									LN			41			8			false			 8                   Any comments from the public concerning						false


			1064									LN			41			9			false			 9   the Enterprise Zone application in front of this Board?						false


			1065									LN			41			10			false			10               (No response.)						false


			1066									LN			41			11			false			11               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1067									LN			41			12			false			12                   Any questions or comments from the Board						false


			1068									LN			41			13			false			13   members additional?						false


			1069									LN			41			14			false			14               (No response.)						false


			1070									LN			41			15			false			15               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1071									LN			41			16			false			16                   Is there a motion?						false


			1072									LN			41			17			false			17                   Made by Mr. Fabra; seconded by						false


			1073									LN			41			18			false			18   Mr. Fajardo.						false


			1074									LN			41			19			false			19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			1075									LN			41			20			false			20               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			1076									LN			41			21			false			21               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1077									LN			41			22			false			22                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			1078									LN			41			23			false			23               (No response.)						false


			1079									LN			41			24			false			24               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1080									LN			41			25			false			25                   Motion carries.						false


			1081									PG			42			0			false			page 42						false


			1082									LN			42			1			false			 1                   Ms. Metoyer.						false


			1083									LN			42			2			false			 2               MS. METOYER:						false


			1084									LN			42			3			false			 3                   I have one request to change ownership.						false


			1085									LN			42			4			false			 4   It's Contract 20110248, current contract only.  It is						false


			1086									LN			42			5			false			 5   RJQ Management, LLC.  The new name request is Jamjomar						false


			1087									LN			42			6			false			 6   1314, LLC.  This is Jefferson Parish.  And based on the						false


			1088									LN			42			7			false			 7   consultant is that Jamjomar, LLC purchased the						false


			1089									LN			42			8			false			 8   restaurant that was owned by RJQ Management.						false


			1090									LN			42			9			false			 9               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1091									LN			42			10			false			10                   Any comments from the public concerning						false


			1092									LN			42			11			false			11   this name change?						false


			1093									LN			42			12			false			12               (No response.)						false


			1094									LN			42			13			false			13               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1095									LN			42			14			false			14                   There's a motion by Mr. Fajardo;						false


			1096									LN			42			15			false			15   seconded by Dr. Wilson.						false


			1097									LN			42			16			false			16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			1098									LN			42			17			false			17               (Several members respond with "aye.)						false


			1099									LN			42			18			false			18               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1100									LN			42			19			false			19                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			1101									LN			42			20			false			20               (No response.)						false


			1102									LN			42			21			false			21               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1103									LN			42			22			false			22                   Motion carries.						false


			1104									LN			42			23			false			23                   Ms. Metoyer.						false


			1105									LN			42			24			false			24               MS. METOYER:						false


			1106									LN			42			25			false			25                   The terminations are:  201208 -- I'm						false


			1107									PG			43			0			false			page 43						false


			1108									LN			43			1			false			 1   sorry.  20120867, Exxon Mobil Corp, East Baton Rouge						false


			1109									LN			43			2			false			 2   Parish.  The requested term date is 2/28/2015.  The						false


			1110									LN			43			3			false			 3   program requirements have been met, no additional jobs						false


			1111									LN			43			4			false			 4   are anticipated.  20121158, Enlink Midstream Operating,						false


			1112									LN			43			5			false			 5   LP, East Baton Rouge Parish.  The requested term date is						false


			1113									LN			43			6			false			 6   April 16th, 2015.  Program requirements have been met,						false


			1114									LN			43			7			false			 7   no additional jobs are anticipated.  20120115, Axiall,						false


			1115									LN			43			8			false			 8   LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish.  The requested term date						false


			1116									LN			43			9			false			 9   is 12/2/2013.  The program requirements have been met,						false


			1117									LN			43			10			false			10   no additional jobs are anticipated.  20140177, Lisa D.						false


			1118									LN			43			11			false			11   Traina CPA, LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish.  Requested						false


			1119									LN			43			12			false			12   term date 12/1/2016.  The program requirements have been						false


			1120									LN			43			13			false			13   met, no additional jobs are anticipated.  20140184, B&G						false


			1121									LN			43			14			false			14   Food Enterprises, LLC, Lafayette Parish.  Requested term						false


			1122									LN			43			15			false			15   date August 9th, 2016.  Program requirements have been						false


			1123									LN			43			16			false			16   met, no additional jobs are anticipated.  20111025,						false


			1124									LN			43			17			false			17   Enlink Midstream Operating, LP, Acadia Parish.						false


			1125									LN			43			18			false			18   Requested term date 3/25/2014.  Program requirements						false


			1126									LN			43			19			false			19   have been met, no additional jobs are anticipated.						false


			1127									LN			43			20			false			20   20120222, Tubreaux Aviation Maintenance, LLC, Caddo						false


			1128									LN			43			21			false			21   Parish.  Requested term date 2/26/2015.  The program						false


			1129									LN			43			22			false			22   requirements have been met, no additional jobs are						false


			1130									LN			43			23			false			23   anticipated.  20120281, Tubreaux Aviation Services, LLC,						false


			1131									LN			43			24			false			24   Caddo Parish.  Requested term date 3/7/2015.  The						false


			1132									LN			43			25			false			25   program requirements have been met, no additional jobs						false


			1133									PG			44			0			false			page 44						false


			1134									LN			44			1			false			 1   are anticipated.  Enlink Midstream Operating, 20120853,						false


			1135									LN			44			2			false			 2   Ascension Parish.  Requested term date November 14,						false


			1136									LN			44			3			false			 3   2014.  Program requirements have been met, no additional						false


			1137									LN			44			4			false			 4   jobs are anticipated.  20111255, Central Louisiana						false


			1138									LN			44			5			false			 5   Surgical Hospital, LLC, Rapides Parish.  Requested term						false


			1139									LN			44			6			false			 6   date 12/31/2015.  Program requirements have been met, no						false


			1140									LN			44			7			false			 7   additional jobs are anticipated.  20121197, Cheniere LNG						false


			1141									LN			44			8			false			 8   O&M Services, LLC, Beauregard Parish.  Requested term						false


			1142									LN			44			9			false			 9   date 12/31/2015.  Program requirements have been met, no						false


			1143									LN			44			10			false			10   additional jobs are anticipated.						false


			1144									LN			44			11			false			11               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1145									LN			44			12			false			12                   Thank you, Ms. Metoyer.						false


			1146									LN			44			13			false			13                   Are there any comments from the public						false


			1147									LN			44			14			false			14   concerning Enterprise Zone contract terminations?						false


			1148									LN			44			15			false			15               (No response.)						false


			1149									LN			44			16			false			16               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1150									LN			44			17			false			17                   Any questions from the Board members on						false


			1151									LN			44			18			false			18   those?						false


			1152									LN			44			19			false			19               (No response.)						false


			1153									LN			44			20			false			20               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1154									LN			44			21			false			21                   Is there a motion?						false


			1155									LN			44			22			false			22                   Made by Robert Adley (sic); seconded by						false


			1156									LN			44			23			false			23   Mr. Slone.						false


			1157									LN			44			24			false			24                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			1158									LN			44			25			false			25               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			1159									PG			45			0			false			page 45						false


			1160									LN			45			1			false			 1               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1161									LN			45			2			false			 2                   I'm sorry.  That was not Robert Adley.						false


			1162									LN			45			3			false			 3   That is Robert Barham.						false


			1163									LN			45			4			false			 4                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			1164									LN			45			5			false			 5               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			1165									LN			45			6			false			 6               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1166									LN			45			7			false			 7                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			1167									LN			45			8			false			 8               (No response.)						false


			1168									LN			45			9			false			 9               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1169									LN			45			10			false			10                   Motion carries.						false


			1170									LN			45			11			false			11                   Sorry about that, Mr. Barham.						false


			1171									LN			45			12			false			12               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1172									LN			45			13			false			13                   I'm sure he's never going to forgive you						false


			1173									LN			45			14			false			14   for that one.						false


			1174									LN			45			15			false			15               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1175									LN			45			16			false			16                   Ms. Metoyer, contract cancelations.						false


			1176									LN			45			17			false			17               MS. METOYER:						false


			1177									LN			45			18			false			18                   I have three cancelations:  20100884,						false


			1178									LN			45			19			false			19   Pre, Incorporated, doing business as Chateau De Bayou,						false


			1179									LN			45			20			false			20   Lafourche Parish.  The company did not meet the EZ						false


			1180									LN			45			21			false			21   program hiring requirements and has been notified of						false


			1181									LN			45			22			false			22   this cancelation.  20110870, Entergy, LA, LLC - Ninemile						false


			1182									LN			45			23			false			23   Point.  The company did not meet the EZ program						false


			1183									LN			45			24			false			24   requirements and they had requested cancelation.  And						false


			1184									LN			45			25			false			25   20121301, Stuller, Incorporated, Lafayette Parish.  The						false


			1185									PG			46			0			false			page 46						false


			1186									LN			46			1			false			 1   company did not meet the hiring requirements and they						false


			1187									LN			46			2			false			 2   requested cancelation.						false


			1188									LN			46			3			false			 3               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1189									LN			46			4			false			 4                   Are there any representatives from Pre,						false


			1190									LN			46			5			false			 5   Inc., Chateau De Bayou?						false


			1191									LN			46			6			false			 6               (No response.)						false


			1192									LN			46			7			false			 7               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1193									LN			46			8			false			 8                   Any comment from the public concerning						false


			1194									LN			46			9			false			 9   these cancelations?						false


			1195									LN			46			10			false			10               (No response.)						false


			1196									LN			46			11			false			11               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1197									LN			46			12			false			12                   Questions or comments from the Board						false


			1198									LN			46			13			false			13   concerning the cancelations?						false


			1199									LN			46			14			false			14               (No response.)						false


			1200									LN			46			15			false			15               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1201									LN			46			16			false			16                   Is there a motion?						false


			1202									LN			46			17			false			17                   Motion made by Mr. Miller; seconded by						false


			1203									LN			46			18			false			18   Mr. Fajardo.						false


			1204									LN			46			19			false			19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			1205									LN			46			20			false			20               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			1206									LN			46			21			false			21               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1207									LN			46			22			false			22                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			1208									LN			46			23			false			23               (No response.)						false


			1209									LN			46			24			false			24               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1210									LN			46			25			false			25                   Thank you, Ms. Metoyer.						false


			1211									PG			47			0			false			page 47						false


			1212									LN			47			1			false			 1                   All right.  Industrial Tax Exemption						false


			1213									LN			47			2			false			 2   Program, Ms. Cheng.  I believe we're going to do these						false


			1214									LN			47			3			false			 3   individually for the new ones.  There are a few						false


			1215									LN			47			4			false			 4   questions for them, a number of questions.						false


			1216									LN			47			5			false			 5               MS. CHENG:						false


			1217									LN			47			6			false			 6                   Good morning.  These are the Industrial						false


			1218									LN			47			7			false			 7   Tax Exemptions new applications, and there are 25 of						false


			1219									LN			47			8			false			 8   them.						false


			1220									LN			47			9			false			 9               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1221									LN			47			10			false			10                   Can you get a little closer to the						false


			1222									LN			47			11			false			11   microphone, which will help me and Mr. Barham?						false


			1223									LN			47			12			false			12               MS. CHENG:						false


			1224									LN			47			13			false			13                   These have advanced notifications that						false


			1225									LN			47			14			false			14   were filed prior to the Executive Order on 6/24 of 2016.						false


			1226									LN			47			15			false			15                   20151311, Boise Packaging & Newsprint,						false


			1227									LN			47			16			false			16   LLC, Beauregard Parish; 20130018, Bollinger Fourchon,						false


			1228									LN			47			17			false			17   Lafourche Parish --						false


			1229									LN			47			18			false			18               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1230									LN			47			19			false			19                   Ms. Cheng, I think we may have questions						false


			1231									LN			47			20			false			20   on them, so we just want to do them one at a time.						false


			1232									LN			47			21			false			21                   Are there any questions on Boise						false


			1233									LN			47			22			false			22   Packaging & Newsprint in Beauregard?						false


			1234									LN			47			23			false			23               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1235									LN			47			24			false			24                   Discovery is the first one I have.						false


			1236									LN			47			25			false			25               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1237									PG			48			0			false			page 48						false


			1238									LN			48			1			false			 1                   Is there a motion to approve Boise --						false


			1239									LN			48			2			false			 2               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1240									LN			48			3			false			 3                   So moved.						false


			1241									LN			48			4			false			 4               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1242									LN			48			5			false			 5                   Moved by Mr. Adley; seconded by Ms.						false


			1243									LN			48			6			false			 6   Atkins.						false


			1244									LN			48			7			false			 7                   All in favor -- any comments from the						false


			1245									LN			48			8			false			 8   public?						false


			1246									LN			48			9			false			 9               (No response.)						false


			1247									LN			48			10			false			10               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1248									LN			48			11			false			11                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			1249									LN			48			12			false			12               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			1250									LN			48			13			false			13               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1251									LN			48			14			false			14                   Motion carries.						false


			1252									LN			48			15			false			15                   Please proceed.						false


			1253									LN			48			16			false			16               MS. CHENG:						false


			1254									LN			48			17			false			17                   20130018, Bollinger Fourchon in						false


			1255									LN			48			18			false			18   Lafourche Parish.						false


			1256									LN			48			19			false			19               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1257									LN			48			20			false			20                   Any questions concerning the Bollinger						false


			1258									LN			48			21			false			21   Fourchon application?						false


			1259									LN			48			22			false			22               (No response.)						false


			1260									LN			48			23			false			23               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1261									LN			48			24			false			24                   Is there a motion to approve Bollinger						false


			1262									LN			48			25			false			25   Fourchon?						false


			1263									PG			49			0			false			page 49						false


			1264									LN			49			1			false			 1                   Made by Robert Barham; seconded by						false


			1265									LN			49			2			false			 2   Mr. Moller.						false


			1266									LN			49			3			false			 3                   All in favor indicate with an "aye."						false


			1267									LN			49			4			false			 4               (Several member respond "aye.")						false


			1268									LN			49			5			false			 5               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1269									LN			49			6			false			 6                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			1270									LN			49			7			false			 7               (No response.)						false


			1271									LN			49			8			false			 8               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1272									LN			49			9			false			 9                   Proceed.						false


			1273									LN			49			10			false			10               MS. CHENG:						false


			1274									LN			49			11			false			11                   20160038, Discovery Producer Services in						false


			1275									LN			49			12			false			12   Lafourche Parish.						false


			1276									LN			49			13			false			13               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1277									LN			49			14			false			14                   This is discovery.						false


			1278									LN			49			15			false			15               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1279									LN			49			16			false			16                   Is there a question?						false


			1280									LN			49			17			false			17               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1281									LN			49			18			false			18                   Is there someone here from --						false


			1282									LN			49			19			false			19               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1283									LN			49			20			false			20                   Is there a representative from Discovery						false


			1284									LN			49			21			false			21   here?						false


			1285									LN			49			22			false			22                   Please step forward, state your name and						false


			1286									LN			49			23			false			23   who you represent.						false


			1287									LN			49			24			false			24               MR. PERILLOUX:						false


			1288									LN			49			25			false			25                   Yes, sir.  My name is Brian Perilloux						false


			1289									PG			50			0			false			page 50						false


			1290									LN			50			1			false			 1   with Williams Companies, the parent company of Discovery						false


			1291									LN			50			2			false			 2   Producer Services, LLC.  Thank you.						false


			1292									LN			50			3			false			 3               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1293									LN			50			4			false			 4                   Mr. Adley.						false


			1294									LN			50			5			false			 5               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1295									LN			50			6			false			 6                   My question is, albeit it was done prior						false


			1296									LN			50			7			false			 7   to the executive order, I am trying to determine that						false


			1297									LN			50			8			false			 8   this is actually part of a manufacturing process, what						false


			1298									LN			50			9			false			 9   you've done here.  I'm not following you.  You said,						false


			1299									LN			50			10			false			10   "This project consists of two primary objectives.  The						false


			1300									LN			50			11			false			11   first objective is to install pipe segment to bypass						false


			1301									LN			50			12			false			12   offshore gas around the Larose Gas Processing Plant.						false


			1302									LN			50			13			false			13   This project allows offshore gas to bypass LGPP						false


			1303									LN			50			14			false			14   downstream."  I'm confused.  Are you moving natural gas						false


			1304									LN			50			15			false			15   around the manufacturing facility or into the facility?						false


			1305									LN			50			16			false			16   That's what I couldn't figure out.						false


			1306									LN			50			17			false			17               MR. PERILLOUX:						false


			1307									LN			50			18			false			18                   Yes, sir.  It's to bypass the plant.  So						false


			1308									LN			50			19			false			19   they install the bypass at the LNG processing plant to						false


			1309									LN			50			20			false			20   bypass the plant because they don't want to process that						false


			1310									LN			50			21			false			21   particular gas.						false


			1311									LN			50			22			false			22               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1312									LN			50			23			false			23                   And where does that gas go?						false


			1313									LN			50			24			false			24               MR. PERILLOUX:						false


			1314									LN			50			25			false			25                   It goes up into another line, and I						false


			1315									PG			51			0			false			page 51						false


			1316									LN			51			1			false			 1   apologize.  I'm not familiar with the lot.						false


			1317									LN			51			2			false			 2               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1318									LN			51			3			false			 3                   I'm trying to find out, to get to the						false


			1319									LN			51			4			false			 4   point, you're not moving any natural gas that ends up						false


			1320									LN			51			5			false			 5   getting re-marketed somewhere by Williams or anybody						false


			1321									LN			51			6			false			 6   else, are you?  I mean, it all pertains to the						false


			1322									LN			51			7			false			 7   manufacturing in some way?  That's what I need to know.						false


			1323									LN			51			8			false			 8   If you built a line to go remarket gas, that's not						false


			1324									LN			51			9			false			 9   manufacturing.  That's something outside of what your						false


			1325									LN			51			10			false			10   facility does.  I just need to make sure we're not						false


			1326									LN			51			11			false			11   creating an exemption here for something that's outside						false


			1327									LN			51			12			false			12   the manufacturing that the facility does.						false


			1328									LN			51			13			false			13               MR. PERILLOUX:						false


			1329									LN			51			14			false			14                   Sure, and I understand.  I apologize.  I						false


			1330									LN			51			15			false			15   am not the project manager of the project, but the way						false


			1331									LN			51			16			false			16   it was explained to me, it's to bypass the facility --						false


			1332									LN			51			17			false			17               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1333									LN			51			18			false			18                   Bypass the facility.  Where does that						false


			1334									LN			51			19			false			19   gas go?						false


			1335									LN			51			20			false			20               MR. PERILLOUX:						false


			1336									LN			51			21			false			21                   I think it goes into a third-party line,						false


			1337									LN			51			22			false			22   sir.						false


			1338									LN			51			23			false			23               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1339									LN			51			24			false			24                   And from the third-party line, somebody						false


			1340									LN			51			25			false			25   sells it?						false


			1341									PG			52			0			false			page 52						false


			1342									LN			52			1			false			 1               MR. PERILLOUX:						false


			1343									LN			52			2			false			 2                   Yes, sir.  We merely transport it.						false


			1344									LN			52			3			false			 3               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1345									LN			52			4			false			 4                   My problem is you can't be getting						false


			1346									LN			52			5			false			 5   property tax exemption to build a pipeline to go market						false


			1347									LN			52			6			false			 6   natural gas, and I just need to know -- I mean, look,						false


			1348									LN			52			7			false			 7   I'm -- if it's used in the plant, I don't have a						false


			1349									LN			52			8			false			 8   problem, but if we're granting an exemption or property						false


			1350									LN			52			9			false			 9   tax to someone for building a pipeline to market natural						false


			1351									LN			52			10			false			10   gas, not part of the manufacturing, but go around the						false


			1352									LN			52			11			false			11   plant and into a third-party to be marketed, that is not						false


			1353									LN			52			12			false			12   manufacturing.						false


			1354									LN			52			13			false			13               MR. PERILLOUX:						false


			1355									LN			52			14			false			14                   We stand with whatever the decision is,						false


			1356									LN			52			15			false			15   sir, but that is the process, to bypass the plant.  It						false


			1357									LN			52			16			false			16   originally went into the plant --						false


			1358									LN			52			17			false			17               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1359									LN			52			18			false			18                   Can you help him?						false


			1360									LN			52			19			false			19               MR. PERILLOUX:						false


			1361									LN			52			20			false			20                   -- but the goal was to bypass the plant,						false


			1362									LN			52			21			false			21   but it was built into the plant in order to bypass it.						false


			1363									LN			52			22			false			22               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1364									LN			52			23			false			23                   Mr. Adley, I think we are going to need						false


			1365									LN			52			24			false			24   to defer this one to get a better explanation of what						false


			1366									LN			52			25			false			25   happens.  I mean, I don't see an alternative on this.						false


			1367									PG			53			0			false			page 53						false


			1368									LN			53			1			false			 1   Rather than --						false


			1369									LN			53			2			false			 2               MS. CHENG:						false


			1370									LN			53			3			false			 3                   We can go do an inspection if you would						false


			1371									LN			53			4			false			 4   like.						false


			1372									LN			53			5			false			 5               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1373									LN			53			6			false			 6                   Do what?						false


			1374									LN			53			7			false			 7               MS. CHENG:						false


			1375									LN			53			8			false			 8                   We can go do an inspection if y'all						false


			1376									LN			53			9			false			 9   would like.						false


			1377									LN			53			10			false			10               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1378									LN			53			11			false			11                   It would be helpful.  I just need to						false


			1379									LN			53			12			false			12   make sure you're not sitting out there getting an						false


			1380									LN			53			13			false			13   exemption for a pipeline that's actually -- albeit, some						false


			1381									LN			53			14			false			14   of the gas may go into facility, but if you're getting						false


			1382									LN			53			15			false			15   an exemption for the entire cost and some of it's						false


			1383									LN			53			16			false			16   getting marketed off, I think that's a problem.  And,						false


			1384									LN			53			17			false			17   yes, I would move that we direct LED to do get an						false


			1385									LN			53			18			false			18   inspection before we make a final decision on this.						false


			1386									LN			53			19			false			19               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1387									LN			53			20			false			20                   Before they go and spend time to go do						false


			1388									LN			53			21			false			21   an inspection, can we get a letter from the company						false


			1389									LN			53			22			false			22   telling us what it's for?  Because I hate to spend						false


			1390									LN			53			23			false			23   manpower, time and effort to go do something --						false


			1391									LN			53			24			false			24               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1392									LN			53			25			false			25                   I think it's really important to have						false


			1393									PG			54			0			false			page 54						false


			1394									LN			54			1			false			 1   LED to go do that.  I think it would be very helpful for						false


			1395									LN			54			2			false			 2   that to get done.						false


			1396									LN			54			3			false			 3               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1397									LN			54			4			false			 4                   Is this pipeline above the ground or						false


			1398									LN			54			5			false			 5   below the ground?						false


			1399									LN			54			6			false			 6               MR. PERILLOUX:						false


			1400									LN			54			7			false			 7                   Sir, I believe it's above ground.						false


			1401									LN			54			8			false			 8               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1402									LN			54			9			false			 9                   Above ground.						false


			1403									LN			54			10			false			10               MR. PERILLOUX:						false


			1404									LN			54			11			false			11                   I would need to double check with the						false


			1405									LN			54			12			false			12   project manager, but I think it is above ground.  I						false


			1406									LN			54			13			false			13   apologize.						false


			1407									LN			54			14			false			14               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1408									LN			54			15			false			15                   That's all right.  The only reason I'm						false


			1409									LN			54			16			false			16   saying that, Mr. Adley, is some of the inspections I've						false


			1410									LN			54			17			false			17   done, you go out there and the pipe is underground.  You						false


			1411									LN			54			18			false			18   can see it go down, and you don't know where it goes.						false


			1412									LN			54			19			false			19               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1413									LN			54			20			false			20                   Well, an inspection could clearly be a						false


			1414									LN			54			21			false			21   visit by them to the home office or front office and						false


			1415									LN			54			22			false			22   they can lay out for them the pipeline map and this is						false


			1416									LN			54			23			false			23   how it works and you come away with an understanding.						false


			1417									LN			54			24			false			24   You don't have to go out there with a shovel and dig up						false


			1418									LN			54			25			false			25   pipe to go figure out where it goes, Mr. Chairman.  This						false


			1419									PG			55			0			false			page 55						false


			1420									LN			55			1			false			 1   is not how it works.  They are going to have pipeline						false


			1421									LN			55			2			false			 2   plans for them to look at and you will be able to						false


			1422									LN			55			3			false			 3   determine if this pipe is for marketing gas or it's used						false


			1423									LN			55			4			false			 4   in the manufacturing facility.  That's what I mean by						false


			1424									LN			55			5			false			 5   inspection.						false


			1425									LN			55			6			false			 6               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1426									LN			55			7			false			 7                   Okay.  So you mean more of an						false


			1427									LN			55			8			false			 8   investigation?						false


			1428									LN			55			9			false			 9               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1429									LN			55			10			false			10                   I don't mean a tractor and dig up pipe.						false


			1430									LN			55			11			false			11   I don't mean that.						false


			1431									LN			55			12			false			12               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1432									LN			55			13			false			13                   They do perform inspections, physical on						false


			1433									LN			55			14			false			14   site inspections to verify --						false


			1434									LN			55			15			false			15               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1435									LN			55			16			false			16                   I think if you go to heir office,						false


			1436									LN			55			17			false			17   they're clearly going to have everything connection to						false


			1437									LN			55			18			false			18   that facility and they're going to have plats and maps						false


			1438									LN			55			19			false			19   for you to look at.						false


			1439									LN			55			20			false			20               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1440									LN			55			21			false			21                   All right.  So we'll take that as a						false


			1441									LN			55			22			false			22   motion to defer this one until LED investigates the						false


			1442									LN			55			23			false			23   manufacturing -- the actual manufacturing at this						false


			1443									LN			55			24			false			24   facility of that equipment.						false


			1444									LN			55			25			false			25                   Is there a second to that deferral?						false


			1445									PG			56			0			false			page 56						false


			1446									LN			56			1			false			 1                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.						false


			1447									LN			56			2			false			 2                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			1448									LN			56			3			false			 3               (Several members respond with "aye.")						false


			1449									LN			56			4			false			 4               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1450									LN			56			5			false			 5                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			1451									LN			56			6			false			 6               (No response.)						false


			1452									LN			56			7			false			 7               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1453									LN			56			8			false			 8                   Motion carries.						false


			1454									LN			56			9			false			 9               MR. COLEMAN:						false


			1455									LN			56			10			false			10                   I have a question.						false


			1456									LN			56			11			false			11               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1457									LN			56			12			false			12                   Oh, I'm sorry.  Major Coleman.						false


			1458									LN			56			13			false			13               MR. COLEMAN:						false


			1459									LN			56			14			false			14                   I'm a little bit confused.  So each one						false


			1460									LN			56			15			false			15   of these applications, so we have not determined if it's						false


			1461									LN			56			16			false			16   a manufacturing job or not before it gets to us?						false


			1462									LN			56			17			false			17               MS. CHENG:						false


			1463									LN			56			18			false			18                   They have a manufacturing NAICS Code.						false


			1464									LN			56			19			false			19               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1465									LN			56			20			false			20                   I will tell you where I'm coming from.						false


			1466									LN			56			21			false			21   These came in prior to the executive order, so under the						false


			1467									LN			56			22			false			22   old rules.  The old rules required that be						false


			1468									LN			56			23			false			23   manufacturing, but under a different definition than we						false


			1469									LN			56			24			false			24   had.  In any case, it's required to be manufacturing.						false


			1470									LN			56			25			false			25   Any member of this board who determines that something						false


			1471									PG			57			0			false			page 57						false


			1472									LN			57			1			false			 1   that they see before them is not manufacturing, you						false


			1473									LN			57			2			false			 2   clearly have a right to distinguish between the two, and						false


			1474									LN			57			3			false			 3   that's what I'm trying to do here.  I need to know that						false


			1475									LN			57			4			false			 4   this is part of whatever LED said the manufacturing						false


			1476									LN			57			5			false			 5   process is.						false


			1477									LN			57			6			false			 6               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1478									LN			57			7			false			 7                   And I will point out, in some cases,						false


			1479									LN			57			8			false			 8   there may be things where an entity will extract						false


			1480									LN			57			9			false			 9   resources from the ground, so the extraction equipment						false


			1481									LN			57			10			false			10   is not part of the manufacturing process; but then once						false


			1482									LN			57			11			false			11   it gets above the ground on their site, then they start						false


			1483									LN			57			12			false			12   manufacturing it into another product or doing something						false


			1484									LN			57			13			false			13   to it to change its form, et cetera, et cetera, and that						false


			1485									LN			57			14			false			14   becomes what's eligible for manufacturing.  So the						false


			1486									LN			57			15			false			15   overall entity may have an SIC or a NAICS Code that is						false


			1487									LN			57			16			false			16   manufacturing, but certain activity that go on may not						false


			1488									LN			57			17			false			17   be manufacturing, and that's how they know, because it						false


			1489									LN			57			18			false			18   has NAICS Code that indicates that they're manufacturing						false


			1490									LN			57			19			false			19   something.  Does that help?						false


			1491									LN			57			20			false			20                   Mr. Slone.						false


			1492									LN			57			21			false			21               MR. SLONE:						false


			1493									LN			57			22			false			22                   I'm sorry.  So if it bypasses the						false


			1494									LN			57			23			false			23   process that you use, but is used to power the plant,						false


			1495									LN			57			24			false			24   then would be manufacturing?						false


			1496									LN			57			25			false			25               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1497									PG			58			0			false			page 58						false


			1498									LN			58			1			false			 1                   In my eyes, that would be considered						false


			1499									LN			58			2			false			 2   part of the manufacturing process.						false


			1500									LN			58			3			false			 3               MR. SLONE:						false


			1501									LN			58			4			false			 4                   I didn't know if that would help.						false


			1502									LN			58			5			false			 5               MR. COLEMAN:						false


			1503									LN			58			6			false			 6                   I was just trying to figure out whose						false


			1504									LN			58			7			false			 7   job it is to determine the eligibility of if they even						false


			1505									LN			58			8			false			 8   get to the application stage.						false


			1506									LN			58			9			false			 9               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1507									LN			58			10			false			10                   I believe that's the staff's						false


			1508									LN			58			11			false			11   responsibility to determine it's manufacturing when they						false


			1509									LN			58			12			false			12   receive the application.						false


			1510									LN			58			13			false			13                   Any other questions before the deferral						false


			1511									LN			58			14			false			14   vote is taken?						false


			1512									LN			58			15			false			15               (No response.)						false


			1513									LN			58			16			false			16               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1514									LN			58			17			false			17                   All in favor of deferring?						false


			1515									LN			58			18			false			18               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			1516									LN			58			19			false			19               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1517									LN			58			20			false			20                   All opposed say, "nay."						false


			1518									LN			58			21			false			21               (No response.)						false


			1519									LN			58			22			false			22               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1520									LN			58			23			false			23                   Motion carries.  This one is deferred						false


			1521									LN			58			24			false			24   for investigation.						false


			1522									LN			58			25			false			25               MS. CHENG:						false


			1523									PG			59			0			false			page 59						false


			1524									LN			59			1			false			 1                   20111182A, DOW Chemical Company in						false


			1525									LN			59			2			false			 2   Iberville Parish.						false


			1526									LN			59			3			false			 3               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1527									LN			59			4			false			 4                   Any comments from the Board concerning						false


			1528									LN			59			5			false			 5   the DOW Chemical application?						false


			1529									LN			59			6			false			 6               (No response.)						false


			1530									LN			59			7			false			 7               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1531									LN			59			8			false			 8                   Any questions from the Board members?						false


			1532									LN			59			9			false			 9                   Is there a motion for approval?						false


			1533									LN			59			10			false			10                   Made by Mr. Slone; seconded by						false


			1534									LN			59			11			false			11   Mr. Fajardo.						false


			1535									LN			59			12			false			12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			1536									LN			59			13			false			13               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			1537									LN			59			14			false			14               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1538									LN			59			15			false			15                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			1539									LN			59			16			false			16               (No response.)						false


			1540									LN			59			17			false			17               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1541									LN			59			18			false			18                   Motion carries.						false


			1542									LN			59			19			false			19               MS. CHENG:						false


			1543									LN			59			20			false			20                   20150280, Eagle US 2, LLC in Calcasieu						false


			1544									LN			59			21			false			21   Parish.						false


			1545									LN			59			22			false			22               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1546									LN			59			23			false			23                   Mr. Adley, I believe you have a question						false


			1547									LN			59			24			false			24   for this one.						false


			1548									LN			59			25			false			25               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1549									PG			60			0			false			page 60						false


			1550									LN			60			1			false			 1                   Question for the staff.  Understanding						false


			1551									LN			60			2			false			 2   it's under the initial rules, when I look at these two						false


			1552									LN			60			3			false			 3   applications, they have this one and I guess there is						false


			1553									LN			60			4			false			 4   another.  This one, they just said 2015 upgrades.  The						false


			1554									LN			60			5			false			 5   second one, they clearly mentioned an expansion.  How do						false


			1555									LN			60			6			false			 6   you know or do you know as a staff person that these						false


			1556									LN			60			7			false			 7   were maintenance or not maintenance items?  Is there any						false


			1557									LN			60			8			false			 8   way for you to know that?						false


			1558									LN			60			9			false			 9               MS. CHENG:						false


			1559									LN			60			10			false			10                   No.						false


			1560									LN			60			11			false			11               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1561									LN			60			12			false			12                   Under the old rules, they're clearly						false


			1562									LN			60			13			false			13   allowed regardless of what they put.						false


			1563									LN			60			14			false			14               MS. CHENG:						false


			1564									LN			60			15			false			15                   Yes, sir.						false


			1565									LN			60			16			false			16               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1566									LN			60			17			false			17                   Under the new rules, when they see						false


			1567									LN			60			18			false			18   something, they just simply --						false


			1568									LN			60			19			false			19               MS. CHENG:						false


			1569									LN			60			20			false			20                   We will have ask for an explanation of						false


			1570									LN			60			21			false			21   what the --						false


			1571									LN			60			22			false			22               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1572									LN			60			23			false			23                   Then this may no longer be allowed --						false


			1573									LN			60			24			false			24               MS. CHENG:						false


			1574									LN			60			25			false			25                   Correct.						false


			1575									PG			61			0			false			page 61						false


			1576									LN			61			1			false			 1               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1577									LN			61			2			false			 2                   -- if you find out it's for maintenance						false


			1578									LN			61			3			false			 3   purposes.						false


			1579									LN			61			4			false			 4               MS. CHENG:						false


			1580									LN			61			5			false			 5                   Yes, sir.						false


			1581									LN			61			6			false			 6               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1582									LN			61			7			false			 7                   All right.  That's what I needed to						false


			1583									LN			61			8			false			 8   know.  Thank you.						false


			1584									LN			61			9			false			 9               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1585									LN			61			10			false			10                   Any other questions for the first Eagle						false


			1586									LN			61			11			false			11   US 2 application?						false


			1587									LN			61			12			false			12               (No response.)						false


			1588									LN			61			13			false			13               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1589									LN			61			14			false			14                   Any comments from the public?						false


			1590									LN			61			15			false			15               (No response.)						false


			1591									LN			61			16			false			16               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1592									LN			61			17			false			17                   Motion to approve made by Major Coleman;						false


			1593									LN			61			18			false			18   seconded by Ms. Atkins.						false


			1594									LN			61			19			false			19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			1595									LN			61			20			false			20               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			1596									LN			61			21			false			21               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1597									LN			61			22			false			22                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			1598									LN			61			23			false			23               (No response.)						false


			1599									LN			61			24			false			24               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1600									LN			61			25			false			25                   Motion carries.						false


			1601									PG			62			0			false			page 62						false


			1602									LN			62			1			false			 1               MS. CHENG:						false


			1603									LN			62			2			false			 2                   20150880A, Eagle US 2 in Calcasieu						false


			1604									LN			62			3			false			 3   Parish.						false


			1605									LN			62			4			false			 4               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1606									LN			62			5			false			 5                   Any comments from the public concerning						false


			1607									LN			62			6			false			 6   this second application by Eagle US 2?						false


			1608									LN			62			7			false			 7               (No response.)						false


			1609									LN			62			8			false			 8               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1610									LN			62			9			false			 9                   There is a motion on floor to approve						false


			1611									LN			62			10			false			10   made by Ricky.						false


			1612									LN			62			11			false			11                   Is there a second?						false


			1613									LN			62			12			false			12                   By Mr. Williams.						false


			1614									LN			62			13			false			13                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			1615									LN			62			14			false			14               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			1616									LN			62			15			false			15               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1617									LN			62			16			false			16                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			1618									LN			62			17			false			17               (No response.)						false


			1619									LN			62			18			false			18               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1620									LN			62			19			false			19                   Motion carries.						false


			1621									LN			62			20			false			20               MS. CHENG:						false


			1622									LN			62			21			false			21                   Exxon Mobil Corporation has requested						false


			1623									LN			62			22			false			22   that we defer 20152017.						false


			1624									LN			62			23			false			23               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1625									LN			62			24			false			24                   You said defer?						false


			1626									LN			62			25			false			25               MS. CHENG:						false


			1627									PG			63			0			false			page 63						false


			1628									LN			63			1			false			 1                   Yes.						false


			1629									LN			63			2			false			 2               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1630									LN			63			3			false			 3                   Which one.						false


			1631									LN			63			4			false			 4               MS. CHENG:						false


			1632									LN			63			5			false			 5                   Exxon Mobil.						false


			1633									LN			63			6			false			 6               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1634									LN			63			7			false			 7                   Exxon Mobil.						false


			1635									LN			63			8			false			 8               MS. CHENG:						false


			1636									LN			63			9			false			 9                   Company has requested that the						false


			1637									LN			63			10			false			10   application be deferred.						false


			1638									LN			63			11			false			11               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1639									LN			63			12			false			12                   All right.						false


			1640									LN			63			13			false			13               MS. CHENG:						false


			1641									LN			63			14			false			14                   20150997 FMT Shipyard & Repair, LLC in						false


			1642									LN			63			15			false			15   Jefferson Parish.						false


			1643									LN			63			16			false			16               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1644									LN			63			17			false			17                   And the question on this one is they						false


			1645									LN			63			18			false			18   state that they constructed new office buildings, am I						false


			1646									LN			63			19			false			19   to understand that under the old rules, that was						false


			1647									LN			63			20			false			20   allowed?						false


			1648									LN			63			21			false			21               MS. CHENG:						false


			1649									LN			63			22			false			22                   Correct.						false


			1650									LN			63			23			false			23               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1651									LN			63			24			false			24                   And that is not allowed under the new						false


			1652									LN			63			25			false			25   rules; is that correct?  I'm trying to get some of these						false


			1653									PG			64			0			false			page 64						false


			1654									LN			64			1			false			 1   things aired out before we start walking into these						false


			1655									LN			64			2			false			 2   meetings and people believe that the way they used to do						false


			1656									LN			64			3			false			 3   it's going to work.						false


			1657									LN			64			4			false			 4                   Under the new rule, that would not be						false


			1658									LN			64			5			false			 5   allowed, the office building.						false


			1659									LN			64			6			false			 6               MS. CHENG:						false


			1660									LN			64			7			false			 7                   Correct.						false


			1661									LN			64			8			false			 8               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1662									LN			64			9			false			 9                   But under the old rule, y'all did allow						false


			1663									LN			64			10			false			10   them and you allowed them for other companies; is that a						false


			1664									LN			64			11			false			11   fair statement?						false


			1665									LN			64			12			false			12               MS. CHENG:						false


			1666									LN			64			13			false			13                   Yes.						false


			1667									LN			64			14			false			14               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1668									LN			64			15			false			15                   Okay.  Thank you.						false


			1669									LN			64			16			false			16               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1670									LN			64			17			false			17                   Any comments from the public concerning						false


			1671									LN			64			18			false			18   FMT Shipyard & Repair?						false


			1672									LN			64			19			false			19               (No response.)						false


			1673									LN			64			20			false			20               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1674									LN			64			21			false			21                   Motion made by Mr. Slone; seconded by						false


			1675									LN			64			22			false			22   Secretary Pierson.						false


			1676									LN			64			23			false			23                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			1677									LN			64			24			false			24                   (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			1678									LN			64			25			false			25               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1679									PG			65			0			false			page 65						false


			1680									LN			65			1			false			 1                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			1681									LN			65			2			false			 2               (No response.)						false


			1682									LN			65			3			false			 3               MS. CHENG:						false


			1683									LN			65			4			false			 4                   20141329, G.E.O. Heat Exchangers, LLC in						false


			1684									LN			65			5			false			 5   Iberville Parish.						false


			1685									LN			65			6			false			 6               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1686									LN			65			7			false			 7                   Any comments from the public concerning						false


			1687									LN			65			8			false			 8   G.E.O. Heat Exchangers?						false


			1688									LN			65			9			false			 9               (No response.)						false


			1689									LN			65			10			false			10               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1690									LN			65			11			false			11                   Is there a motion on the floor to						false


			1691									LN			65			12			false			12   approve this one?						false


			1692									LN			65			13			false			13                   Made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by Ms.						false


			1693									LN			65			14			false			14   Atkins.						false


			1694									LN			65			15			false			15                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			1695									LN			65			16			false			16                   (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			1696									LN			65			17			false			17               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1697									LN			65			18			false			18                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			1698									LN			65			19			false			19               (No response.)						false


			1699									LN			65			20			false			20               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1700									LN			65			21			false			21                   Motion carries.						false


			1701									LN			65			22			false			22               MS. CHENG:						false


			1702									LN			65			23			false			23                   20160175, Hood Container of Louisiana,						false


			1703									LN			65			24			false			24   LLC in West Feliciana Parish.						false


			1704									LN			65			25			false			25               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1705									PG			66			0			false			page 66						false


			1706									LN			66			1			false			 1                   Any comments from the public concerning						false


			1707									LN			66			2			false			 2   Hood Container of Louisiana?						false


			1708									LN			66			3			false			 3               (No response.)						false


			1709									LN			66			4			false			 4               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1710									LN			66			5			false			 5                   Is there a motion to approve?						false


			1711									LN			66			6			false			 6                   Made by Mr. Miller; seconded by						false


			1712									LN			66			7			false			 7   Mr. Williams.						false


			1713									LN			66			8			false			 8                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			1714									LN			66			9			false			 9                   (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			1715									LN			66			10			false			10               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1716									LN			66			11			false			11                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			1717									LN			66			12			false			12               (No response.)						false


			1718									LN			66			13			false			13               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1719									LN			66			14			false			14                   Motion carries.						false


			1720									LN			66			15			false			15               MS. CHENG:						false


			1721									LN			66			16			false			16                   20141572, Intralox, LLC in Jefferson						false


			1722									LN			66			17			false			17   Parish.						false


			1723									LN			66			18			false			18               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1724									LN			66			19			false			19                   Mr. Adley, I believe you have a question						false


			1725									LN			66			20			false			20   for Intralox.						false


			1726									LN			66			21			false			21               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1727									LN			66			22			false			22                   We do.						false


			1728									LN			66			23			false			23               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1729									LN			66			24			false			24                   Is there a representative from Intralox?						false


			1730									LN			66			25			false			25                   Please step forward.						false


			1731									PG			67			0			false			page 67						false


			1732									LN			67			1			false			 1               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1733									LN			67			2			false			 2                   Under the old rules, they also allow --						false


			1734									LN			67			3			false			 3   go ahead and identify yourself.  I'm sorry.						false


			1735									LN			67			4			false			 4               MS. RAYMOND:						false


			1736									LN			67			5			false			 5                   Deanne Raymond.  I'm the Director of Tax						false


			1737									LN			67			6			false			 6   for Laitram, and Intralox is one of our group of						false


			1738									LN			67			7			false			 7   companies.						false


			1739									LN			67			8			false			 8               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1740									LN			67			9			false			 9                   Deanne, I don't think the application is						false


			1741									LN			67			10			false			10   at risk.  I just want you to understand that, but under						false


			1742									LN			67			11			false			11   the old rules, they allow for software and hardware if						false


			1743									LN			67			12			false			12   it was in an office as part of a process to be included.						false


			1744									LN			67			13			false			13   Under the new rules, this has to be part of the process,						false


			1745									LN			67			14			false			14   something that's used into the manufacturing itself.  My						false


			1746									LN			67			15			false			15   question to you is, the software and hardware that you						false


			1747									LN			67			16			false			16   have purchased here, what is that for?						false


			1748									LN			67			17			false			17               MS. RAYMOND:						false


			1749									LN			67			18			false			18                   It's probably going to be difficult for						false


			1750									LN			67			19			false			19   me to look at this and say exactly what that's for.  I						false


			1751									LN			67			20			false			20   would probably have to go back to our IT people.  I						false


			1752									LN			67			21			false			21   mean, some of that is certainly used in the						false


			1753									LN			67			22			false			22   manufacturing because we have -- everything's robotic						false


			1754									LN			67			23			false			23   and computerized.						false


			1755									LN			67			24			false			24               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1756									LN			67			25			false			25                   If you go to a Timber mill, for instance						false


			1757									PG			68			0			false			page 68						false


			1758									LN			68			1			false			 1   they're going to sit there on the computer out on a line						false


			1759									LN			68			2			false			 2   and they're going to push a button to cut those logs a						false


			1760									LN			68			3			false			 3   certain way and they have a computer that's using						false


			1761									LN			68			4			false			 4   Windows 10 inside of the office, that would not be						false


			1762									LN			68			5			false			 5   allowed.  It will be allowed in the old rules, but will						false


			1763									LN			68			6			false			 6   not be allowed under the new rules.						false


			1764									LN			68			7			false			 7               MS. RAYMOND:						false


			1765									LN			68			8			false			 8                   Okay.  I understand what you're saying.						false


			1766									LN			68			9			false			 9               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1767									LN			68			10			false			10                   You don't really know what --						false


			1768									LN			68			11			false			11               MS. RAYMOND:						false


			1769									LN			68			12			false			12                   Specifically what this one is, I would						false


			1770									LN			68			13			false			13   have to go back and see, but certainly we use computers						false


			1771									LN			68			14			false			14   in the whole manufacturing process, which all of the						false


			1772									LN			68			15			false			15   injection and molding machines and the robotic equipment						false


			1773									LN			68			16			false			16   that goes along with that.						false


			1774									LN			68			17			false			17               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1775									LN			68			18			false			18                   And all of that certainly is approved						false


			1776									LN			68			19			false			19   with the new rules and the old rules.						false


			1777									LN			68			20			false			20               MS. RAYMOND:						false


			1778									LN			68			21			false			21                   Uh-huh.  What specifically --						false


			1779									LN			68			22			false			22               MS. ADLEY:						false


			1780									LN			68			23			false			23                   I only raise this, ma'am, so the						false


			1781									LN			68			24			false			24   committee can be, again, prepared when we get to this						false


			1782									LN			68			25			false			25   point under the new rules, if you walk in here with						false


			1783									PG			69			0			false			page 69						false


			1784									LN			69			1			false			 1   software and hardware, you're going to have to know the						false


			1785									LN			69			2			false			 2   difference because if it's sitting over there at an						false


			1786									LN			69			3			false			 3   office somewhere, it clearly does not meet the new						false


			1787									LN			69			4			false			 4   definition of manufacturing.						false


			1788									LN			69			5			false			 5               MS. RAYMOND:						false


			1789									LN			69			6			false			 6                   Okay.						false


			1790									LN			69			7			false			 7               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1791									LN			69			8			false			 8                   That's it.  Thank you, ma'am.						false


			1792									LN			69			9			false			 9               MS. RAYMOND:						false


			1793									LN			69			10			false			10                   Thank you.						false


			1794									LN			69			11			false			11               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1795									LN			69			12			false			12                   All right.  Any comments from the public						false


			1796									LN			69			13			false			13   concerning the Intralox application?						false


			1797									LN			69			14			false			14               (No response.)						false


			1798									LN			69			15			false			15               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1799									LN			69			16			false			16                   Is there a motion on the floor?						false


			1800									LN			69			17			false			17                   Made by Mr. Slone; seconded by						false


			1801									LN			69			18			false			18   Mr. Miller.						false


			1802									LN			69			19			false			19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			1803									LN			69			20			false			20               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			1804									LN			69			21			false			21               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1805									LN			69			22			false			22                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			1806									LN			69			23			false			23               (No response.)						false


			1807									LN			69			24			false			24               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1808									LN			69			25			false			25                   Motion carries.						false


			1809									PG			70			0			false			page 70						false


			1810									LN			70			1			false			 1               MS. CHENG:						false


			1811									LN			70			2			false			 2                   20140198A, Lubrication Technologies,						false


			1812									LN			70			3			false			 3   Inc. in Caddo Parish.						false


			1813									LN			70			4			false			 4               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1814									LN			70			5			false			 5                   All right.  Any comments from the public						false


			1815									LN			70			6			false			 6   concerning Lubrication Technologies?						false


			1816									LN			70			7			false			 7               (No response.)						false


			1817									LN			70			8			false			 8               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1818									LN			70			9			false			 9                   Is there a motion on the floor?						false


			1819									LN			70			10			false			10                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by						false


			1820									LN			70			11			false			11   Mayor Brasseaux.						false


			1821									LN			70			12			false			12                   All in favor -- oh, any comments from						false


			1822									LN			70			13			false			13   the Board, questions?						false


			1823									LN			70			14			false			14               (No response.)						false


			1824									LN			70			15			false			15               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1825									LN			70			16			false			16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			1826									LN			70			17			false			17               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			1827									LN			70			18			false			18               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1828									LN			70			19			false			19                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			1829									LN			70			20			false			20               (No response.)						false


			1830									LN			70			21			false			21               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1831									LN			70			22			false			22                   Motion carries.						false


			1832									LN			70			23			false			23               MS. CHENG:						false


			1833									LN			70			24			false			24                   20140198B, Lubrication Technologies,						false


			1834									LN			70			25			false			25   Inc. in Caddo Parish.						false


			1835									PG			71			0			false			page 71						false


			1836									LN			71			1			false			 1               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1837									LN			71			2			false			 2                   I will assume the same?						false


			1838									LN			71			3			false			 3                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson and seconded						false


			1839									LN			71			4			false			 4   by Mayor Brasseaux.						false


			1840									LN			71			5			false			 5                   Questions from the public, comments?						false


			1841									LN			71			6			false			 6               (No response.)						false


			1842									LN			71			7			false			 7               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1843									LN			71			8			false			 8                   Any questions from the Board members?						false


			1844									LN			71			9			false			 9               (No response.)						false


			1845									LN			71			10			false			10               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1846									LN			71			11			false			11                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			1847									LN			71			12			false			12                   (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			1848									LN			71			13			false			13               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1849									LN			71			14			false			14                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			1850									LN			71			15			false			15               (No response.)						false


			1851									LN			71			16			false			16               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1852									LN			71			17			false			17                   Motion carries.						false


			1853									LN			71			18			false			18               MS. CHENG:						false


			1854									LN			71			19			false			19                   Marathon Petroleum Company has requested						false


			1855									LN			71			20			false			20   they we defer 20131404.						false


			1856									LN			71			21			false			21               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1857									LN			71			22			false			22                   The only question, just if you -- I						false


			1858									LN			71			23			false			23   think you can answer it without getting them up here.						false


			1859									LN			71			24			false			24   When you see the word "revamp" in an application and						false


			1860									LN			71			25			false			25   there's no further description in what they do, what						false


			1861									PG			72			0			false			page 72						false


			1862									LN			72			1			false			 1   does that mean?						false


			1863									LN			72			2			false			 2               MS. CHENG:						false


			1864									LN			72			3			false			 3                   Which application would this be?						false


			1865									LN			72			4			false			 4               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1866									LN			72			5			false			 5                   On the Marathon.  Says that FCC revamp.						false


			1867									LN			72			6			false			 6   Does that mean they're maintaining it?  Does that mean						false


			1868									LN			72			7			false			 7   they're rebuilding it?  What does that mean?						false


			1869									LN			72			8			false			 8               MS. CHENG:						false


			1870									LN			72			9			false			 9                   I'm not sure, but I can ask them.						false


			1871									LN			72			10			false			10               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1872									LN			72			11			false			11                   That's all right.  Look, it's going to						false


			1873									LN			72			12			false			12   be approved because it's under the old rules.  I'm going						false


			1874									LN			72			13			false			13   to suggest to you that when we start moving the others						false


			1875									LN			72			14			false			14   through under the new rules, words like that, they're						false


			1876									LN			72			15			false			15   not going to mean anything unless you have a						false


			1877									LN			72			16			false			16   description.  A lot of these just don't have the						false


			1878									LN			72			17			false			17   description.						false


			1879									LN			72			18			false			18                   That's it, Mr. Chairman.  Thank you.						false


			1880									LN			72			19			false			19               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1881									LN			72			20			false			20                   Thank you, Mr. Adley.						false


			1882									LN			72			21			false			21               MS. CHENG:						false


			1883									LN			72			22			false			22                   20141452, Sasol Chemicals USA in						false


			1884									LN			72			23			false			23   Calcasieu Parish.						false


			1885									LN			72			24			false			24               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1886									LN			72			25			false			25                   I believe Mr. Adley has a question for						false


			1887									PG			73			0			false			page 73						false


			1888									LN			73			1			false			 1   Sasol.						false


			1889									LN			73			2			false			 2                   Is a there a representative for Sasol?						false


			1890									LN			73			3			false			 3               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1891									LN			73			4			false			 4                   Is this the second Marathon?						false


			1892									LN			73			5			false			 5               MS. CHENG:						false


			1893									LN			73			6			false			 6                   Marathon only has one.						false


			1894									LN			73			7			false			 7               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1895									LN			73			8			false			 8                   Sasol, please step forward and identify						false


			1896									LN			73			9			false			 9   yourself.						false


			1897									LN			73			10			false			10               MR. HAYES:						false


			1898									LN			73			11			false			11                   Michael Hayes, Manager of Government						false


			1899									LN			73			12			false			12   Relations for Sasol.						false


			1900									LN			73			13			false			13               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1901									LN			73			14			false			14                   Thank you.  Let me just ask the staff,						false


			1902									LN			73			15			false			15   in the past, under the old rules, you allowed R&D,						false


			1903									LN			73			16			false			16   research and development, to be part of the						false


			1904									LN			73			17			false			17   manufacturing process; is that right or wrong?						false


			1905									LN			73			18			false			18               MS. CHENG:						false


			1906									LN			73			19			false			19                   I believe everything was included and						false


			1907									LN			73			20			false			20   allowed at the manufacturing site.						false


			1908									LN			73			21			false			21               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1909									LN			73			22			false			22                   I didn't hear you, ma'am.						false


			1910									LN			73			23			false			23               MS. CHENG:						false


			1911									LN			73			24			false			24                   Everything at the manufacturing site.						false


			1912									LN			73			25			false			25               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1913									PG			74			0			false			page 74						false


			1914									LN			74			1			false			 1                   Whatever it was?						false


			1915									LN			74			2			false			 2               MS. CHENG:						false


			1916									LN			74			3			false			 3                   Yes.						false


			1917									LN			74			4			false			 4               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1918									LN			74			5			false			 5                   So when they say "the expansion of R&D						false


			1919									LN			74			6			false			 6   building for research and development that may be						false


			1920									LN			74			7			false			 7   outside of the manufacturing plant itself," you always						false


			1921									LN			74			8			false			 8   allowed that in the past?						false


			1922									LN			74			9			false			 9               MS. CHENG:						false


			1923									LN			74			10			false			10                   Yes.						false


			1924									LN			74			11			false			11               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1925									LN			74			12			false			12                   Okay.  And we're allowing it now, but I						false


			1926									LN			74			13			false			13   have to tell you, under the new rules, I don't think						false


			1927									LN			74			14			false			14   it's going to fit, so that you know going forward.						false


			1928									LN			74			15			false			15               MR. HAYES:						false


			1929									LN			74			16			false			16                   If I may, this particular R&D expansion						false


			1930									LN			74			17			false			17   is not pie-in-the-sky R&D.  This is very						false


			1931									LN			74			18			false			18   customer-process-driven R&D because we have some						false


			1932									LN			74			19			false			19   processes that can take alumina, for example, and change						false


			1933									LN			74			20			false			20   the properties of that alumina to suit what the customer						false


			1934									LN			74			21			false			21   needs.  So these are in the chemistry, working with a						false


			1935									LN			74			22			false			22   manufacturing process and the customers, to modify the						false


			1936									LN			74			23			false			23   properties of those molecules they're making so that						false


			1937									LN			74			24			false			24   they'll suit the process.  And so, to me, this type of						false


			1938									LN			74			25			false			25   R&D was one that we'd give serious consideration.						false


			1939									PG			75			0			false			page 75						false


			1940									LN			75			1			false			 1                   An example, one of the products that we						false


			1941									LN			75			2			false			 2   make, you know, if you remember, when photo paper for						false


			1942									LN			75			3			false			 3   computers, laser paper, was so expensive because it had						false


			1943									LN			75			4			false			 4   silver in it.  We were able to work with those						false


			1944									LN			75			5			false			 5   manufacturers of photo paper to modify the properties of						false


			1945									LN			75			6			false			 6   our alumina to be able to replace the silver in photo						false


			1946									LN			75			7			false			 7   paper.  So you went from something that you make jewelry						false


			1947									LN			75			8			false			 8   out of to something that's the functional equivalent of						false


			1948									LN			75			9			false			 9   dirt.  You know, that's how the process --						false


			1949									LN			75			10			false			10               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1950									LN			75			11			false			11                   I got that and it will certainly be						false


			1951									LN			75			12			false			12   approved today, but the truth of the matter is, you can						false


			1952									LN			75			13			false			13   be doing your R&D in London.						false


			1953									LN			75			14			false			14               MR. HAYES:						false


			1954									LN			75			15			false			15                   Not this R&D.  This R&D --						false


			1955									LN			75			16			false			16               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1956									LN			75			17			false			17                   I think the way the law works now,						false


			1957									LN			75			18			false			18   anything associated with R&D can be there.  Here's the						false


			1958									LN			75			19			false			19   best example I can give you:  When you move natural gas						false


			1959									LN			75			20			false			20   into your plant, and you do that over there, I'm sure,						false


			1960									LN			75			21			false			21   before it's moved in there, they move water out of the						false


			1961									LN			75			22			false			22   gas.						false


			1962									LN			75			23			false			23               MR. HAYES:						false


			1963									LN			75			24			false			24                   Right.						false


			1964									LN			75			25			false			25               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1965									PG			76			0			false			page 76						false


			1966									LN			76			1			false			 1                   Under what your theory is, all of that,						false


			1967									LN			76			2			false			 2   too, would be subject to manufacturing.						false


			1968									LN			76			3			false			 3               MR. HAYES:						false


			1969									LN			76			4			false			 4                   No, sir.  That would be quality						false


			1970									LN			76			5			false			 5   assurance and would be separate from the new rules.						false


			1971									LN			76			6			false			 6               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1972									LN			76			7			false			 7                   I got you.  Just from the Governor's						false


			1973									LN			76			8			false			 8   office, sir, whatever it's worth, certainly we're not						false


			1974									LN			76			9			false			 9   going to object to this one because it's under the old						false


			1975									LN			76			10			false			10   rules and R&D was clearly left out when we did the new						false


			1976									LN			76			11			false			11   rules.  Just so you know, it won't be there, at least						false


			1977									LN			76			12			false			12   from our office.						false


			1978									LN			76			13			false			13               MR. HAYES:						false


			1979									LN			76			14			false			14                   Okay.  I would like to be able to make						false


			1980									LN			76			15			false			15   the argument, though, in the future, if it's possible.						false


			1981									LN			76			16			false			16               MR. ADLEY:						false


			1982									LN			76			17			false			17                   We are right over there on the fourth						false


			1983									LN			76			18			false			18   floor.  Go over there and knock on his door.  He's						false


			1984									LN			76			19			false			19   looking for friends today.						false


			1985									LN			76			20			false			20               MR. HAYES:						false


			1986									LN			76			21			false			21                   You have a great staff here and they						false


			1987									LN			76			22			false			22   asked for those same details.						false


			1988									LN			76			23			false			23               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1989									LN			76			24			false			24                   So when you do this R&D, it is related						false


			1990									LN			76			25			false			25   to --						false


			1991									PG			77			0			false			page 77						false


			1992									LN			77			1			false			 1               MR. HAYES:						false


			1993									LN			77			2			false			 2                   Manufacturing.						false


			1994									LN			77			3			false			 3               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			1995									LN			77			4			false			 4                   -- manufacturing.  I mean, getting the						false


			1996									LN			77			5			false			 5   product to the customer specs, do you bill them for this						false


			1997									LN			77			6			false			 6   or is this part billed to the cost of the production of						false


			1998									LN			77			7			false			 7   the new material?						false


			1999									LN			77			8			false			 8               MR. HAYES:						false


			2000									LN			77			9			false			 9                   That's part of the service that we						false


			2001									LN			77			10			false			10   provide because if we're able to create new products by						false


			2002									LN			77			11			false			11   changing the properties of our existing products that						false


			2003									LN			77			12			false			12   suit the customer's manufacturing need, then we've						false


			2004									LN			77			13			false			13   satisfied our manufacturing need and then we've						false


			2005									LN			77			14			false			14   satisfied their need as a customer, and that's what this						false


			2006									LN			77			15			false			15   is all about.  So these R&D guys that are doing this						false


			2007									LN			77			16			false			16   work really are trying to modify the process to come up						false


			2008									LN			77			17			false			17   with a new brainstorm.  They're trying to make what we						false


			2009									LN			77			18			false			18   have work in various and different circumstances.						false


			2010									LN			77			19			false			19                   Another example is we make surfactants						false


			2011									LN			77			20			false			20   and we're using those surfactants in the hydraulic						false


			2012									LN			77			21			false			21   fracturing process, but not every surfactant works, but						false


			2013									LN			77			22			false			22   we're able to treat the properties of surfactants so						false


			2014									LN			77			23			false			23   that they will run the hydraulic fracturing process						false


			2015									LN			77			24			false			24   better to keep those cracks open, deliver the material						false


			2016									LN			77			25			false			25   that keeps the cracks open because the surfactants are						false


			2017									PG			78			0			false			page 78						false


			2018									LN			78			1			false			 1   able to work better.						false


			2019									LN			78			2			false			 2               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2020									LN			78			3			false			 3                   So, in my eyes, this might be more of a						false


			2021									LN			78			4			false			 4   customizing manufacturing --						false


			2022									LN			78			5			false			 5               MR. HAYES:						false


			2023									LN			78			6			false			 6                   Exactly.  Exactly.						false


			2024									LN			78			7			false			 7               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2025									LN			78			8			false			 8                   -- as opposed to R&D, because I think of						false


			2026									LN			78			9			false			 9   R&D, as you said, where the scientists are in there and						false


			2027									LN			78			10			false			10   they're trying to come up with a new widget, not taking						false


			2028									LN			78			11			false			11   an existing widget and making sure it works for the						false


			2029									LN			78			12			false			12   customer's needs.						false


			2030									LN			78			13			false			13               MR. HAYES:						false


			2031									LN			78			14			false			14                   Right.						false


			2032									LN			78			15			false			15               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2033									LN			78			16			false			16                   So, Mr. Adley, it may be different than						false


			2034									LN			78			17			false			17   R&D in the sense that a lot of people think of R&D.						false


			2035									LN			78			18			false			18   This is fine tuning a product, just like making sure						false


			2036									LN			78			19			false			19   that they're mixing it right, and, to me, it's part of						false


			2037									LN			78			20			false			20   manufacturing because once you get the chemistry right,						false


			2038									LN			78			21			false			21   then it flows into making that customer's product.						false


			2039									LN			78			22			false			22               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2040									LN			78			23			false			23                   I got it.  My advice to you is, if you						false


			2041									LN			78			24			false			24   want to tell that to somebody, go tell it to him,						false


			2042									LN			78			25			false			25   because I'm relaying to you what he has told me.  We do						false


			2043									PG			79			0			false			page 79						false


			2044									LN			79			1			false			 1   not believe that R&D, that a company goes and does on						false


			2045									LN			79			2			false			 2   the side to go make their profit, make their money, is						false


			2046									LN			79			3			false			 3   part of the manufacturing process.  It's not part of the						false


			2047									LN			79			4			false			 4   process of when you did your R&D and you said this is a						false


			2048									LN			79			5			false			 5   product I want to make, there's a manufacturing process						false


			2049									LN			79			6			false			 6   associated with that project, you go back and do some						false


			2050									LN			79			7			false			 7   more R&D and you say you want to make something else,						false


			2051									LN			79			8			false			 8   then you create another manufacturing facility, then						false


			2052									LN			79			9			false			 9   there's a manufacturing process for that one.						false


			2053									LN			79			10			false			10               MR. HAYES:						false


			2054									LN			79			11			false			11                   Thank you, sir.						false


			2055									LN			79			12			false			12               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2056									LN			79			13			false			13                   I think that's going to be his position.						false


			2057									LN			79			14			false			14   Until he tells me otherwise, that's -- I just wanted you						false


			2058									LN			79			15			false			15   to know that's where we are, and the rules, clearly the						false


			2059									LN			79			16			false			16   issue of R&D issue came up and we very clearly kept them						false


			2060									LN			79			17			false			17   out of the rules for that reason.						false


			2061									LN			79			18			false			18               MR. HAYES:						false


			2062									LN			79			19			false			19                   Understood.  Thank you, sir.						false


			2063									LN			79			20			false			20               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2064									LN			79			21			false			21                   Thank you for what you're doing in Lake						false


			2065									LN			79			22			false			22   Charles.  It's pretty phenomenal what y'all are doing.						false


			2066									LN			79			23			false			23               MR. HAYES:						false


			2067									LN			79			24			false			24                   We're pretty excited for Lake Charles						false


			2068									LN			79			25			false			25   and Louisiana.						false


			2069									PG			80			0			false			page 80						false


			2070									LN			80			1			false			 1               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2071									LN			80			2			false			 2                   Any other questions by the Board?						false


			2072									LN			80			3			false			 3               (No response.)						false


			2073									LN			80			4			false			 4               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2074									LN			80			5			false			 5                   Thank you, sir.						false


			2075									LN			80			6			false			 6                   Is there a motion on to the floor to						false


			2076									LN			80			7			false			 7   approve this application?						false


			2077									LN			80			8			false			 8               SECRETARY PIERSON:						false


			2078									LN			80			9			false			 9                   So moved.						false


			2079									LN			80			10			false			10               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2080									LN			80			11			false			11                   Made by Secretary Pierson; seconded by						false


			2081									LN			80			12			false			12   Mr. Fajardo.						false


			2082									LN			80			13			false			13                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			2083									LN			80			14			false			14               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			2084									LN			80			15			false			15               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2085									LN			80			16			false			16                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			2086									LN			80			17			false			17               (No response.)						false


			2087									LN			80			18			false			18               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2088									LN			80			19			false			19                   Motion carries.						false


			2089									LN			80			20			false			20               MS. CHENG:						false


			2090									LN			80			21			false			21                   20121255, SE Tylose Louisiana, LLC in						false


			2091									LN			80			22			false			22   Iberville Parish.						false


			2092									LN			80			23			false			23               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2093									LN			80			24			false			24                   Any questions on this one?						false


			2094									LN			80			25			false			25               (No response.)						false


			2095									PG			81			0			false			page 81						false


			2096									LN			81			1			false			 1               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2097									LN			81			2			false			 2                   Any comments from the public concerning						false


			2098									LN			81			3			false			 3   SE Tylose Louisiana?						false


			2099									LN			81			4			false			 4               (No response.)						false


			2100									LN			81			5			false			 5               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2101									LN			81			6			false			 6                   Is there a motion on the floor to						false


			2102									LN			81			7			false			 7   approve?						false


			2103									LN			81			8			false			 8                   Made by Mr. Wilson; seconded by						false


			2104									LN			81			9			false			 9   Mr. Fabra.						false


			2105									LN			81			10			false			10                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			2106									LN			81			11			false			11               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			2107									LN			81			12			false			12               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2108									LN			81			13			false			13                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			2109									LN			81			14			false			14               (No response.)						false


			2110									LN			81			15			false			15               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2111									LN			81			16			false			16                   Motion carries.						false


			2112									LN			81			17			false			17               MS. CHENG:						false


			2113									LN			81			18			false			18                   20141393, Shell Chemical						false


			2114									LN			81			19			false			19   Company-Ascension in Ascension Parish.						false


			2115									LN			81			20			false			20               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2116									LN			81			21			false			21                   All right.  I'm going to let you go						false


			2117									LN			81			22			false			22   ahead and read all of the Shells all at once.  Mr. Adley						false


			2118									LN			81			23			false			23   does have some questions for Shell.						false


			2119									LN			81			24			false			24               MS. CHENG:						false


			2120									LN			81			25			false			25                   20141217, Shell Chemical Company in						false


			2121									PG			82			0			false			page 82						false


			2122									LN			82			1			false			 1   Ascension Parish; 20131234, Shell Chemical Company in						false


			2123									LN			82			2			false			 2   Ascension Parish; 20130770, Shell Chemical Company, LP;						false


			2124									LN			82			3			false			 3   and 20141576, Shell Chemical Company, LP in St. Charles						false


			2125									LN			82			4			false			 4   Parish.						false


			2126									LN			82			5			false			 5               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2127									LN			82			6			false			 6                   Is there a representative from Shell						false


			2128									LN			82			7			false			 7   here?						false


			2129									LN			82			8			false			 8                   Please step forward and identify						false


			2130									LN			82			9			false			 9   yourself.						false


			2131									LN			82			10			false			10               MR. BAKER:						false


			2132									LN			82			11			false			11                   Good morning, Mr. Chairman.  Joe Baker						false


			2133									LN			82			12			false			12   with Shell Oil Company.  I manage the property taxes for						false


			2134									LN			82			13			false			13   Downstream assets in Louisiana.						false


			2135									LN			82			14			false			14               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2136									LN			82			15			false			15                   Only two quick questions.  In the first						false


			2137									LN			82			16			false			16   request you've got facilities who export ID to a mobile						false


			2138									LN			82			17			false			17   site and then to third properties, and then in another						false


			2139									LN			82			18			false			18   one, you've got railcar maintenance activities.  Are						false


			2140									LN			82			19			false			19   these on the site of the manufacturing facility or are						false


			2141									LN			82			20			false			20   they elsewhere?						false


			2142									LN			82			21			false			21               MR. BAKER:						false


			2143									LN			82			22			false			22                   They're on the site of the manufacturing						false


			2144									LN			82			23			false			23   facility, except your question regarding the mobile						false


			2145									LN			82			24			false			24   site, I'm going to have to find out for sure on that						false


			2146									LN			82			25			false			25   one.  I can't answer that.  But as far as the rail						false


			2147									PG			83			0			false			page 83						false


			2148									LN			83			1			false			 1   facilities, yes, sir, they're on site.						false


			2149									LN			83			2			false			 2               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2150									LN			83			3			false			 3                   We don't object to the approval of the						false


			2151									LN			83			4			false			 4   current ones that you have.  I would like to ask,						false


			2152									LN			83			5			false			 5   Mr. Chairman, that the staff to look at, insofar as						false


			2153									LN			83			6			false			 6   under the new rules, I want to sure -- as I remember it,						false


			2154									LN			83			7			false			 7   we made sure that anything dealing with further						false


			2155									LN			83			8			false			 8   marketing of a product was not part of the ITEP, and so						false


			2156									LN			83			9			false			 9   I'm trying to make sure that -- I think we used language						false


			2157									LN			83			10			false			10   to say that it had to be physically on the facility on						false


			2158									LN			83			11			false			11   that site.  Just find out for me and let me know later						false


			2159									LN			83			12			false			12   on this application and if you can get with them so I						false


			2160									LN			83			13			false			13   can find out exactly how this one works so I'll know for						false


			2161									LN			83			14			false			14   the future.						false


			2162									LN			83			15			false			15               MS. CHENG:						false


			2163									LN			83			16			false			16                   If it actually is mobile and does leave						false


			2164									LN			83			17			false			17   the facility, they'll have to take it off.  It's not						false


			2165									LN			83			18			false			18   eligible under current rules and it will be amended in						false


			2166									LN			83			19			false			19   the affidavit of current loss.						false


			2167									LN			83			20			false			20               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2168									LN			83			21			false			21                   If they're not mobile under the current						false


			2169									LN			83			22			false			22   law, it's not --						false


			2170									LN			83			23			false			23               MS. CHENG:						false


			2171									LN			83			24			false			24                   I looked at the assets and I didn't						false


			2172									LN			83			25			false			25   see -- they didn't seem like assets that could leave the						false


			2173									PG			84			0			false			page 84						false


			2174									LN			84			1			false			 1   facility, but we can check what this mobile site is.						false


			2175									LN			84			2			false			 2               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2176									LN			84			3			false			 3                   Let me just make sure.  You just said						false


			2177									LN			84			4			false			 4   something that I need to know.  Under current rules, the						false


			2178									LN			84			5			false			 5   old rules, mobile facilities are or are not allowed?						false


			2179									LN			84			6			false			 6               MS. CHENG:						false


			2180									LN			84			7			false			 7                   Are not.						false


			2181									LN			84			8			false			 8               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2182									LN			84			9			false			 9                   Well, on this application, you list a						false


			2183									LN			84			10			false			10   mobile site, a mobile site that's being shipped to be						false


			2184									LN			84			11			false			11   part of the investment dollars used in this application.						false


			2185									LN			84			12			false			12               MS. CHENG:						false


			2186									LN			84			13			false			13                   I believe so.						false


			2187									LN			84			14			false			14               MR. BAKER:						false


			2188									LN			84			15			false			15                   Mr. Adley, I can't answer that, but I						false


			2189									LN			84			16			false			16   apologize for not knowing that answer, but your question						false


			2190									LN			84			17			false			17   is valid.  I'll get back with Kristin and let her know						false


			2191									LN			84			18			false			18   if the application needs to be amended or what have you.						false


			2192									LN			84			19			false			19               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2193									LN			84			20			false			20                   Let me do this if I can.  Let me move						false


			2194									LN			84			21			false			21   for approval, Mr. Chairman, subject to them clarifying						false


			2195									LN			84			22			false			22   with staff that the mobile site is not included in the						false


			2196									LN			84			23			false			23   numbers being applied for for the ITEP.						false


			2197									LN			84			24			false			24               MS. CHENG:						false


			2198									LN			84			25			false			25                   If that is ineligible, it can be taken						false


			2199									PG			85			0			false			page 85						false


			2200									LN			85			1			false			 1   off at the point of them filing their affidavit of final						false


			2201									LN			85			2			false			 2   cost.						false


			2202									LN			85			3			false			 3               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2203									LN			85			4			false			 4                   All of these are subject to						false


			2204									LN			85			5			false			 5   qualifications in the end.  Even when you go out and do						false


			2205									LN			85			6			false			 6   an inspection, if you find out that something's mobile,						false


			2206									LN			85			7			false			 7   it gets removed from the contract and the assessors get						false


			2207									LN			85			8			false			 8   notified immediately that the assets did not qualify for						false


			2208									LN			85			9			false			 9   the program and everything needs to be adjusted.  So						false


			2209									LN			85			10			false			10   it's just part of the process.						false


			2210									LN			85			11			false			11               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2211									LN			85			12			false			12                   I need you to get back to me and try to						false


			2212									LN			85			13			false			13   clear it up if they're getting money for it.						false


			2213									LN			85			14			false			14                   Thank you.						false


			2214									LN			85			15			false			15               MR. BAKER:						false


			2215									LN			85			16			false			16                   Thank you, Mr. Adley.						false


			2216									LN			85			17			false			17               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2217									LN			85			18			false			18                   Seconded by -- motion was made by						false


			2218									LN			85			19			false			19   Mr. Adley to approve all of the Shell applications.						false


			2219									LN			85			20			false			20                   Are there any comments from the public?						false


			2220									LN			85			21			false			21                   Seconded was made by Dr. Wilson.						false


			2221									LN			85			22			false			22                   Any questions or further comments from						false


			2222									LN			85			23			false			23   the Board members?						false


			2223									LN			85			24			false			24               (No response.)						false


			2224									LN			85			25			false			25               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2225									PG			86			0			false			page 86						false


			2226									LN			86			1			false			 1                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			2227									LN			86			2			false			 2               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			2228									LN			86			3			false			 3               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2229									LN			86			4			false			 4                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			2230									LN			86			5			false			 5               (No response.)						false


			2231									LN			86			6			false			 6               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2232									LN			86			7			false			 7                   Motion carries.						false


			2233									LN			86			8			false			 8               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2234									LN			86			9			false			 9                   I would ask the staff, before you leave						false


			2235									LN			86			10			false			10   Shell, the Shell application -- I'm looking for the						false


			2236									LN			86			11			false			11   number.  I've got this sheet in front of me.  Let's see.						false


			2237									LN			86			12			false			12   The 20130770-ITE.						false


			2238									LN			86			13			false			13               MS. CHENG:						false


			2239									LN			86			14			false			14                   Okay.						false


			2240									LN			86			15			false			15               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2241									LN			86			16			false			16                   They make the statement that replacement						false


			2242									LN			86			17			false			17   costs have not been retired as part of Phase 1, and the						false


			2243									LN			86			18			false			18   Chairman's done a really good job of training me over						false


			2244									LN			86			19			false			19   time to know that whatever the initial ITEP was, when						false


			2245									LN			86			20			false			20   you're going to replace something, that's removed from						false


			2246									LN			86			21			false			21   what they're eligible for in the future, so what does it						false


			2247									LN			86			22			false			22   mean when they say that replacement costs have not been						false


			2248									LN			86			23			false			23   retired?  What does that mean?						false


			2249									LN			86			24			false			24               MS. CHENG:						false


			2250									LN			86			25			false			25                   So that asset is probably still on site,						false


			2251									PG			87			0			false			page 87						false


			2252									LN			87			1			false			 1   so it has not been retired yet, but when they file their						false


			2253									LN			87			2			false			 2   second phase of this application, they will reflect it						false


			2254									LN			87			3			false			 3   on that --						false


			2255									LN			87			4			false			 4               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2256									LN			87			5			false			 5                   But you took in benefit the cost of that						false


			2257									LN			87			6			false			 6   when you're granting this particular ITEP that they're						false


			2258									LN			87			7			false			 7   working on?  You're nodding your head.  You've done						false


			2259									LN			87			8			false			 8   that.  Okay.  Thank you.						false


			2260									LN			87			9			false			 9               MS. CHENG:						false


			2261									LN			87			10			false			10                   20151157, Surface Performance Group, LLC						false


			2262									LN			87			11			false			11   in Jefferson Parish.						false


			2263									LN			87			12			false			12               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2264									LN			87			13			false			13                   Are there any comments from the public						false


			2265									LN			87			14			false			14   concerning Surface Performance Group?						false


			2266									LN			87			15			false			15               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2267									LN			87			16			false			16                   Which one is it?						false


			2268									LN			87			17			false			17               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2269									LN			87			18			false			18                   Surface Performance Group, LLC.						false


			2270									LN			87			19			false			19               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2271									LN			87			20			false			20                   Is this the one that does the surface						false


			2272									LN			87			21			false			21   coating and repair?						false


			2273									LN			87			22			false			22               MS. CHENG:						false


			2274									LN			87			23			false			23                   Yes, sir.						false


			2275									LN			87			24			false			24               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2276									LN			87			25			false			25                   Yes.						false


			2277									PG			88			0			false			page 88						false


			2278									LN			88			1			false			 1               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2279									LN			88			2			false			 2                   Is there a representative --						false


			2280									LN			88			3			false			 3               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2281									LN			88			4			false			 4                   I need to know from the manufacturer.						false


			2282									LN			88			5			false			 5               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2283									LN			88			6			false			 6                   Is there a representative from --						false


			2284									LN			88			7			false			 7               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2285									LN			88			8			false			 8                   I knew I'd get you here sooner or later.						false


			2286									LN			88			9			false			 9               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2287									LN			88			10			false			10                   Please step forward and identify						false


			2288									LN			88			11			false			11   yourself.						false


			2289									LN			88			12			false			12               MR. ZATARAIN:						false


			2290									LN			88			13			false			13                   Chuck Zatarain.  I represent Surface						false


			2291									LN			88			14			false			14   Performance Group.  Nice to see everybody again.						false


			2292									LN			88			15			false			15               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2293									LN			88			16			false			16                   And you're the gentleman who pointed out						false


			2294									LN			88			17			false			17   to me that every meeting, you get called up here by me						false


			2295									LN			88			18			false			18   at the start the meeting; is that right?						false


			2296									LN			88			19			false			19               MR. ZATARAIN:						false


			2297									LN			88			20			false			20                   Yes, sir.  You're very consistent with						false


			2298									LN			88			21			false			21   that.						false


			2299									LN			88			22			false			22               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2300									LN			88			23			false			23                   And I explained to you, without me, you						false


			2301									LN			88			24			false			24   wouldn't have a job; is that --						false


			2302									LN			88			25			false			25               MR. ZATARAIN:						false


			2303									PG			89			0			false			page 89						false


			2304									LN			89			1			false			 1                   You sure did.						false


			2305									LN			89			2			false			 2               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2306									LN			89			3			false			 3                   So the surface coating and repair, I'm						false


			2307									LN			89			4			false			 4   trying to understand how that's part of the						false


			2308									LN			89			5			false			 5   manufacturing process or is that in the building of the						false


			2309									LN			89			6			false			 6   facility itself?  What is it?						false


			2310									LN			89			7			false			 7               MR. ZATARAIN:						false


			2311									LN			89			8			false			 8                   It is a repair service, coating, and						false


			2312									LN			89			9			false			 9   they also put together small tools.  It's a family-owned						false


			2313									LN			89			10			false			10   business, a husband and wife, at this operation in						false


			2314									LN			89			11			false			11   Jefferson Parish.  They service the chemical plants up						false


			2315									LN			89			12			false			12   and down the river.  They operate seven days a week.						false


			2316									LN			89			13			false			13   When somebody comes in with a piece of equipment that						false


			2317									LN			89			14			false			14   needs to be repaired quickly, they repair it.  If they						false


			2318									LN			89			15			false			15   have to grind it down or change it up, make it surface						false


			2319									LN			89			16			false			16   to perform something else, they can do it on the spot.						false


			2320									LN			89			17			false			17   They also take broken down pieces of equipment and are						false


			2321									LN			89			18			false			18   asked to make them a new one.  It's what they do.  And						false


			2322									LN			89			19			false			19   it's there terrific operation.						false


			2323									LN			89			20			false			20                   They have about eight employees at the						false


			2324									LN			89			21			false			21   initial site.  They are landlocked in Jefferson Parish,						false


			2325									LN			89			22			false			22   so they built a new manufacturing facility and building						false


			2326									LN			89			23			false			23   and also new equipment and doubled their payroll.  So						false


			2327									LN			89			24			false			24   they're very essential to the chemical industry up and						false


			2328									LN			89			25			false			25   down the plant (sic).						false


			2329									PG			90			0			false			page 90						false


			2330									LN			90			1			false			 1                   So they manufacture by grinding,						false


			2331									LN			90			2			false			 2   coating, resurfacing and also putting together new						false


			2332									LN			90			3			false			 3   pieces of equipment from the broken pieces of equipment.						false


			2333									LN			90			4			false			 4               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2334									LN			90			5			false			 5                   Thank you.						false


			2335									LN			90			6			false			 6               MR. ZATARAIN:						false


			2336									LN			90			7			false			 7                   Yes, sir.						false


			2337									LN			90			8			false			 8               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2338									LN			90			9			false			 9                   Any other questions for Mr. Zatarain?						false


			2339									LN			90			10			false			10               (No response.)						false


			2340									LN			90			11			false			11               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2341									LN			90			12			false			12                   The motion is made by Mr. Slone to						false


			2342									LN			90			13			false			13   approve the application; seconded by Ms. Malone.						false


			2343									LN			90			14			false			14                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			2344									LN			90			15			false			15                   (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			2345									LN			90			16			false			16               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2346									LN			90			17			false			17                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			2347									LN			90			18			false			18                   (No response.)						false


			2348									LN			90			19			false			19               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2349									LN			90			20			false			20                   Motion carries.						false


			2350									LN			90			21			false			21                   Thank you, Mr. Zatarain.						false


			2351									LN			90			22			false			22               MS. CHENG:						false


			2352									LN			90			23			false			23                   20140991, Union Carbide Corporation in						false


			2353									LN			90			24			false			24   St. Charles Parish.						false


			2354									LN			90			25			false			25               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2355									PG			91			0			false			page 91						false


			2356									LN			91			1			false			 1                   I believe we have a question for Union						false


			2357									LN			91			2			false			 2   Carbide.  Is there a representative from Union Carbide?						false


			2358									LN			91			3			false			 3                   Please step forward.						false


			2359									LN			91			4			false			 4               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2360									LN			91			5			false			 5                   And you'll be glad to know it's the last						false


			2361									LN			91			6			false			 6   question I've got in this group of stuff.  It makes be						false


			2362									LN			91			7			false			 7   happy and you happy, too.						false


			2363									LN			91			8			false			 8               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2364									LN			91			9			false			 9                   Please identify yourself.						false


			2365									LN			91			10			false			10               MR. FAUCHEUX:						false


			2366									LN			91			11			false			11                   Tommy Faucheux, Government Affairs.						false


			2367									LN			91			12			false			12               MS. DAIGLE:						false


			2368									LN			91			13			false			13                   Rona Daigle, Lead Tax Manager, DOW.						false


			2369									LN			91			14			false			14               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2370									LN			91			15			false			15                   Mr. Adley.						false


			2371									LN			91			16			false			16               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2372									LN			91			17			false			17                   The installation of electrical						false


			2373									LN			91			18			false			18   substation, have you created some kind of cogent or						false


			2374									LN			91			19			false			19   something, is that what's going on out there?  What is						false


			2375									LN			91			20			false			20   this about?						false


			2376									LN			91			21			false			21               MS. DAIGLE:						false


			2377									LN			91			22			false			22                   This is a substation, power-to-water						false


			2378									LN			91			23			false			23   treatment plant.						false


			2379									LN			91			24			false			24               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2380									LN			91			25			false			25                   Prior to doing this, where did you get						false


			2381									PG			92			0			false			page 92						false


			2382									LN			92			1			false			 1   your power from?						false


			2383									LN			92			2			false			 2               MS.						false


			2384									LN			92			3			false			 3                   We have other substations.  This one's						false


			2385									LN			92			4			false			 4   for improvement and upgrade for future water treatment.						false


			2386									LN			92			5			false			 5               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2387									LN			92			6			false			 6                   I got you.  So it wasn't coming from a						false


			2388									LN			92			7			false			 7   private investor-owned facility from day one; you've						false


			2389									LN			92			8			false			 8   always created your own substations; is that what you're						false


			2390									LN			92			9			false			 9   telling me?						false


			2391									LN			92			10			false			10               MS. DAIGLE:						false


			2392									LN			92			11			false			11                   This is our own substation, yes, and our						false


			2393									LN			92			12			false			12   own --						false


			2394									LN			92			13			false			13               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2395									LN			92			14			false			14                   And so the only question I have for						false


			2396									LN			92			15			false			15   staff, I need to better understand this.  I noted since						false


			2397									LN			92			16			false			16   we've been here, Entergy will always have many various						false


			2398									LN			92			17			false			17   applications as they come in and they build power						false


			2399									LN			92			18			false			18   facilities for the plants and they apply for ITEP.  What						false


			2400									LN			92			19			false			19   happens if you have one of those facilities where you						false


			2401									LN			92			20			false			20   have the investor-owner comes in, provides the power and						false


			2402									LN			92			21			false			21   then decides to build a substation and Entergy Group no						false


			2403									LN			92			22			false			22   longer is providing the power and you're eight into the						false


			2404									LN			92			23			false			23   ITEP or, say, six years, what happens?						false


			2405									LN			92			24			false			24               MS. CHENG:						false


			2406									LN			92			25			false			25                   If it's not --						false


			2407									PG			93			0			false			page 93						false


			2408									LN			93			1			false			 1               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2409									LN			93			2			false			 2                   Do they no longer continue the ITEP?						false


			2410									LN			93			3			false			 3               MS. CHENG:						false


			2411									LN			93			4			false			 4                   If they're no longer -- if Entergy is						false


			2412									LN			93			5			false			 5   not being used, it would be --						false


			2413									LN			93			6			false			 6               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2414									LN			93			7			false			 7                   It would be disqualified?						false


			2415									LN			93			8			false			 8               MS. CHENG:						false


			2416									LN			93			9			false			 9                   It would be canceled.  The company would						false


			2417									LN			93			10			false			10   come to us and say to cancel it.						false


			2418									LN			93			11			false			11               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2419									LN			93			12			false			12                   That's what I want to know.  Thank you.						false


			2420									LN			93			13			false			13               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2421									LN			93			14			false			14                   Any other questions for Union Carbide?						false


			2422									LN			93			15			false			15               (No response.)						false


			2423									LN			93			16			false			16               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2424									LN			93			17			false			17                   Motion by Mr. Slone; seconded by Ms.						false


			2425									LN			93			18			false			18   Atkins.						false


			2426									LN			93			19			false			19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			2427									LN			93			20			false			20               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			2428									LN			93			21			false			21               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2429									LN			93			22			false			22                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			2430									LN			93			23			false			23               (No response.)						false


			2431									LN			93			24			false			24               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2432									LN			93			25			false			25                   Motion carries.						false


			2433									PG			94			0			false			page 94						false


			2434									LN			94			1			false			 1                   I believe you can read the last three						false


			2435									LN			94			2			false			 2   together.						false


			2436									LN			94			3			false			 3               MS. CHENG:						false


			2437									LN			94			4			false			 4                   Okay.  20130801, Westlake Petrochemical,						false


			2438									LN			94			5			false			 5   LLC in Calcasieu Parish; 20131140, Westlake Polymers, LP						false


			2439									LN			94			6			false			 6   in Calcasieu Parish; and 20160037, Williams Olefins, LLC						false


			2440									LN			94			7			false			 7   in Ascension Parish.						false


			2441									LN			94			8			false			 8               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2442									LN			94			9			false			 9                   Any comments from the public concerning						false


			2443									LN			94			10			false			10   these three applications?						false


			2444									LN			94			11			false			11               (No response.)						false


			2445									LN			94			12			false			12               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2446									LN			94			13			false			13                   Is there a motion to approve these						false


			2447									LN			94			14			false			14   three?						false


			2448									LN			94			15			false			15                   Made by Mr. Williams; seconded by Mr.						false


			2449									LN			94			16			false			16   Fajardo.						false


			2450									LN			94			17			false			17                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			2451									LN			94			18			false			18               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			2452									LN			94			19			false			19               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2453									LN			94			20			false			20                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			2454									LN			94			21			false			21               (No response.)						false


			2455									LN			94			22			false			22               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2456									LN			94			23			false			23                   Motion carries.						false


			2457									LN			94			24			false			24               MS. CHENG:						false


			2458									LN			94			25			false			25                   Now we have the new applications that						false


			2459									PG			95			0			false			page 95						false


			2460									LN			95			1			false			 1   were received prior to the executive order being issued						false


			2461									LN			95			2			false			 2   on 6/24/16, but they do not have an advanced						false


			2462									LN			95			3			false			 3   notification.						false


			2463									LN			95			4			false			 4               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2464									LN			95			5			false			 5                   So these are MCAs received prior to the						false


			2465									LN			95			6			false			 6   executive order issuance?						false


			2466									LN			95			7			false			 7               MS. CHENG:						false


			2467									LN			95			8			false			 8                   Yes.						false


			2468									LN			95			9			false			 9               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2469									LN			95			10			false			10                   All right.						false


			2470									LN			95			11			false			11               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2471									LN			95			12			false			12                   So the work and receipt was all prior to						false


			2472									LN			95			13			false			13   the executive order on these?						false


			2473									LN			95			14			false			14               MS. CHENG:						false


			2474									LN			95			15			false			15                   Yes.						false


			2475									LN			95			16			false			16                   20161240, Bayou Companies, LLC in Iberia						false


			2476									LN			95			17			false			17   parish.						false


			2477									LN			95			18			false			18               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2478									LN			95			19			false			19                   All right.  Any comments from the public						false


			2479									LN			95			20			false			20   concerning Bayou Companies, LLC?						false


			2480									LN			95			21			false			21               (No response.)						false


			2481									LN			95			22			false			22               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2482									LN			95			23			false			23                   Comments from the Board?						false


			2483									LN			95			24			false			24               (No response.)						false


			2484									LN			95			25			false			25               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2485									PG			96			0			false			page 96						false


			2486									LN			96			1			false			 1                   Is there a motion to approve these MCAs						false


			2487									LN			96			2			false			 2   that were filed prior to issuance of the executive						false


			2488									LN			96			3			false			 3   order?						false


			2489									LN			96			4			false			 4                   Oh, I'm sorry, couple of comments from						false


			2490									LN			96			5			false			 5   the public.  Well, kind of public.  One from the public						false


			2491									LN			96			6			false			 6   and one from LED staff.  We'll start with LED staff.						false


			2492									LN			96			7			false			 7   Please identify yourself.						false


			2493									LN			96			8			false			 8               MR. HOUSE:						false


			2494									LN			96			9			false			 9                   Richard House, Counsel for Economic						false


			2495									LN			96			10			false			10   Development.						false


			2496									LN			96			11			false			11                   These are MCAs prior to June 24th.  The						false


			2497									LN			96			12			false			12   issue is whether or not they have jobs.  If they have						false


			2498									LN			96			13			false			13   jobs, then they should be approved.  If they don't have						false


			2499									LN			96			14			false			14   jobs, then under the executive order, they should not be						false


			2500									LN			96			15			false			15   approved.						false


			2501									LN			96			16			false			16               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2502									LN			96			17			false			17                   Richard, clarify this for us.  When I						false


			2503									LN			96			18			false			18   came over today, I was told clearly by the fourth floor						false


			2504									LN			96			19			false			19   that that is their position.  I wanted to make sure						false


			2505									LN			96			20			false			20   about that.  There were a group of these that came in						false


			2506									LN			96			21			false			21   prior to, but they weren't received till after 6/24.						false


			2507									LN			96			22			false			22               MS. CHENG:						false


			2508									LN			96			23			false			23                   No.  These --						false


			2509									LN			96			24			false			24               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2510									LN			96			25			false			25                   You're telling me it makes no different,						false


			2511									PG			97			0			false			page 97						false


			2512									LN			97			1			false			 1   makes no difference when they're received?						false


			2513									LN			97			2			false			 2               MR. HOUSE:						false


			2514									LN			97			3			false			 3                   No.  These are prior to June 24th.  They						false


			2515									LN			97			4			false			 4   were received prior to -- the ones you're considering						false


			2516									LN			97			5			false			 5   now were received prior to June 24th.						false


			2517									LN			97			6			false			 6               MR. WINDHAM:						false
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			2520									LN			97			9			false			 9                   Of 2016.						false


			2521									LN			97			10			false			10                   Under the executive order, regarding						false


			2522									LN			97			11			false			11   MCAs, Miscellaneous Capital Additions, if they have						false


			2523									LN			97			12			false			12   jobs, then they're subject to our approval.						false


			2524									LN			97			13			false			13               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2525									LN			97			14			false			14                   Regardless of whether they were before						false


			2526									LN			97			15			false			15   or after 6/24 or not?						false


			2527									LN			97			16			false			16               MR. HOUSE:						false


			2528									LN			97			17			false			17                   No, sir.  They were before June 24th.						false


			2529									LN			97			18			false			18               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2530									LN			97			19			false			19                   I'm sorry.  You --						false


			2531									LN			97			20			false			20               MR. HOUSE:						false


			2532									LN			97			21			false			21                   These were all applications before June						false


			2533									LN			97			22			false			22   24th, 2016.						false


			2534									LN			97			23			false			23               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2535									LN			97			24			false			24                   So your position would be if they had						false


			2536									LN			97			25			false			25   zero jobs, we would approve them?						false
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			2539									LN			98			2			false			 2                   No.  My position would be if they have						false


			2540									LN			98			3			false			 3   zero jobs, you would not approve them under the						false


			2541									LN			98			4			false			 4   executive order.  If they have jobs, you would approve						false


			2542									LN			98			5			false			 5   them under the executive order.						false
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			2544									LN			98			7			false			 7                   So it is your position that all of these						false


			2545									LN			98			8			false			 8   before us that have no jobs, whether they were received						false


			2546									LN			98			9			false			 9   before or after 6/24, would not be approved by the						false


			2547									LN			98			10			false			10   executive order?						false


			2548									LN			98			11			false			11               MR. HOUSE:						false


			2549									LN			98			12			false			12                   Correct.  If they're Miscellaneous						false


			2550									LN			98			13			false			13   Capital Additions, that's correct.						false


			2551									LN			98			14			false			14               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2552									LN			98			15			false			15                   Secretary Pierson.						false


			2553									LN			98			16			false			16               SECRETARY PIERSON:						false


			2554									LN			98			17			false			17                   Just as a point of clarification, the						false


			2555									LN			98			18			false			18   two gateways are approval by the Board and the						false


			2556									LN			98			19			false			19   Governor's signature.						false


			2557									LN			98			20			false			20               MR. HOUSE:						false
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			2565									LN			99			2			false			 2   his executive order says it will not pass his desk.						false


			2566									LN			99			3			false			 3               MR. HOUSE:						false


			2567									LN			99			4			false			 4                   That's correct.  So if you believe that						false


			2568									LN			99			5			false			 5   he will not sign it and you want to follow that						false


			2569									LN			99			6			false			 6   indication, as I think that's been done in the past on a						false


			2570									LN			99			7			false			 7   number of different issues, then you should do that.  We						false


			2571									LN			99			8			false			 8   are having new rules that I hope will be promulgated						false


			2572									LN			99			9			false			 9   today that will align these things.						false


			2573									LN			99			10			false			10               SECRETARY PIERSON:						false


			2574									LN			99			11			false			11                   But it was prior to that point in time,						false


			2575									LN			99			12			false			12   so that's part of the difficulty we face that those						false


			2576									LN			99			13			false			13   applicants that had no knowledge of a pending EO.						false


			2577									LN			99			14			false			14               MR. HOUSE:						false


			2578									LN			99			15			false			15                   Well, before June 24th, the applications						false


			2579									LN			99			16			false			16   you're considering in this part of the agenda were filed						false


			2580									LN			99			17			false			17   before June 24th.  Some have jobs, and under the						false


			2581									LN			99			18			false			18   executive order, if you approve these, the Governor will						false


			2582									LN			99			19			false			19   sign those contracts.						false


			2583									LN			99			20			false			20                   Others do not have jobs, and the						false


			2584									LN			99			21			false			21   Governor has indicated in his executive order that he						false


			2585									LN			99			22			false			22   will not sign those contracts.  We're not discussing						false


			2586									LN			99			23			false			23   after June 24th yet.  We're just discussing before June						false


			2587									LN			99			24			false			24   24th.						false


			2588									LN			99			25			false			25               SECRETARY PIERSON:						false
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			2592									LN			100			3			false			 3                   But this is all '16.  Not this year's						false


			2593									LN			100			4			false			 4   MCAs.						false


			2594									LN			100			5			false			 5               MR. HOUSE:						false


			2595									LN			100			6			false			 6                   Well, it's not June 24th, 2017 yet.						false


			2596									LN			100			7			false			 7               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2597									LN			100			8			false			 8                   Right.  These are --						false


			2598									LN			100			9			false			 9               MR. HOUSE:						false


			2599									LN			100			10			false			10                   Under the executive order as of June						false


			2600									LN			100			11			false			11   24th, 2016 is the issue.  These were filed before June						false


			2601									LN			100			12			false			12   24th, 2016.  They have jobs.  If these MCAs have jobs,						false


			2602									LN			100			13			false			13   the Governor has indicated in his executive order that						false


			2603									LN			100			14			false			14   he will sign those contracts.  If they do not have jobs,						false


			2604									LN			100			15			false			15   even if they're before June 24th, 2016, he's indicated						false


			2605									LN			100			16			false			16   in his executive order that we will not sign them.						false


			2606									LN			100			17			false			17               MR. WINDHAM:						false
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			2608									LN			100			19			false			19                   Mr. Bagert.						false


			2609									LN			100			20			false			20               MR. BAGERT:						false


			2610									LN			100			21			false			21                   I'm in the rare and exciting position to						false


			2611									LN			100			22			false			22   agree completely with Mr. House and underline the fact						false


			2612									LN			100			23			false			23   of what he said.  I would also just point out that this						false
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			2618									LN			101			3			false			 3   were considered eligible, and that has been established						false
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			2623									LN			101			8			false			 8   order, that between -- there are only two companies on						false
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			2627									LN			101			12			false			12   page.  There are nine.						false
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			2638									LN			101			23			false			23   order, that we would only approve -- at least expect the						false


			2639									LN			101			24			false			24   Governor's signature, we would approve those four and						false
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			2703									LN			104			10			false			10   advanced notifications going forward in the future.						false


			2704									LN			104			11			false			11   With respect to advanced notifications going forward in						false


			2705									LN			104			12			false			12   the future, you have new, direct jobs at a facility						false


			2706									LN			104			13			false			13   caused by either new construction or an addition, or you						false


			2707									LN			104			14			false			14   can have a compelling reason that capital improvements						false


			2708									LN			104			15			false			15   will retain jobs at that facility.  So that's a totally						false


			2709									LN			104			16			false			16   different area.						false


			2710									LN			104			17			false			17               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2711									LN			104			18			false			18                   Well, to make it simple, I'd like to						false


			2712									LN			104			19			false			19   first move that we defer -- was it Great Raft Brewing						false


			2713									LN			104			20			false			20   that had an issue?						false


			2714									LN			104			21			false			21               MS. CHENG:						false


			2715									LN			104			22			false			22                   Yes, sir.						false


			2716									LN			104			23			false			23               MR. ADLEY:						false


			2717									LN			104			24			false			24                   I'd like to move to defer.						false


			2718									LN			104			25			false			25               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2719									PG			105			0			false			page 105						false


			2720									LN			105			1			false			 1                   Motion made by Mr. Adley to defer Great						false


			2721									LN			105			2			false			 2   Raft; second by Mr. Williams.						false


			2722									LN			105			3			false			 3                   Any further discussion on the deferral?						false


			2723									LN			105			4			false			 4               (No response.)						false


			2724									LN			105			5			false			 5               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			2725									LN			105			6			false			 6                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			2726									LN			105			7			false			 7               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			2727									LN			105			8			false			 8               MR. WINDHAM:						false
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			3244									LN			125			5			false			 5                   We didn't actually take a vote on that.						false


			3245									LN			125			6			false			 6               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3246									LN			125			7			false			 7                   That's when Mr. Allison started talking						false


			3247									LN			125			8			false			 8   in general.						false


			3248									LN			125			9			false			 9                   So that's a substitute motion.						false


			3249									LN			125			10			false			10               MR. BARHAM:						false


			3250									LN			125			11			false			11                   The remaining four --						false


			3251									LN			125			12			false			12               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3252									LN			125			13			false			13                   Remaining four.						false


			3253									LN			125			14			false			14               MR. BARHAM:						false


			3254									LN			125			15			false			15                   -- that have the job creation at issue						false


			3255									LN			125			16			false			16   and their circumstance and the application time, we						false


			3256									LN			125			17			false			17   allow them to come talk to us.						false


			3257									LN			125			18			false			18               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3258									LN			125			19			false			19                   Seconded by Mr. Slone.						false


			3259									LN			125			20			false			20                   All in favor of that motion, indicate						false


			3260									LN			125			21			false			21   with an "aye."						false


			3261									LN			125			22			false			22               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			3262									LN			125			23			false			23               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3263									LN			125			24			false			24                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			3264									LN			125			25			false			25               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3265									PG			126			0			false			page 126						false


			3266									LN			126			1			false			 1                   Nay.						false


			3267									LN			126			2			false			 2               MR. COLEMAN:						false


			3268									LN			126			3			false			 3                   Nay.						false


			3269									LN			126			4			false			 4               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3270									LN			126			5			false			 5                   Make sure that the record is clear that						false


			3271									LN			126			6			false			 6   Major Coleman and Mr. Adley are nays.						false


			3272									LN			126			7			false			 7               MR. ADLEY:						false


			3273									LN			126			8			false			 8                   I'm going to try my best to follow that						false


			3274									LN			126			9			false			 9   executive order, and y'all have to do whatever you deem						false


			3275									LN			126			10			false			10   is appropriate.  I get that.  I don't have a problem						false


			3276									LN			126			11			false			11   with that at all, but I do want to be recorded as no						false


			3277									LN			126			12			false			12   because at some point -- I think you're right,						false


			3278									LN			126			13			false			13   Mr. House.  I mean, sooner or later, you can't just --						false


			3279									LN			126			14			false			14   we can't coming in here and just keep coming and keep						false


			3280									LN			126			15			false			15   doing it, so I'm just going to vote not.						false


			3281									LN			126			16			false			16               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3282									LN			126			17			false			17                   And, also, Mr. Coleman, Major Coleman,						false


			3283									LN			126			18			false			18   voted no.						false


			3284									LN			126			19			false			19               MR. COLEMAN:						false


			3285									LN			126			20			false			20                   Yes, I did.						false


			3286									LN			126			21			false			21               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3287									LN			126			22			false			22                   All right.						false


			3288									LN			126			23			false			23               MR. FABRA:						false


			3289									LN			126			24			false			24                   Let thee record reflect that I voted no						false


			3290									LN			126			25			false			25   as well.						false


			3291									PG			127			0			false			page 127						false


			3292									LN			127			1			false			 1               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3293									LN			127			2			false			 2                   I'm sorry.  Mr. Fabra voted no also.						false


			3294									LN			127			3			false			 3                   Anything else?  I'm sorry.  I guess we						false


			3295									LN			127			4			false			 4   should do a rollcall vote, please, Mr. Favaloro.						false


			3296									LN			127			5			false			 5               MR. FAVALORO:						false


			3297									LN			127			6			false			 6                   Mr. Barham.						false


			3298									LN			127			7			false			 7               MR. BARHAM:						false


			3299									LN			127			8			false			 8                   Yes.						false


			3300									LN			127			9			false			 9               MR. FAVALORO:						false


			3301									LN			127			10			false			10                   Millie Atkins.						false


			3302									LN			127			11			false			11               MS. ATKINS:						false


			3303									LN			127			12			false			12                   Yes.						false


			3304									LN			127			13			false			13                   For clarification, are we voting on						false


			3305									LN			127			14			false			14   deferment.						false


			3306									LN			127			15			false			15               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3307									LN			127			16			false			16                   Deferment.						false


			3308									LN			127			17			false			17               MS. ATKINS:						false


			3309									LN			127			18			false			18                   I vote yes.						false


			3310									LN			127			19			false			19               MR. FAVALORO:						false


			3311									LN			127			20			false			20                   I'm sorry?						false


			3312									LN			127			21			false			21               MS. ATKINS:						false


			3313									LN			127			22			false			22                   Yes.						false


			3314									LN			127			23			false			23               MR. FAVALORO:						false


			3315									LN			127			24			false			24                   Mayor Brasseaux.						false


			3316									LN			127			25			false			25               MAYOR BRASSEAUX:						false


			3317									PG			128			0			false			page 128						false


			3318									LN			128			1			false			 1                   Yes.						false


			3319									LN			128			2			false			 2               MR. FAVALORO:						false


			3320									LN			128			3			false			 3                   Representative Carmody.						false


			3321									LN			128			4			false			 4               MR. CARMODY:						false


			3322									LN			128			5			false			 5                   Yes.						false


			3323									LN			128			6			false			 6               MR. FAVALORO:						false


			3324									LN			128			7			false			 7                   Major Coleman.						false


			3325									LN			128			8			false			 8               MR. COLEMAN:						false


			3326									LN			128			9			false			 9                   No.						false


			3327									LN			128			10			false			10               MR. FAVALORO:						false


			3328									LN			128			11			false			11                   Ricky Fabra.						false


			3329									LN			128			12			false			12               MR. FABRA:						false


			3330									LN			128			13			false			13                   No.						false


			3331									LN			128			14			false			14               MR. FAVALORO:						false


			3332									LN			128			15			false			15                   Mr. Fajardo.						false


			3333									LN			128			16			false			16               MR. FAJARDO:						false


			3334									LN			128			17			false			17                   No.						false


			3335									LN			128			18			false			18               MR. FAVALORO:						false


			3336									LN			128			19			false			19                   Heather Malone.						false


			3337									LN			128			20			false			20               MS. MALONE:						false


			3338									LN			128			21			false			21                   Yes.						false


			3339									LN			128			22			false			22               MR. FAVALORO:						false


			3340									LN			128			23			false			23                   Robby Miller.						false


			3341									LN			128			24			false			24               MR. MILLER:						false


			3342									LN			128			25			false			25                   Yes.						false


			3343									PG			129			0			false			page 129						false


			3344									LN			129			1			false			 1               MR. FAVALORO:						false


			3345									LN			129			2			false			 2                   Jan Moller.						false


			3346									LN			129			3			false			 3               MR. MOLLER:						false


			3347									LN			129			4			false			 4                   No.						false


			3348									LN			129			5			false			 5               MR. FAVALORO:						false


			3349									LN			129			6			false			 6                   Secretary Pierson.						false


			3350									LN			129			7			false			 7               SECRETARY PIERSON:						false


			3351									LN			129			8			false			 8                   No.						false


			3352									LN			129			9			false			 9               MR. FAVALORO:						false


			3353									LN			129			10			false			10                   Ronnie Slone.						false


			3354									LN			129			11			false			11               MR. SLONE:						false


			3355									LN			129			12			false			12                   Yes.						false


			3356									LN			129			13			false			13               MR. FAVALORO:						false


			3357									LN			129			14			false			14                   Bobby Williams.						false


			3358									LN			129			15			false			15               MR. WILLIAMS:						false


			3359									LN			129			16			false			16                   No.						false


			3360									LN			129			17			false			17               MR. FAVALORO:						false


			3361									LN			129			18			false			18                   Steven Windham.						false


			3362									LN			129			19			false			19               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3363									LN			129			20			false			20                   Yes.						false


			3364									LN			129			21			false			21               MR. FAVALORO:						false


			3365									LN			129			22			false			22                   Dr. Wilson.						false


			3366									LN			129			23			false			23               DR. WILSON:						false


			3367									LN			129			24			false			24                   Yes.						false


			3368									LN			129			25			false			25               MR. FAVALORO:						false


			3369									PG			130			0			false			page 130						false


			3370									LN			130			1			false			 1                   Nine yes, six no.						false


			3371									LN			130			2			false			 2               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3372									LN			130			3			false			 3                   So the motion carries.  So the ones with						false


			3373									LN			130			4			false			 4   zero jobs are deferred other than the CertainTeed						false


			3374									LN			130			5			false			 5   Corporation, which will come back with additional						false


			3375									LN			130			6			false			 6   information.						false


			3376									LN			130			7			false			 7               MS. CHENG:						false


			3377									LN			130			8			false			 8                   That was the Great Raft Brewing Company.						false


			3378									LN			130			9			false			 9               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3379									LN			130			10			false			10                   Oh, I'm sorry.  Great Raft Brewing.						false


			3380									LN			130			11			false			11                   All right.  Please proceed with the ones						false


			3381									LN			130			12			false			12   that have jobs.						false


			3382									LN			130			13			false			13               MS. CHENG:						false


			3383									LN			130			14			false			14                   We approved those already.						false


			3384									LN			130			15			false			15               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3385									LN			130			16			false			16                   We approved those.						false


			3386									LN			130			17			false			17               MR. ADLEY:						false


			3387									LN			130			18			false			18                   We approved those.						false


			3388									LN			130			19			false			19               MS. CHENG:						false


			3389									LN			130			20			false			20                   We have 40 MCAs that were received after						false


			3390									LN			130			21			false			21   the executive order issued on 6/24/2016.						false


			3391									LN			130			22			false			22                   ASH Industries does want to defer,						false


			3392									LN			130			23			false			23   20170187.						false


			3393									LN			130			24			false			24               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3394									LN			130			25			false			25                   Okay.  We are on the 40, and I know						false


			3395									PG			131			0			false			page 131						false


			3396									LN			131			1			false			 1   there are a number of comments to come from the public.						false


			3397									LN			131			2			false			 2   There's some questions and confusions about the timing						false


			3398									LN			131			3			false			 3   of some of the these.						false


			3399									LN			131			4			false			 4                   And these are MCAs filed after June						false


			3400									LN			131			5			false			 5   24th, so they were filed between January and March 31st						false


			3401									LN			131			6			false			 6   of this year, the applications, the MCA applications?						false


			3402									LN			131			7			false			 7               MS. CHENG:						false


			3403									LN			131			8			false			 8                   Yes, sir.						false


			3404									LN			131			9			false			 9               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3405									LN			131			10			false			10                   Okay.  So the ones that have zero jobs,						false


			3406									LN			131			11			false			11   because this was after the June 24th, I would entertain						false


			3407									LN			131			12			false			12   a motion to deny those.						false


			3408									LN			131			13			false			13               MR. MOLLER:						false


			3409									LN			131			14			false			14                   Motion.						false


			3410									LN			131			15			false			15               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3411									LN			131			16			false			16                   Made by Mr. Moller; seconded by						false


			3412									LN			131			17			false			17   Mr. Fajardo.						false


			3413									LN			131			18			false			18                   Is there any discussion -- I'll be very						false


			3414									LN			131			19			false			19   clear on that these were MCAs, Miscellaneous Capital						false


			3415									LN			131			20			false			20   Additions, that were received after June 24th, which						false


			3416									LN			131			21			false			21   basically means that they were received between January						false


			3417									LN			131			22			false			22   1st of this year and March 31st of this year, 2017, and						false


			3418									LN			131			23			false			23   the motion is to deny them if they had zero jobs.						false


			3419									LN			131			24			false			24                   We have a motion and a second.						false


			3420									LN			131			25			false			25                   Any comments from the public on the ones						false


			3421									PG			132			0			false			page 132						false


			3422									LN			132			1			false			 1   with zero jobs?						false


			3423									LN			132			2			false			 2               MR. BAGERT:						false


			3424									LN			132			3			false			 3                   It would seem to us, Mr. Chairman, that						false


			3425									LN			132			4			false			 4   for these, the distinction between having or not having						false


			3426									LN			132			5			false			 5   jobs is not relevant because they were submitted after						false


			3427									LN			132			6			false			 6   the signing of the executive order, and in that						false


			3428									LN			132			7			false			 7   scenario, all MCAs are disallowed under the Governor's						false


			3429									LN			132			8			false			 8   executive order and the pending rules, so there wouldn't						false


			3430									LN			132			9			false			 9   be -- at least in terms of following the Governor's						false


			3431									LN			132			10			false			10   executive order, the distinction between those that did						false


			3432									LN			132			11			false			11   and did not create jobs, these are categorically not in						false


			3433									LN			132			12			false			12   step with what's going to be approved.						false


			3434									LN			132			13			false			13               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3435									LN			132			14			false			14                   All right.  Thank you.						false


			3436									LN			132			15			false			15                   Any other questions or comments on the						false


			3437									LN			132			16			false			16   ones that have zero jobs?						false


			3438									LN			132			17			false			17               MR. ADLEY:						false


			3439									LN			132			18			false			18                   Only one.  I really got to ask this.  I						false


			3440									LN			132			19			false			19   just got to know.						false


			3441									LN			132			20			false			20                   Out of these that created zero jobs,						false


			3442									LN			132			21			false			21   there's a company here, Dolese Bros., St. Helena,						false


			3443									LN			132			22			false			22   whatever it is.  It's a ready-mix concrete manufacturer.						false


			3444									LN			132			23			false			23               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3445									LN			132			24			false			24                   Is there a representative from Dolese						false


			3446									LN			132			25			false			25   here?						false


			3447									PG			133			0			false			page 133						false


			3448									LN			133			1			false			 1               (No response).						false


			3449									LN			133			2			false			 2               MR. ADLEY:						false


			3450									LN			133			3			false			 3                   I just want to make -- I'm trying to						false


			3451									LN			133			4			false			 4   understand from the staff, we received this after 6/24?						false


			3452									LN			133			5			false			 5               MS. CHENG:						false


			3453									LN			133			6			false			 6                   Yes, sir.						false


			3454									LN			133			7			false			 7               MR. ADLEY:						false


			3455									LN			133			8			false			 8                   And this is creating a property tax						false


			3456									LN			133			9			false			 9   exemption if you run concrete trucks; is that right or						false


			3457									LN			133			10			false			10   wrong?						false


			3458									LN			133			11			false			11               MS. CHENG:						false


			3459									LN			133			12			false			12                   They've, I believe --						false


			3460									LN			133			13			false			13               MR. ADLEY:						false


			3461									LN			133			14			false			14                   Are they manufacturing --						false


			3462									LN			133			15			false			15               MS. CHENG:						false


			3463									LN			133			16			false			16                   I believe they're --						false


			3464									LN			133			17			false			17               MR. ADLEY:						false


			3465									LN			133			18			false			18                   -- the package that you buy in the						false


			3466									LN			133			19			false			19   store?  I need to know what's going on here.						false


			3467									LN			133			20			false			20               MS. CHENG:						false


			3468									LN			133			21			false			21                   They do have a manufacturing NAICS Code.						false


			3469									LN			133			22			false			22   It's not the trucks that are being exempted because they						false


			3470									LN			133			23			false			23   leave the site.						false


			3471									LN			133			24			false			24               MR. ADLEY:						false


			3472									LN			133			25			false			25                   That means that somebody who made a cup						false


			3473									PG			134			0			false			page 134						false


			3474									LN			134			1			false			 1   of coffee in the cafe gets the same exemption as the guy						false


			3475									LN			134			2			false			 2   making concrete.  I just don't believe we meant that to						false


			3476									LN			134			3			false			 3   be manufacturing.  If they're manufacturing these little						false


			3477									LN			134			4			false			 4   bags that go to Home Depot or whatever, ready-mix						false


			3478									LN			134			5			false			 5   concrete, that's a different issue, but if you're						false


			3479									LN			134			6			false			 6   running a concrete truck, I need to know if this is						false


			3480									LN			134			7			false			 7   about mixing concrete and trucks that's just being						false


			3481									LN			134			8			false			 8   delivered to various different places.						false


			3482									LN			134			9			false			 9               MS. CHENG:						false


			3483									LN			134			10			false			10                   In the past, they've always been						false


			3484									LN			134			11			false			11   allowed --						false


			3485									LN			134			12			false			12               MR. ADLEY:						false


			3486									LN			134			13			false			13                   I understand they have been in the past,						false


			3487									LN			134			14			false			14   but these are after 6/24, aren't they?  Did I hear that						false


			3488									LN			134			15			false			15   right?						false


			3489									LN			134			16			false			16               MS. CHENG:						false


			3490									LN			134			17			false			17                   Yeah, but they don't have advances						false


			3491									LN			134			18			false			18   either.						false


			3492									LN			134			19			false			19               MR. ADLEY:						false


			3493									LN			134			20			false			20                   They don't what?						false


			3494									LN			134			21			false			21               MS. CHENG:						false


			3495									LN			134			22			false			22                   They don't have advanced notifications.						false


			3496									LN			134			23			false			23               MR. ADLEY:						false


			3497									LN			134			24			false			24                   They don't have what?						false


			3498									LN			134			25			false			25               MS. CHENG:						false


			3499									PG			135			0			false			page 135						false


			3500									LN			135			1			false			 1                   Advanced notification.						false


			3501									LN			135			2			false			 2               MR. ADLEY:						false


			3502									LN			135			3			false			 3                   I got that, but this happened since the						false


			3503									LN			135			4			false			 4   executive order.  If this is mixing concrete and sending						false
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			3752									LN			144			19			false			19   that deferral.						false


			3753									LN			144			20			false			20               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			3754									LN			144			21			false			21               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3755									LN			144			22			false			22                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			3756									LN			144			23			false			23               (No response.)						false


			3757									LN			144			24			false			24               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3758									LN			144			25			false			25                   Motion carries.						false


			3759									PG			145			0			false			page 145						false


			3760									LN			145			1			false			 1               MR. MILLS:						false


			3761									LN			145			2			false			 2                   Thank you.						false


			3762									LN			145			3			false			 3               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3763									LN			145			4			false			 4                   Calumet is deferred.						false


			3764									LN			145			5			false			 5                   Now, we still have a motion on the floor						false


			3765									LN			145			6			false			 6   for the ones that have zero jobs to be denied because						false


			3766									LN			145			7			false			 7   they were filed after the date and had zero jobs.						false


			3767									LN			145			8			false			 8                   Any further discussion from the public						false


			3768									LN			145			9			false			 9   concerning that motion?						false


			3769									LN			145			10			false			10               (No response.)						false


			3770									LN			145			11			false			11               MR. ADLEY:						false


			3771									LN			145			12			false			12                   And all these were filed after June the						false


			3772									LN			145			13			false			13   24th?						false


			3773									LN			145			14			false			14               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3774									LN			145			15			false			15                   These have all been filed between --						false


			3775									LN			145			16			false			16               MS. CHENG:						false


			3776									LN			145			17			false			17                   Yes.  These were all filed after June						false


			3777									LN			145			18			false			18   the 24th.  We cannot not accept them because the final						false


			3778									LN			145			19			false			19   rules haven't been promulgated.						false


			3779									LN			145			20			false			20               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3780									LN			145			21			false			21                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			3781									LN			145			22			false			22               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			3782									LN			145			23			false			23               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3783									LN			145			24			false			24                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			3784									LN			145			25			false			25               MR. ADLEY:						false


			3785									PG			146			0			false			page 146						false


			3786									LN			146			1			false			 1                   No.  This was a deferral; is that						false


			3787									LN			146			2			false			 2   correct?						false


			3788									LN			146			3			false			 3               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3789									LN			146			4			false			 4                   No.  This was for denial.						false


			3790									LN			146			5			false			 5               MR. ADLEY:						false


			3791									LN			146			6			false			 6                   Oh, no, if it's for denial, no.  I'm for						false


			3792									LN			146			7			false			 7   that.  Don't tell him I said that.  I'm for that.						false


			3793									LN			146			8			false			 8               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3794									LN			146			9			false			 9                   For the record, Robert is not voting						false


			3795									LN			146			10			false			10   against denying.  He is voting to deny the ones that had						false


			3796									LN			146			11			false			11   zero jobs.  Robert Adley.						false


			3797									LN			146			12			false			12                   Motion carries.						false


			3798									LN			146			13			false			13                   Now, we'll take up the ones that had						false


			3799									LN			146			14			false			14   jobs that were Miscellaneous Capital Additions starting						false


			3800									LN			146			15			false			15   with the, I guess, Bancroft, all of the ones -- Ms.						false


			3801									LN			146			16			false			16   Cheng, all of the ones with zero jobs have been denied						false


			3802									LN			146			17			false			17   unless they were deferred.						false


			3803									LN			146			18			false			18               MS. CHENG:						false


			3804									LN			146			19			false			19                   20170138, Bancroft Bag, Inc. in Ouachita						false


			3805									LN			146			20			false			20   Parish.						false


			3806									LN			146			21			false			21               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3807									LN			146			22			false			22                   So it had six jobs.						false


			3808									LN			146			23			false			23                   Is there a representative from Bancroft						false


			3809									LN			146			24			false			24   Bag?						false


			3810									LN			146			25			false			25                   Again, I'm going to point this out, this						false


			3811									PG			147			0			false			page 147						false


			3812									LN			147			1			false			 1   was a Miscellaneous Capital Addition application that						false


			3813									LN			147			2			false			 2   was received after the executive order.						false


			3814									LN			147			3			false			 3                   Is there a motion to deny?						false


			3815									LN			147			4			false			 4                   Made by Mr. Moller.						false


			3816									LN			147			5			false			 5                   Is there a second?						false


			3817									LN			147			6			false			 6               (No response.)						false


			3818									LN			147			7			false			 7               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3819									LN			147			8			false			 8                   It was made after the executive order.						false


			3820									LN			147			9			false			 9   MCAs are no more.						false


			3821									LN			147			10			false			10               MR. BARHAM:						false


			3822									LN			147			11			false			11                   Okay.  All right.						false


			3823									LN			147			12			false			12               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3824									LN			147			13			false			13                   Seconded by Mr. Fajardo.						false


			3825									LN			147			14			false			14                   Is there any comment from the public						false


			3826									LN			147			15			false			15   concerning Bancroft Bag motion to deny?						false


			3827									LN			147			16			false			16               (No response.)						false


			3828									LN			147			17			false			17               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3829									LN			147			18			false			18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			3830									LN			147			19			false			19               (No response.)						false


			3831									LN			147			20			false			20               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3832									LN			147			21			false			21                   I think we'll have to do a rollcall						false


			3833									LN			147			22			false			22   vote.						false


			3834									LN			147			23			false			23               MR. FAVALORO:						false


			3835									LN			147			24			false			24                   Mr. Adley.						false


			3836									LN			147			25			false			25               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3837									PG			148			0			false			page 148						false


			3838									LN			148			1			false			 1                   I'm sorry.  We have questions.						false


			3839									LN			148			2			false			 2                   Yes, Dr. Wilson.						false


			3840									LN			148			3			false			 3               DR. WILSON:						false


			3841									LN			148			4			false			 4                   Do the rules call for whether or --						false


			3842									LN			148			5			false			 5               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3843									LN			148			6			false			 6                   That is my understanding of the new						false


			3844									LN			148			7			false			 7   rules.						false


			3845									LN			148			8			false			 8               MS. CHENG:						false


			3846									LN			148			9			false			 9                   We have to take these up because the new						false


			3847									LN			148			10			false			10   rules have not been promulgated and we cannot hold on to						false


			3848									LN			148			11			false			11   them at LED.  The Board has to take action on them.						false


			3849									LN			148			12			false			12               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3850									LN			148			13			false			13                   Ms. Malone.						false


			3851									LN			148			14			false			14               MS. MALONE:						false


			3852									LN			148			15			false			15                   Do we have to take action individually?						false


			3853									LN			148			16			false			16               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3854									LN			148			17			false			17                   There are some I believe that would like						false


			3855									LN			148			18			false			18   to have their voices heard.						false


			3856									LN			148			19			false			19               SECRETARY PIERSON:						false


			3857									LN			148			20			false			20                   So would you take those that are present						false


			3858									LN			148			21			false			21   and --						false


			3859									LN			148			22			false			22               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3860									LN			148			23			false			23                   That will be fine.  Good idea.  All						false


			3861									LN			148			24			false			24   right.						false


			3862									LN			148			25			false			25               MR. FABRA:						false


			3863									PG			149			0			false			page 149						false


			3864									LN			149			1			false			 1                   Just a question for clarity for me, Mr.						false


			3865									LN			149			2			false			 2   Chairman.  If the new rules are not promulgated, does						false


			3866									LN			149			3			false			 3   the executive order take preference?  I mean, I'm just,						false


			3867									LN			149			4			false			 4   you know.						false


			3868									LN			149			5			false			 5               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3869									LN			149			6			false			 6                   I'm going to let the attorneys --						false


			3870									LN			149			7			false			 7               MR. ADLEY:						false


			3871									LN			149			8			false			 8                   Just to make this clear, regardless of						false


			3872									LN			149			9			false			 9   whether the rules have been promulgated or not, when it						false


			3873									LN			149			10			false			10   hits his desk, he's going to act according to these new						false


			3874									LN			149			11			false			11   rules.  We can dance around it all we want to, and if						false


			3875									LN			149			12			false			12   you want to send it to him, that's fine, but he's going						false


			3876									LN			149			13			false			13   to follow the rules and I'm going to vote with him.						false


			3877									LN			149			14			false			14               MS. CLAPINSKI:						false


			3878									LN			149			15			false			15                   So the executive order right now is in						false


			3879									LN			149			16			false			16   place governs what the Governor said his action will be						false


			3880									LN			149			17			false			17   on these items.  The rules were written to be in						false


			3881									LN			149			18			false			18   compliance with the executive order, so right now, the						false


			3882									LN			149			19			false			19   rules do not bind the Board to deny, but the intention						false


			3883									LN			149			20			false			20   of the Governor, even if they hit his desk, is to deny						false


			3884									LN			149			21			false			21   these applications.						false


			3885									LN			149			22			false			22               MR. FABRA:						false


			3886									LN			149			23			false			23                   Thank you.						false


			3887									LN			149			24			false			24               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3888									LN			149			25			false			25                   All right.  In this case, we're going to						false


			3889									PG			150			0			false			page 150						false


			3890									LN			150			1			false			 1   divert from this.  We are going to have the people that						false


			3891									LN			150			2			false			 2   would like to speak that are on this list for						false


			3892									LN			150			3			false			 3   Miscellaneous Capital Additions made during the year						false


			3893									LN			150			4			false			 4   2016, application submitted timely, to plead their case						false


			3894									LN			150			5			false			 5   specifically to their own applications.						false


			3895									LN			150			6			false			 6               MR. MANN:						false


			3896									LN			150			7			false			 7                   Good morning.  Melissa Mann with						false


			3897									LN			150			8			false			 8   CenturyLink.						false


			3898									LN			150			9			false			 9                   CenturyLink made this investment						false


			3899									LN			150			10			false			10   beginning in January of 2016 --						false


			3900									LN			150			11			false			11               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3901									LN			150			12			false			12                   Which one are we doing?  Is this						false


			3902									LN			150			13			false			13   Marketing?						false


			3903									LN			150			14			false			14               MS. CHENG:						false


			3904									LN			150			15			false			15                   This is 20170114, Century Marketing						false


			3905									LN			150			16			false			16   Solutions in Ouachita Parish.						false


			3906									LN			150			17			false			17               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3907									LN			150			18			false			18                   Please proceed, Ms. Mann.						false


			3908									LN			150			19			false			19               MS. MANN:						false


			3909									LN			150			20			false			20                   As I said, this project was started						false


			3910									LN			150			21			false			21   January of 2016.  The installation was completed in May						false


			3911									LN			150			22			false			22   of 2016, then the, you know, the executive order came						false


			3912									LN			150			23			false			23   out in June 24th of 2016, so this project, the						false


			3913									LN			150			24			false			24   investment was made in advance of the executive order,						false


			3914									LN			150			25			false			25   but under the previous process with MCAs, when you made						false


			3915									PG			151			0			false			page 151						false


			3916									LN			151			1			false			 1   your investment, you then applied by March 31st of the						false


			3917									LN			151			2			false			 2   following year.  So that's the reason that this						false


			3918									LN			151			3			false			 3   application came after the executive order, although						false


			3919									LN			151			4			false			 4   this investment was all made in advance.  So that's why						false


			3920									LN			151			5			false			 5   we're here today in this position.						false


			3921									LN			151			6			false			 6                   This was a $3.5-million investment that						false


			3922									LN			151			7			false			 7   resulted in six direct new jobs.  This was work that was						false


			3923									LN			151			8			false			 8   being done in Texas.  We brought work back to Louisiana						false


			3924									LN			151			9			false			 9   through this under this Century Marketing Solutions.						false


			3925									LN			151			10			false			10               MR. ADLEY:						false


			3926									LN			151			11			false			11                   So, in essence, what has occurred with						false


			3927									LN			151			12			false			12   your application is no different than what had occurred						false


			3928									LN			151			13			false			13   with those that we took up earlier that were actually						false


			3929									LN			151			14			false			14   filed and completed prior to 24th where we said if						false


			3930									LN			151			15			false			15   they're tied to jobs, we accept it.  If they don't have						false


			3931									LN			151			16			false			16   any jobs, we don't.  It's my understanding that you have						false


			3932									LN			151			17			false			17   added new jobs.						false


			3933									LN			151			18			false			18               MS. MANN:						false


			3934									LN			151			19			false			19                   Correct.						false


			3935									LN			151			20			false			20               MR. ADLEY:						false


			3936									LN			151			21			false			21                   And so if you were in that rule, by our						false


			3937									LN			151			22			false			22   own action, we would have approved that.						false


			3938									LN			151			23			false			23               MS. MANN:						false


			3939									LN			151			24			false			24                   Correct.						false


			3940									LN			151			25			false			25               MR. ADLEY:						false


			3941									PG			152			0			false			page 152						false


			3942									LN			152			1			false			 1                   And I have to tell you, I don't think						false


			3943									LN			152			2			false			 2   that the Governor's office has any objection whatsoever						false


			3944									LN			152			3			false			 3   to doing that with your application simply because that						false


			3945									LN			152			4			false			 4   is what we had done with the others.						false


			3946									LN			152			5			false			 5               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3947									LN			152			6			false			 6                   All right.  Thank you, Mr. Adley.						false


			3948									LN			152			7			false			 7                   Representative Carmody.						false


			3949									LN			152			8			false			 8               MR. CARMODY:						false


			3950									LN			152			9			false			 9                   Yes, sir.  I'll go ahead and move in						false


			3951									LN			152			10			false			10   favor of Century Marketing Solutions in that they						false


			3952									LN			152			11			false			11   created jobs.						false


			3953									LN			152			12			false			12               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			3954									LN			152			13			false			13                   All right.  Seconded by Secretary						false


			3955									LN			152			14			false			14   Pierson.						false


			3956									LN			152			15			false			15                   Any comments from the public?						false


			3957									LN			152			16			false			16                   Please step forward.  Please identify						false


			3958									LN			152			17			false			17   yourself.						false


			3959									LN			152			18			false			18               MR. BAGERT:						false


			3960									LN			152			19			false			19                   Roderick Bagert with Together Louisiana.						false


			3961									LN			152			20			false			20                   There's a strange sensation of being in						false


			3962									LN			152			21			false			21   this situation because at some point one starts to hope						false


			3963									LN			152			22			false			22   that some things are settled, and the Governor's						false


			3964									LN			152			23			false			23   executive order couldn't be more clear and explicit on						false


			3965									LN			152			24			false			24   directly this point.  Section 2 reads, "For all pending						false


			3966									LN			152			25			false			25   contractural applications for which no advanced						false


			3967									PG			153			0			false			page 153						false


			3968									LN			153			1			false			 1   notification is required under the rules of the Board of						false


			3969									LN			153			2			false			 2   Commerce & Industry, except for such contracts that						false


			3970									LN			153			3			false			 3   provide for new jobs at completed manufacturing plants						false


			3971									LN			153			4			false			 4   or establishments.  This order is effective						false


			3972									LN			153			5			false			 5   immediately."  And then further on, it explicitly says,						false


			3973									LN			153			6			false			 6   "Any further applications submitted subsequent to June						false


			3974									LN			153			7			false			 7   24th, 2016 that are Miscellaneous Capital Additions that						false


			3975									LN			153			8			false			 8   do not have advanced notices are no longer eligible."						false


			3976									LN			153			9			false			 9                   On the day that the Governor announced						false


			3977									LN			153			10			false			10   and signed his executive order, he sat right there and						false


			3978									LN			153			11			false			11   he said, "We have scratched the constitutional						false


			3979									LN			153			12			false			12   definition of addition and expansion beyond all						false


			3980									LN			153			13			false			13   reasonable interpretation."  Where routine replacements						false


			3981									LN			153			14			false			14   of machinery are being considered additions and						false


			3982									LN			153			15			false			15   expansions of new manufacturing, this entire category of						false


			3983									LN			153			16			false			16   Industrial Tax Exemption, one could argue is not						false


			3984									LN			153			17			false			17   acceptable under the constitution.						false


			3985									LN			153			18			false			18                   The Governor now has said, "We're						false


			3986									LN			153			19			false			19   setting the deadline.  Any created jobs -- that created						false


			3987									LN			153			20			false			20   jobs before that we can consider."  This is clearly not						false


			3988									LN			153			21			false			21   an in that category.  This was not submitted at the time						false


			3989									LN			153			22			false			22   that the Governor signed his executive order, and to						false


			3990									LN			153			23			false			23   make this exception would be to do something that this						false


			3991									LN			153			24			false			24   Board has not yet done, which was to explicitly and						false


			3992									LN			153			25			false			25   directly counteract the intention of the Governor.						false


			3993									PG			154			0			false			page 154						false


			3994									LN			154			1			false			 1               MR. PIERSON:						false


			3995									LN			154			2			false			 2                   You said she said January '16, not						false


			3996									LN			154			3			false			 3   January '17.						false


			3997									LN			154			4			false			 4               MR. BAGERT:						false


			3998									LN			154			5			false			 5                   When she made the investments.  When						false


			3999									LN			154			6			false			 6   they made the investment, not the submission of						false


			4000									LN			154			7			false			 7   application.  Most of the MCAs are retroactive in terms						false


			4001									LN			154			8			false			 8   of when the actual investments were being made.  This						false


			4002									LN			154			9			false			 9   entire year we'll see MCAs or applications submitted in						false


			4003									LN			154			10			false			10   Calendar Year 2017 on investments made in the prior						false
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			4254									LN			164			1			false			 1   application.						false


			4255									LN			164			2			false			 2               MR. PATE:						false


			4256									LN			164			3			false			 3                   Good morning, or good afternoon, I						false


			4257									LN			164			4			false			 4   guess, now.  My name is Bob Pate.  I'm the Accounting						false


			4258									LN			164			5			false			 5   Manager for FMT Shipyard & Repair.						false


			4259									LN			164			6			false			 6               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			4260									LN			164			7			false			 7                   FMT.  That's Application Number						false


			4261									LN			164			8			false			 8   20170084, FMT Shipyard & Repair.						false


			4262									LN			164			9			false			 9               MR. PATE:						false


			4263									LN			164			10			false			10                   That is correct.  Thank you.  Thank you						false


			4264									LN			164			11			false			11   for allowing me to speak today.  I just want to point						false


			4265									LN			164			12			false			12   out a couple of things in our application.  Yes, we did						false


			4266									LN			164			13			false			13   add jobs.  We added a new division to our company.  We						false


			4267									LN			164			14			false			14   added approximately 30 jobs with this new division of						false


			4268									LN			164			15			false			15   building 120-foot tow boats.  These jobs were moved from						false


			4269									LN			164			16			false			16   Alabama to Louisiana.  We do think that's important.						false


			4270									LN			164			17			false			17   The jobs -- excuse me.  The process of making these						false


			4271									LN			164			18			false			18   asset acquisitions was begun approximately January 1st,						false


			4272									LN			164			19			false			19   2016.  There were numerous components to this.  There						false


			4273									LN			164			20			false			20   was equipment.  There were land improvements that were						false


			4274									LN			164			21			false			21   made.  Some of those improvements -- and there is a list						false


			4275									LN			164			22			false			22   that was attached to the application.  Slabs that had to						false


			4276									LN			164			23			false			23   be constructed, electrical improvements that had to be						false


			4277									LN			164			24			false			24   made, gas line expansions.  That, in total, took, that						false


			4278									LN			164			25			false			25   was approximately a million two of the 2.5-million just						false
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			4280									LN			165			1			false			 1   in those components.						false


			4281									LN			165			2			false			 2                   That's not something that I can go buy						false


			4282									LN			165			3			false			 3   off the shelf.  It takes a period of time, and I'm						false


			4283									LN			165			4			false			 4   willing to -- I didn't look at the dates here, but they						false


			4284									LN			165			5			false			 5   were begun in January, probably did not complete prior						false


			4285									LN			165			6			false			 6   to June 24th.  Okay?						false


			4286									LN			165			7			false			 7                   And, in addition, the equipment that was						false


			4287									LN			165			8			false			 8   purchased here, there was one item here, $832,000 for a						false


			4288									LN			165			9			false			 9   used crane.  That was purchased in March of 2016.  The						false


			4289									LN			165			10			false			10   application for Miscellaneous Capital Additions does not						false


			4290									LN			165			11			false			11   require a date or list a date.  I'd be happy to go back						false


			4291									LN			165			12			false			12   and do that if that makes a difference in whether our						false


			4292									LN			165			13			false			13   application would be approved, denied or deferred.						false


			4293									LN			165			14			false			14                   As far as --						false


			4294									LN			165			15			false			15               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			4295									LN			165			16			false			16                   So let me ask you this related to the						false


			4296									LN			165			17			false			17   crane.  Were you able to place the crane in service						false


			4297									LN			165			18			false			18   prior to the completion of the rest of the construction?						false


			4298									LN			165			19			false			19               MR. PATE:						false


			4299									LN			165			20			false			20                   Yes, sir, we were.						false


			4300									LN			165			21			false			21               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			4301									LN			165			22			false			22                   And did you?						false


			4302									LN			165			23			false			23               MR. PATE:						false


			4303									LN			165			24			false			24                   Yes, we did.  Yes.  It was delivered						false


			4304									LN			165			25			false			25   early April 2016.  We purchased it, it was purchased						false
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			4306									LN			166			1			false			 1   from an out-of-state company, so it would qualify for						false


			4307									LN			166			2			false			 2   Industrial Tax Exemption, and it was purchased prior to						false


			4308									LN			166			3			false			 3   April -- excuse me.  Well, in March of 2016 and was						false


			4309									LN			166			4			false			 4   delivered April.  It was on eight trucks that it had to						false


			4310									LN			166			5			false			 5   be delivered to our physical location.						false


			4311									LN			166			6			false			 6                   So it, again, we were within the rules						false


			4312									LN			166			7			false			 7   at the time, and the rules say that if it's less than						false


			4313									LN			166			8			false			 8   $5-millian, you accumulate all of the purchases and then						false


			4314									LN			166			9			false			 9   apply once after yearend and prior to March 31st of the						false


			4315									LN			166			10			false			10   following year, which is what we did.  So I would ask						false


			4316									LN			166			11			false			11   your consideration that we were within the rules.  We						false


			4317									LN			166			12			false			12   had no prior knowledge of the Governor's decision to						false


			4318									LN			166			13			false			13   change the rules after the fact.  And, you know, I						false


			4319									LN			166			14			false			14   understand why you're making these decisions, and God						false


			4320									LN			166			15			false			15   bless the -- but we would appreciate your consideration						false


			4321									LN			166			16			false			16   of this activity.						false


			4322									LN			166			17			false			17               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			4323									LN			166			18			false			18                   Are there any questions by any Board						false


			4324									LN			166			19			false			19   members of Mr. Pate?						false


			4325									LN			166			20			false			20                   Motion has been made to approve by						false


			4326									LN			166			21			false			21   Mr. Fabra.						false


			4327									LN			166			22			false			22                   Is there a second?						false


			4328									LN			166			23			false			23                   Seconded by Mr. Williams.						false


			4329									LN			166			24			false			24                   And that's to approve it in its						false


			4330									LN			166			25			false			25   entirety.						false
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			4332									LN			167			1			false			 1               MS. CLAPINSKI:						false


			4333									LN			167			2			false			 2                   Steve, we don't have a quorum.						false


			4334									LN			167			3			false			 3               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			4335									LN			167			4			false			 4                   I don't think we have a quorum.  They'll						false


			4336									LN			167			5			false			 5   be back in a moment.						false


			4337									LN			167			6			false			 6                   So a lot of our quorum, we were talking						false


			4338									LN			167			7			false			 7   about FMT Shipyard & Repairs and a motion was made to						false


			4339									LN			167			8			false			 8   approve it in its entirety and I would like to entertain						false


			4340									LN			167			9			false			 9   a discussion on that concerning what was spent.						false


			4341									LN			167			10			false			10                   Mr. Pierson, you want to talk about it						false


			4342									LN			167			11			false			11   or you want me to -- okay.						false


			4343									LN			167			12			false			12                   So the motion has been made to approve						false


			4344									LN			167			13			false			13   it in its entirety, and it's been properly seconded to						false


			4345									LN			167			14			false			14   approve in its entirety.  The question that I have for						false


			4346									LN			167			15			false			15   this Board is maybe a substitute motion.  The dollars						false


			4347									LN			167			16			false			16   that were spent for assets that were received prior to						false


			4348									LN			167			17			false			17   the issuance of the executive order, that those be						false


			4349									LN			167			18			false			18   approved if it's not.  Mr. Bank, if it's 90 percent,						false


			4350									LN			167			19			false			19   then it's 90 percent.  If it's 20 percent, then it's 20						false


			4351									LN			167			20			false			20   percent.  But going back and forth in my head, I						false


			4352									LN			167			21			false			21   understand the executive order, but our industries and						false


			4353									LN			167			22			false			22   our companies who really do value spent money during						false


			4354									LN			167			23			false			23   that period of time, and if they had known that this						false


			4355									LN			167			24			false			24   executive order was coming, then the could have filed an						false


			4356									LN			167			25			false			25   advance or they would have filed an advance and then						false
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			4358									LN			168			1			false			 1   everything would have been eligible because these were						false


			4359									LN			168			2			false			 2   projects.  So that's my thought.						false


			4360									LN			168			3			false			 3                   Any discussion on that?						false


			4361									LN			168			4			false			 4               (No response.)						false


			4362									LN			168			5			false			 5               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			4363									LN			168			6			false			 6                   I have to get a second.  I don't know --						false


			4364									LN			168			7			false			 7               MR. FABRA:						false


			4365									LN			168			8			false			 8                   Mr. Chairman, I just got this little						false


			4366									LN			168			9			false			 9   point of information.  I mean, if we are going to						false


			4367									LN			168			10			false			10   continue to look at each one of these applications on an						false


			4368									LN			168			11			false			11   individual basis, then we can't do a clean sweep.  We						false


			4369									LN			168			12			false			12   are going to have to look at each one and find out the						false


			4370									LN			168			13			false			13   exact completion date of each project.  I mean, if we						false


			4371									LN			168			14			false			14   are going to go through that process, you know, if it's						false


			4372									LN			168			15			false			15   got to meet that certain deadline, then we have to give						false


			4373									LN			168			16			false			16   that consideration.  I was under the impression that --						false


			4374									LN			168			17			false			17   I understand the fact that the MCAs in compliance with						false


			4375									LN			168			18			false			18   the executive order are they're gone after that said						false


			4376									LN			168			19			false			19   date, but I do understand that it was discussed that if						false


			4377									LN			168			20			false			20   the Governor looks at these applications and these are						false


			4378									LN			168			21			false			21   projects, not additions, and it creates jobs, then I						false


			4379									LN			168			22			false			22   don't think he's going to have any issues with action						false


			4380									LN			168			23			false			23   taken on job creation.						false


			4381									LN			168			24			false			24                   So I'm just kind of confused on back and						false


			4382									LN			168			25			false			25   forth, you know, first a clean sweep on a motion, if it						false
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			4384									LN			169			1			false			 1   creates job now, there's some deadlines involved, and,						false


			4385									LN			169			2			false			 2   you know.  So if we are going to do it, let's go						false


			4386									LN			169			3			false			 3   individually and look at the completion dates of each						false


			4387									LN			169			4			false			 4   project, or if the Governor's not going to have an issue						false


			4388									LN			169			5			false			 5   and it creates jobs, let's just do a clean sweep across						false


			4389									LN			169			6			false			 6   the board and move forward.						false


			4390									LN			169			7			false			 7               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			4391									LN			169			8			false			 8                   All right.  So as we pointed out, we do						false


			4392									LN			169			9			false			 9   have a motion and a second on FMT.  There's no						false


			4393									LN			169			10			false			10   substitute motions on it, so we'll call for the vote.						false


			4394									LN			169			11			false			11                   All in favor of approval for FMT						false


			4395									LN			169			12			false			12   Shipyard & Repair, indicate with an "aye."						false


			4396									LN			169			13			false			13               (Several members respond "aye.)						false


			4397									LN			169			14			false			14               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			4398									LN			169			15			false			15                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			4399									LN			169			16			false			16               (No response.)						false


			4400									LN			169			17			false			17               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			4401									LN			169			18			false			18                   Motion carries.  FMT is approved.						false


			4402									LN			169			19			false			19                   I think that is what I was trying to do						false


			4403									LN			169			20			false			20   is have the companies that were here come up and plead						false


			4404									LN			169			21			false			21   their cases.  The companies that are not here -- are						false


			4405									LN			169			22			false			22   there any other companies that have not been heard.  If						false


			4406									LN			169			23			false			23   so, raise your hand.						false


			4407									LN			169			24			false			24                   One, two.  Just two companies.  So we're						false


			4408									LN			169			25			false			25   kind of going along that line, and then we'll have to						false
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			4410									LN			170			1			false			 1   decide what we'll do with the ones that are not here and						false


			4411									LN			170			2			false			 2   are not pleading their case.						false


			4412									LN			170			3			false			 3                   Ma'am, if you'll please step forward,						false


			4413									LN			170			4			false			 4   and, sir, if you'll be on deck.						false


			4414									LN			170			5			false			 5               MS.						false


			4415									LN			170			6			false			 6                   I'm Melinda Maxwell.  I'm the Financial						false


			4416									LN			170			7			false			 7   Director with Shield Pack in West Monroe.						false


			4417									LN			170			8			false			 8               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			4418									LN			170			9			false			 9                   I'm sorry.  Which one?						false


			4419									LN			170			10			false			10               MS. MAXWELL:						false


			4420									LN			170			11			false			11                   Shield Pack in West Monroe.						false


			4421									LN			170			12			false			12               MS. CHENG:						false


			4422									LN			170			13			false			13                   That's 20170083, Shield Pack, LLC in						false


			4423									LN			170			14			false			14   Ouachita Parish.						false


			4424									LN			170			15			false			15               MR. ADLEY:						false


			4425									LN			170			16			false			16                   The name again, please.						false


			4426									LN			170			17			false			17               MS. CHENG:						false


			4427									LN			170			18			false			18                   Shield Pack.						false


			4428									LN			170			19			false			19               MS. MAXWELL:						false


			4429									LN			170			20			false			20                   Shield Pack, Shield, S-H-I-E-L-D.						false
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			4436									LN			171			1			false			 1   position and strengthen our company growth in the IBC						false
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			4438									LN			171			3			false			 3   We sell to chemical companies for hygroscopic resins.						false


			4439									LN			171			4			false			 4                   We also are entering and growing into						false


			4440									LN			171			5			false			 5   the market for aseptic and non-aseptic food products.						false


			4441									LN			171			6			false			 6   This is not a market that we've served heavily in the						false


			4442									LN			171			7			false			 7   past, but we've invested a lot into this market, and						false


			4443									LN			171			8			false			 8   while we did create six jobs last year, we invested						false


			4444									LN			171			9			false			 9   heavily in equipment.  You have to understand the						false


			4445									LN			171			10			false			10   testing process in order to get into this market,						false


			4446									LN			171			11			false			11   because what you would do, you would probably most						false


			4447									LN			171			12			false			12   likely and what we have done is we will hand make five						false


			4448									LN			171			13			false			13   to 10 packages and send to a food company and they will						false


			4449									LN			171			14			false			14   test those.  If we pass that test, then the next year --						false


			4450									LN			171			15			false			15   and we're talking about the harvest seasons of oranges						false


			4451									LN			171			16			false			16   or tomatoes or sweet potatoes and all kinds of fruits.						false


			4452									LN			171			17			false			17   And so then the next season, you may get to test 100						false


			4453									LN			171			18			false			18   liners, and if you pass that, then you get maybe 10,000						false


			4454									LN			171			19			false			19   liners.  And so it may be four years past your						false


			4455									LN			171			20			false			20   investment where we will receive job growth tied to our						false


			4456									LN			171			21			false			21   investment, so it's a lag there.  This makes it very						false


			4457									LN			171			22			false			22   difficult for me to show these jobs that we are hoping						false


			4458									LN			171			23			false			23   to create because, right now, we're sold out on the						false
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			4467									LN			172			6			false			 6   ago when we had our vote, our 9/6 vote, since that time,						false


			4468									LN			172			7			false			 7   I've just kind of sat here and just waited for things to						false


			4469									LN			172			8			false			 8   play out and let the Board do whatever it's going to do,						false


			4470									LN			172			9			false			 9   but I'm here to tell you that when it gets to the						false


			4471									LN			172			10			false			10   Governor's desk, there is no assurance that he's not						false


			4472									LN			172			11			false			11   going to expressly interpret his executive order.  So,						false


			4473									LN			172			12			false			12   you know, you can do whatever you want to.  It's still						false


			4474									LN			172			13			false			13   got to go to him, and I just didn't want to get your						false


			4475									LN			172			14			false			14   hopes that the Board's doing things with no assurance						false


			4476									LN			172			15			false			15   that it's going to the Governor's approval.						false
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			4479									LN			172			18			false			18   started, and some of these things that are included here						false


			4480									LN			172			19			false			19   started early in last year, prior to the executive						false


			4481									LN			172			20			false			20   order, there was no opportunity for me to file an						false


			4482									LN			172			21			false			21   advanced notification because I was already into the						false
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			4999									LN			192			18			false			18                   Thank you, sir.						false


			5000									LN			192			19			false			19               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5001									LN			192			20			false			20                   Mr. Williams.						false


			5002									LN			192			21			false			21               MR. WILLIAMS:						false


			5003									LN			192			22			false			22                   I just wanted to point out,						false


			5004									LN			192			23			false			23   Mr. Chairman, Blade Dynamics, we denied that one when						false


			5005									LN			192			24			false			24   they requested two months after the expiration date, and						false


			5006									LN			192			25			false			25   Hydra Tech was a full year after their expiration date						false


			5007									PG			193			0			false			page 193						false


			5008									LN			193			1			false			 1   and we deferred it.  Just wanted to point that out.						false


			5009									LN			193			2			false			 2               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5010									LN			193			3			false			 3                   And I believe we had already deferred						false


			5011									LN			193			4			false			 4   Blade once in a previous meeting.						false


			5012									LN			193			5			false			 5               SECRETARY PIERSON:						false


			5013									LN			193			6			false			 6                   Once.						false


			5014									LN			193			7			false			 7               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5015									LN			193			8			false			 8                   They were given a chance.						false


			5016									LN			193			9			false			 9               SECRETARY PIERSON:						false


			5017									LN			193			10			false			10                   So we'll give Hydra Tech once.						false


			5018									LN			193			11			false			11               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5019									LN			193			12			false			12                   We'll give them one shot to be deferred,						false


			5020									LN			193			13			false			13   which is why I had asked them to be deferred before.						false


			5021									LN			193			14			false			14               MS. CHENG:						false


			5022									LN			193			15			false			15                   We have 20110187, Ardagh Glass in						false


			5023									LN			193			16			false			16   Lincoln Parish.  Initial contract expired 12/31 of '15.						false


			5024									LN			193			17			false			17   Late renewal was requested on 11/15 of '16.						false


			5025									LN			193			18			false			18               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5026									LN			193			19			false			19                   Is there a representative from Ardagh						false


			5027									LN			193			20			false			20   Glass here?						false


			5028									LN			193			21			false			21                   Please step forward and identify						false


			5029									LN			193			22			false			22   yourself.  Please identify yourself.						false


			5030									LN			193			23			false			23               MR. SHONKWILER:						false


			5031									LN			193			24			false			24                   Jeff Shonkwiler.  I'm the Tax Director						false


			5032									LN			193			25			false			25   for Ardagh Glass.						false


			5033									PG			194			0			false			page 194						false


			5034									LN			194			1			false			 1               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5035									LN			194			2			false			 2                   All right.  Can you tell us why you were						false


			5036									LN			194			3			false			 3   late?						false


			5037									LN			194			4			false			 4               MR. SHONKWILER:						false


			5038									LN			194			5			false			 5                   We've had several of these in the past						false


			5039									LN			194			6			false			 6   that the process had been for years that Lori Weber with						false


			5040									LN			194			7			false			 7   LED would just send us the renewal forms when one of						false


			5041									LN			194			8			false			 8   these were coming up, and we didn't receive the renewal						false


			5042									LN			194			9			false			 9   forms and realized the next year after we filed our						false


			5043									LN			194			10			false			10   property tax return that that one should have probably						false


			5044									LN			194			11			false			11   been renewed and that's why it's late.  So we should						false


			5045									LN			194			12			false			12   have caught it, but I think it was just change in the						false


			5046									LN			194			13			false			13   process is why it slipped through the cracks.						false


			5047									LN			194			14			false			14               MR. ADLEY:						false


			5048									LN			194			15			false			15                   I just want to say that all of these						false


			5049									LN			194			16			false			16   prior to you that have come in like that that were						false


			5050									LN			194			17			false			17   depending upon them telling them, albeit, I don't know						false


			5051									LN			194			18			false			18   if they had or they hadn't, these exceptions are for the						false


			5052									LN			194			19			false			19   benefit of the company.  And as we have always pointed						false


			5053									LN			194			20			false			20   out that it's critical that you file and that you file						false


			5054									LN			194			21			false			21   on time, and unlike what people seem to think, that it's						false


			5055									LN			194			22			false			22   just automatic, they send you a notice and everything						false


			5056									LN			194			23			false			23   gets renewed, I hope after sitting through five or six						false


			5057									LN			194			24			false			24   hours today, you recognize that that's not the case.						false


			5058									LN			194			25			false			25   Under the law, we are limited to certain things that we						false


			5059									PG			195			0			false			page 195						false


			5060									LN			195			1			false			 1   can and cannot do, I guess, approve or deny or limit.						false


			5061									LN			195			2			false			 2   Now, what the Board has done in the past on all late						false


			5062									LN			195			3			false			 3   renewals is to remove one year of the exemption, which						false


			5063									LN			195			4			false			 4   is a 20 percent reduction, and I would make that motion						false


			5064									LN			195			5			false			 5   again today.						false


			5065									LN			195			6			false			 6               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5066									LN			195			7			false			 7                   Secretary Pierson.						false


			5067									LN			195			8			false			 8               SECRETARY PIERSON:						false


			5068									LN			195			9			false			 9                   Mr. Shonkwiler, did Lori send those to						false


			5069									LN			195			10			false			10   Ardagh or did she send these documents to Saint-Gobain?						false


			5070									LN			195			11			false			11               MR. SHONKWILER:						false


			5071									LN			195			12			false			12                   She sent them to both.  Ardagh is						false


			5072									LN			195			13			false			13   nothing more than a name change to Saint-Gobain						false


			5073									LN			195			14			false			14   Containers.						false


			5074									LN			195			15			false			15               SECRETARY PIERSON:						false


			5075									LN			195			16			false			16                   And how long has the name change been in						false


			5076									LN			195			17			false			17   effect?						false


			5077									LN			195			18			false			18               MR. SHONKWILER:						false


			5078									LN			195			19			false			19                   2014.						false


			5079									LN			195			20			false			20               SECRETARY PIERSON:						false


			5080									LN			195			21			false			21                   I'm just trying to look for -- we always						false


			5081									LN			195			22			false			22   working towards staff improvement and process						false


			5082									LN			195			23			false			23   improvement, so I'm trying to understand why anything						false


			5083									LN			195			24			false			24   would have changed.  Of course, Lori Weber is no longer						false


			5084									LN			195			25			false			25   with the department due to retirement.  Your company has						false


			5085									PG			196			0			false			page 196						false


			5086									LN			196			1			false			 1   had a change of name.  I don't know personally at						false


			5087									LN			196			2			false			 2   Saint-Gobain or Ardagh, you know, whether there were any						false


			5088									LN			196			3			false			 3   personnel changes there, but just trying to understand.						false


			5089									LN			196			4			false			 4   We think the onus is on the company to follow through,						false


			5090									LN			196			5			false			 5   but certainly as a staff courtesy and staff						false


			5091									LN			196			6			false			 6   responsibility that I direct that we try to make the						false


			5092									LN			196			7			false			 7   most supportive efforts that we can, but at the end of						false


			5093									LN			196			8			false			 8   the day, I don't feel like we can manage in 64 parishes						false


			5094									LN			196			9			false			 9   all of the companies and when their renewals aren't						false


			5095									LN			196			10			false			10   present.  We have to allow the corporate folks to do						false


			5096									LN			196			11			false			11   that.						false


			5097									LN			196			12			false			12               MS. CHENG:						false


			5098									LN			196			13			false			13                   Secretary Pierson, there was a process						false


			5099									LN			196			14			false			14   change internally.  Prior to 2014, we did send all of						false


			5100									LN			196			15			false			15   the renewal documents to the company, but in 2014, we						false


			5101									LN			196			16			false			16   had the company start requesting renewals from the						false


			5102									LN			196			17			false			17   department.						false


			5103									LN			196			18			false			18               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5104									LN			196			19			false			19                   There's a motion on the floor.						false


			5105									LN			196			20			false			20               MR. SHONKWILER:						false


			5106									LN			196			21			false			21                   We always got them, so it was just there						false


			5107									LN			196			22			false			22   was no notice there was going to be a change in						false


			5108									LN			196			23			false			23   procedure.  I think the 20 percent reduction is fair,						false


			5109									LN			196			24			false			24   but you asked me to explain, and that's our response.						false


			5110									LN			196			25			false			25               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5111									PG			197			0			false			page 197						false


			5112									LN			197			1			false			 1                   I do appreciate your explanation.						false


			5113									LN			197			2			false			 2                   Motion has been made to reduce by one						false


			5114									LN			197			3			false			 3   year the Industrial Tax Program.						false


			5115									LN			197			4			false			 4                   Representative Carmody has seconded the						false


			5116									LN			197			5			false			 5   motion.						false


			5117									LN			197			6			false			 6                   Is there any further discussion on the						false


			5118									LN			197			7			false			 7   motion?						false


			5119									LN			197			8			false			 8               (No response.)						false


			5120									LN			197			9			false			 9               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5121									LN			197			10			false			10                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			5122									LN			197			11			false			11               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			5123									LN			197			12			false			12               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5124									LN			197			13			false			13                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			5125									LN			197			14			false			14               (No response.)						false


			5126									LN			197			15			false			15               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5127									LN			197			16			false			16                   Motion carries.						false


			5128									LN			197			17			false			17                   Thank you, sir.						false


			5129									LN			197			18			false			18               MS. CHENG:						false


			5130									LN			197			19			false			19                   20110384, Calumet Lubricants Company, LP						false


			5131									LN			197			20			false			20   in Webster Parish.						false


			5132									LN			197			21			false			21               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5133									LN			197			22			false			22                    Are all of the Calumets represented by						false


			5134									LN			197			23			false			23   the same individual?						false


			5135									LN			197			24			false			24               MS. CHENG:						false


			5136									LN			197			25			false			25                   Yes, sir.						false


			5137									PG			198			0			false			page 198						false


			5138									LN			198			1			false			 1               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5139									LN			198			2			false			 2                   Please step forward.						false


			5140									LN			198			3			false			 3                   And you can finish reading.						false


			5141									LN			198			4			false			 4               MS. CHENG:						false


			5142									LN			198			5			false			 5                   Calumet, 20110385, Calumet Lubricants						false


			5143									LN			198			6			false			 6   Company, LP in Bossier Parish; 20100329, Calumet						false


			5144									LN			198			7			false			 7   Packaging, LLC in Caddo Parish; 20110386, Calumet						false


			5145									LN			198			8			false			 8   Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo Parish;						false


			5146									LN			198			9			false			 9   20110387, Calumet Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in						false


			5147									LN			198			10			false			10   Caddo Parish; 20110388, Calumet Shreveport Lubricants &						false


			5148									LN			198			11			false			11   Waxes, LLC in Caddo Parish; 20110389, Calumet Shreveport						false


			5149									LN			198			12			false			12   Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo Parish; and 20110392,						false


			5150									LN			198			13			false			13   Calumet Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo						false


			5151									LN			198			14			false			14   Parish.  The initial contracts expired on 12/31 of '15.						false


			5152									LN			198			15			false			15   We received late renewal on 12/19 of '16.						false


			5153									LN			198			16			false			16               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5154									LN			198			17			false			17                   Please identify yourself and tell us why						false


			5155									LN			198			18			false			18   you're late.						false


			5156									LN			198			19			false			19               MR. MILLS:						false


			5157									LN			198			20			false			20                   Robert Mills, Calumet Specialty Products						false


			5158									LN			198			21			false			21   from Shreveport, and our tax director is in						false


			5159									LN			198			22			false			22   Indianapolis, Indiana.  And I have heard a story that						false


			5160									LN			198			23			false			23   involves prior, previous staff, and I really hate to get						false


			5161									LN			198			24			false			24   into that she-said type of issue.  And if I can't, I						false


			5162									LN			198			25			false			25   would respectfully ask to defer this, let my tax						false


			5163									PG			199			0			false			page 199						false


			5164									LN			199			1			false			 1   director tell you that story.  I don't want to interpret						false


			5165									LN			199			2			false			 2   what she told me, and I'm sure there's clerical error						false


			5166									LN			199			3			false			 3   and oversight, especially on both parties' sides.  So,						false


			5167									LN			199			4			false			 4   you know, if I can defer it and have her explain it,						false


			5168									LN			199			5			false			 5   that's fine.  If you want to make a decision today, just						false


			5169									LN			199			6			false			 6   treat me as you do everybody else, and I certainly can't						false


			5170									LN			199			7			false			 7   complain about that.						false


			5171									LN			199			8			false			 8               MR. ADLEY:						false


			5172									LN			199			9			false			 9                   I want this committee to know something,						false


			5173									LN			199			10			false			10   Robert.  I just told Mr. Carmody, you happen to be one						false


			5174									LN			199			11			false			11   of the closest friends I have in the world, as you know,						false


			5175									LN			199			12			false			12   and we've known each other for a long, long time and I						false


			5176									LN			199			13			false			13   have all of the respect in the world for you.  And God						false


			5177									LN			199			14			false			14   knows I hate to be standing here to vote against you,						false


			5178									LN			199			15			false			15   but I have to tell you that it is the obligation of the						false


			5179									LN			199			16			false			16   companies to get it in, and we have only three choices						false


			5180									LN			199			17			false			17   by law.  We can either reject it outright or reduce it						false


			5181									LN			199			18			false			18   or approve it, and we've not approved any that came in						false


			5182									LN			199			19			false			19   late.  And early on, we decided that if it's a five-year						false


			5183									LN			199			20			false			20   renewal, we remove one year, it's a 20 percent						false


			5184									LN			199			21			false			21   reduction, meaning you'll get four years and not five.						false


			5185									LN			199			22			false			22                   And in fairness, regardless of what they						false


			5186									LN			199			23			false			23   would say, we really -- everybody's got a different						false


			5187									LN			199			24			false			24   story about why and how it happens, but to be						false


			5188									LN			199			25			false			25   consistent, I don't think we have any choice but to do						false


			5189									PG			200			0			false			page 200						false


			5190									LN			200			1			false			 1   that.						false


			5191									LN			200			2			false			 2               MR. MILLS:						false


			5192									LN			200			3			false			 3                   As I said, just fair and consistent, and						false


			5193									LN			200			4			false			 4   with 2,000 employees, I assure you, this is not my only						false


			5194									LN			200			5			false			 5   problem.						false


			5195									LN			200			6			false			 6               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5196									LN			200			7			false			 7                   I'll take that as a motion.						false


			5197									LN			200			8			false			 8               MR. CARMODY:						false


			5198									LN			200			9			false			 9                   I'll second the motion.						false


			5199									LN			200			10			false			10               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5200									LN			200			11			false			11                   Representative Carmody seconds.						false


			5201									LN			200			12			false			12                   Any further discussion?						false


			5202									LN			200			13			false			13               (No response.)						false


			5203									LN			200			14			false			14               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5204									LN			200			15			false			15                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			5205									LN			200			16			false			16               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			5206									LN			200			17			false			17               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5207									LN			200			18			false			18                   Motion carries.						false


			5208									LN			200			19			false			19               MR. ADLEY:						false


			5209									LN			200			20			false			20                   I am glad I told you to be sure and be						false


			5210									LN			200			21			false			21   here today.  I am glad.  It would have been a denial						false


			5211									LN			200			22			false			22   outright, so I'm glad you came.						false


			5212									LN			200			23			false			23               MR. MOMS:						false


			5213									LN			200			24			false			24                   There's a new day.						false


			5214									LN			200			25			false			25               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5215									PG			201			0			false			page 201						false


			5216									LN			201			1			false			 1                   Ms. Cheng.						false


			5217									LN			201			2			false			 2               MS. CHENG:						false


			5218									LN			201			3			false			 3                   We have 20140960, CARBO Ceramics, Inc.						false


			5219									LN			201			4			false			 4               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5220									LN			201			5			false			 5                   Is there a representative for CARBO						false


			5221									LN			201			6			false			 6   Ceramics?						false


			5222									LN			201			7			false			 7                   Please step forward and tell us why						false


			5223									LN			201			8			false			 8   you're late.						false


			5224									LN			201			9			false			 9               MS. TUCKER:						false


			5225									LN			201			10			false			10                   I'm Katie Tucker, CARBO Ceramics' tax						false


			5226									LN			201			11			false			11   manager.						false


			5227									LN			201			12			false			12                   So we kind of sat here and explained why						false


			5228									LN			201			13			false			13   we're late.  We actually requested renewal back in						false


			5229									LN			201			14			false			14   before, I think, June 8th, 2016, before all of this kind						false


			5230									LN			201			15			false			15   of went a different direction, but same excuse as						false


			5231									LN			201			16			false			16   everyone else.  It just slipped through the cracks.  We						false


			5232									LN			201			17			false			17   had, you know, personnel changes, and, also,						false


			5233									LN			201			18			false			18   historically, before all of the changes, when you did						false


			5234									LN			201			19			false			19   have a late renewal, it was just kind of automatically						false


			5235									LN			201			20			false			20   approved.  It wasn't considered different, I think.  So,						false


			5236									LN			201			21			false			21   I mean, we don't really have a good reason, but I will						false


			5237									LN			201			22			false			22   say it was before June 24th, 2015, and hopefully that						false


			5238									LN			201			23			false			23   would be considered.						false


			5239									LN			201			24			false			24               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5240									LN			201			25			false			25                   Mr. Adley.						false


			5241									PG			202			0			false			page 202						false


			5242									LN			202			1			false			 1               MR. ADLEY:						false


			5243									LN			202			2			false			 2                   I appreciate your honesty and it gains						false


			5244									LN			202			3			false			 3   you 80 percent being honest here today.						false


			5245									LN			202			4			false			 4               MS. TUCKER:						false


			5246									LN			202			5			false			 5                   It's been deferred many times because						false


			5247									LN			202			6			false			 6   the first time that I did come and explain, you know,						false


			5248									LN			202			7			false			 7   you guys had asked us to get local support, which we						false


			5249									LN			202			8			false			 8   have done for the most part.  We haven't really been						false


			5250									LN			202			9			false			 9   able to get in touch with the sheriff's office.  I						false


			5251									LN			202			10			false			10   believe they have kind of their hands full with some						false


			5252									LN			202			11			false			11   legal matters.						false


			5253									LN			202			12			false			12                   Mr. Windham has kind of been helpful in						false


			5254									LN			202			13			false			13   trying to help us contact them and get them, and it's						false


			5255									LN			202			14			false			14   been unsuccessful, but I will say the parish council						false


			5256									LN			202			15			false			15   approved the resolution to support all of our -- the						false


			5257									LN			202			16			false			16   continuation of all of our contracts knowing that we are						false


			5258									LN			202			17			false			17   in a downturn.  We have had some layoffs unfortunately.						false


			5259									LN			202			18			false			18   The school aboard also approved it at a 12-to-1 vote, so						false


			5260									LN			202			19			false			19   we do have local support for the most part.						false


			5261									LN			202			20			false			20               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5262									LN			202			21			false			21                   All right.  Thank you, Ms. Tucker.						false


			5263									LN			202			22			false			22                   Mr. Adley, I assume you are going to						false


			5264									LN			202			23			false			23   make a motion?						false


			5265									LN			202			24			false			24               MR. ADLEY:						false


			5266									LN			202			25			false			25                   Yes.  I think to be consistent, we						false


			5267									PG			203			0			false			page 203						false


			5268									LN			203			1			false			 1   reduce it by 20 percent, meaning one year, and receive						false


			5269									LN			203			2			false			 2   the ITEP for four.						false


			5270									LN			203			3			false			 3               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5271									LN			203			4			false			 4                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.						false


			5272									LN			203			5			false			 5                   Any further discussion?						false


			5273									LN			203			6			false			 6               (No response.)						false


			5274									LN			203			7			false			 7               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5275									LN			203			8			false			 8                   All in favor, please vote with an "aye."						false


			5276									LN			203			9			false			 9               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			5277									LN			203			10			false			10               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5278									LN			203			11			false			11                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			5279									LN			203			12			false			12               (No response.)						false


			5280									LN			203			13			false			13               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5281									LN			203			14			false			14                   Motion carries.						false


			5282									LN			203			15			false			15               MS. TUCKER:						false


			5283									LN			203			16			false			16                   While I'm up here, I just wanted to ask,						false


			5284									LN			203			17			false			17   you know, again, months ago whenever we asked for just						false


			5285									LN			203			18			false			18   our contract continuations --						false


			5286									LN			203			19			false			19               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5287									LN			203			20			false			20                   We're going to do that all at once.						false


			5288									LN			203			21			false			21               MS. TUCKER:						false


			5289									LN			203			22			false			22                   I'm not sure I'm on there.						false


			5290									LN			203			23			false			23               MS. CHENG:						false


			5291									LN			203			24			false			24                   It's not on this one because they were						false


			5292									LN			203			25			false			25   not in the group from December that were asked to come						false


			5293									PG			204			0			false			page 204						false


			5294									LN			204			1			false			 1   back in April.  So the CARBO Ceramics contracts are not						false


			5295									LN			204			2			false			 2   on this agenda.						false


			5296									LN			204			3			false			 3               MS. TUCKER:						false


			5297									LN			204			4			false			 4                   Is that able to change or we're done						false


			5298									LN			204			5			false			 5   with CARBO for the day?						false


			5299									LN			204			6			false			 6               MS. CHENG:						false


			5300									LN			204			7			false			 7                   We're done.  We can add it to the June						false


			5301									LN			204			8			false			 8   agenda.						false


			5302									LN			204			9			false			 9               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5303									LN			204			10			false			10                   Yeah, let's do it in June.						false


			5304									LN			204			11			false			11               MS. TUCKER:						false


			5305									LN			204			12			false			12                   Okay.  No problem.  Thank you.						false


			5306									LN			204			13			false			13               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5307									LN			204			14			false			14                   Thank you.						false


			5308									LN			204			15			false			15                   Ms. Cheng.						false


			5309									LN			204			16			false			16               MS. CHENG:						false


			5310									LN			204			17			false			17                   20110338, General Electric Company.  The						false


			5311									LN			204			18			false			18   initial contract expired on 12/31/15 and late renewals						false


			5312									LN			204			19			false			19   requested on 8/25 of '16.						false


			5313									LN			204			20			false			20               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5314									LN			204			21			false			21                   Is there a representative from GE,						false


			5315									LN			204			22			false			22   General Electric?						false


			5316									LN			204			23			false			23               (No response.)						false


			5317									LN			204			24			false			24               MR. ADLEY:						false


			5318									LN			204			25			false			25                   Holy moly.						false


			5319									PG			205			0			false			page 205						false


			5320									LN			205			1			false			 1               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5321									LN			205			2			false			 2                   Wow.  All right.  Pleasure of the Board						false


			5322									LN			205			3			false			 3   is to defer?						false


			5323									LN			205			4			false			 4               MR. MILLER:						false


			5324									LN			205			5			false			 5                   Is this their first time up or the						false


			5325									LN			205			6			false			 6   second?						false


			5326									LN			205			7			false			 7               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5327									LN			205			8			false			 8                   Is this their first time?						false


			5328									LN			205			9			false			 9               MS. CHENG:						false


			5329									LN			205			10			false			10                   I believe it was up one time and they						false


			5330									LN			205			11			false			11   requested to defer it.						false


			5331									LN			205			12			false			12               MR. ADLEY:						false


			5332									LN			205			13			false			13                   Did you say it's General Electric?						false


			5333									LN			205			14			false			14               MS. CHENG:						false


			5334									LN			205			15			false			15                   Yes, sir.						false


			5335									LN			205			16			false			16               MR. ADLEY:						false


			5336									LN			205			17			false			17                   Fellows, ladies, clearly there are						false


			5337									LN			205			18			false			18   enough employees in that facility to have somebody here						false


			5338									LN			205			19			false			19   if it was that important to them.						false


			5339									LN			205			20			false			20                   I'm going to move to deny.  I mean,						false


			5340									LN			205			21			false			21   sooner or later you have to do that.						false


			5341									LN			205			22			false			22               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5342									LN			205			23			false			23                   Is there a second?						false


			5343									LN			205			24			false			24                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.  Moved by						false


			5344									LN			205			25			false			25   Mr. Adley.						false


			5345									PG			206			0			false			page 206						false


			5346									LN			206			1			false			 1                   Any discussion on the denial of General						false


			5347									LN			206			2			false			 2   Electric's renewal?						false


			5348									LN			206			3			false			 3               (No response.)						false


			5349									LN			206			4			false			 4               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5350									LN			206			5			false			 5                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			5351									LN			206			6			false			 6               (Several members respond "aye.)						false


			5352									LN			206			7			false			 7               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5353									LN			206			8			false			 8                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			5354									LN			206			9			false			 9               (No response.)						false


			5355									LN			206			10			false			10               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5356									LN			206			11			false			11                   Motion carries.						false


			5357									LN			206			12			false			12               MS. CHENG:						false


			5358									LN			206			13			false			13                   20110529, Southern Recycling in Orleans						false


			5359									LN			206			14			false			14   Parish.  Initial contract expired on 7/31 of '16.  Late						false


			5360									LN			206			15			false			15   renewal was requested 12/29 of '16.						false


			5361									LN			206			16			false			16               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5362									LN			206			17			false			17                   Representative -- yes.  Please step						false


			5363									LN			206			18			false			18   forward and identify yourself.						false


			5364									LN			206			19			false			19               MR. LEONARD:						false


			5365									LN			206			20			false			20                   Jimmy Leonard with Advantous Consulting.						false


			5366									LN			206			21			false			21               MR. DIEFENTHAL:						false


			5367									LN			206			22			false			22                   Eddie Diefenthal with Southern						false


			5368									LN			206			23			false			23   Recycling.						false


			5369									LN			206			24			false			24               MR. LEONARD:						false


			5370									LN			206			25			false			25                   We had five locations approved many						false


			5371									PG			207			0			false			page 207						false


			5372									LN			207			1			false			 1   years ago for the exemption.  All five of those						false


			5373									LN			207			2			false			 2   locations got entered into the deadline.  They were						false


			5374									LN			207			3			false			 3   faced with the same deadline of this coming up the last						false


			5375									LN			207			4			false			 4   December.  It was not until we started processing those						false


			5376									LN			207			5			false			 5   locations that the erroneous deadline date for the						false


			5377									LN			207			6			false			 6   Orleans Parish application got entered in.  Orleans						false


			5378									LN			207			7			false			 7   Parish is the one parish of the state that has a						false


			5379									LN			207			8			false			 8   different deadline from all of the exemption						false


			5380									LN			207			9			false			 9   applications, and as you can see, it was filed along						false


			5381									LN			207			10			false			10   with all of the other renewals, so it was -- what						false


			5382									LN			207			11			false			11   brought us here today was a misstep in our tax calendar.						false


			5383									LN			207			12			false			12               MR. ADLEY:						false


			5384									LN			207			13			false			13                   So it's reduced, it will only be reduced						false


			5385									LN			207			14			false			14   under the one parish?						false


			5386									LN			207			15			false			15               MS. CHENG:						false


			5387									LN			207			16			false			16                   Yes.						false


			5388									LN			207			17			false			17               MR. ADLEY:						false


			5389									LN			207			18			false			18                   All of the others will be at 100						false


			5390									LN			207			19			false			19   percent?						false


			5391									LN			207			20			false			20               MR. LEONARD:						false


			5392									LN			207			21			false			21                   Yes.  All of the other locations were						false


			5393									LN			207			22			false			22   filed timely in December.						false


			5394									LN			207			23			false			23               MR. ADLEY:						false


			5395									LN			207			24			false			24                   Then I would make the same motion for						false


			5396									LN			207			25			false			25   the one that was late.						false


			5397									PG			208			0			false			page 208						false


			5398									LN			208			1			false			 1               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5399									LN			208			2			false			 2                   Motion made by Mr. Adley; seconded by						false


			5400									LN			208			3			false			 3   Major Coleman.						false


			5401									LN			208			4			false			 4                   Any further discussion on Southern						false


			5402									LN			208			5			false			 5   Recycling?						false


			5403									LN			208			6			false			 6               (No response.)						false


			5404									LN			208			7			false			 7               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5405									LN			208			8			false			 8                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			5406									LN			208			9			false			 9               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			5407									LN			208			10			false			10               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5408									LN			208			11			false			11                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			5409									LN			208			12			false			12               (No response.)						false


			5410									LN			208			13			false			13               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5411									LN			208			14			false			14                   Motion carries.						false


			5412									LN			208			15			false			15               MS. CHENG:						false


			5413									LN			208			16			false			16                   I have 10 changes in name.  This is for						false


			5414									LN			208			17			false			17   Hunt Forest Products, Inc. for contracts 20090342,						false


			5415									LN			208			18			false			18   20100314, 20110273, 20120364, 20130873, 20140314 and						false


			5416									LN			208			19			false			19   20150381.  This is in Grant Parish.  They're changing						false


			5417									LN			208			20			false			20   their name to Hunt Forest Products, LLC.						false


			5418									LN			208			21			false			21               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5419									LN			208			22			false			22                   Is there a motion to approve the name						false


			5420									LN			208			23			false			23   change?						false


			5421									LN			208			24			false			24                   Made by Representative Carmody; seconded						false


			5422									LN			208			25			false			25   by Mr. Williams.						false


			5423									PG			209			0			false			page 209						false


			5424									LN			209			1			false			 1                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			5425									LN			209			2			false			 2               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			5426									LN			209			3			false			 3               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5427									LN			209			4			false			 4                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			5428									LN			209			5			false			 5               (No response.)						false


			5429									LN			209			6			false			 6               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5430									LN			209			7			false			 7                   Motion carries.						false


			5431									LN			209			8			false			 8               MS. CHENG:						false


			5432									LN			209			9			false			 9                   We have Hunt Forest Products, Inc.,						false


			5433									LN			209			10			false			10   Contracts 20100393, 20130874, 20150481 in LaSalle						false


			5434									LN			209			11			false			11   Parish.  They're changing their name to Hunt Forest						false


			5435									LN			209			12			false			12   Products, LLC.						false


			5436									LN			209			13			false			13               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5437									LN			209			14			false			14                   Motion made by Representative Carmody;						false


			5438									LN			209			15			false			15   seconded by Mr. Miller.						false


			5439									LN			209			16			false			16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			5440									LN			209			17			false			17               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			5441									LN			209			18			false			18               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5442									LN			209			19			false			19                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			5443									LN			209			20			false			20               (No response.)						false


			5444									LN			209			21			false			21               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5445									LN			209			22			false			22                   Motion carries.						false


			5446									LN			209			23			false			23               MS. CHENG:						false


			5447									LN			209			24			false			24                   I have five transfers of Tax Exemption						false


			5448									LN			209			25			false			25   contracts:  Nestle Health Sciences-Pamlab, Inc. in Caddo						false


			5449									PG			210			0			false			page 210						false


			5450									LN			210			1			false			 1   Parish, 20120609, 20130503, 20140600, 20150395 and						false


			5451									LN			210			2			false			 2   20161224.  They're being transferred to ALFASIGMA USA,						false


			5452									LN			210			3			false			 3   Inc.						false


			5453									LN			210			4			false			 4               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5454									LN			210			5			false			 5                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by						false


			5455									LN			210			6			false			 6   Mr. Fajardo.						false


			5456									LN			210			7			false			 7                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			5457									LN			210			8			false			 8               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			5458									LN			210			9			false			 9               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5459									LN			210			10			false			10                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			5460									LN			210			11			false			11               (No response.)						false


			5461									LN			210			12			false			12               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5462									LN			210			13			false			13                   Motion carries.						false


			5463									LN			210			14			false			14               MS. CHENG:						false


			5464									LN			210			15			false			15                   I have 15 contract cancelations.  I have						false


			5465									LN			210			16			false			16   a correction to make on this first one, Entergy New						false


			5466									LN			210			17			false			17   Orleans, Inc.-Michoud is not in Caddo Parish.  It's in						false


			5467									LN			210			18			false			18   Orleans Parish.  And they're requesting to cancel all of						false


			5468									LN			210			19			false			19   their active contracts because the facility is no longer						false


			5469									LN			210			20			false			20   operational.						false


			5470									LN			210			21			false			21               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5471									LN			210			22			false			22                   So we'll take that motion in globo to						false


			5472									LN			210			23			false			23   cancel all of their active contacts in the Orleans						false


			5473									LN			210			24			false			24   facility.						false


			5474									LN			210			25			false			25                   Is there are a motion?						false


			5475									PG			211			0			false			page 211						false


			5476									LN			211			1			false			 1                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by						false


			5477									LN			211			2			false			 2   Mayor Brasseaux.						false


			5478									LN			211			3			false			 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			5479									LN			211			4			false			 4               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			5480									LN			211			5			false			 5               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5481									LN			211			6			false			 6                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			5482									LN			211			7			false			 7               (No response.)						false


			5483									LN			211			8			false			 8               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5484									LN			211			9			false			 9                   Motion carries.						false


			5485									LN			211			10			false			10               MS. CHENG:						false


			5486									LN			211			11			false			11                   Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.,						false


			5487									LN			211			12			false			12   20080132 and 20080878 in Vermilion Parish.  The facility						false


			5488									LN			211			13			false			13   was closed.  The company requests cancelation.						false


			5489									LN			211			14			false			14               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5490									LN			211			15			false			15                   Cancelation motion by Major Coleman;						false


			5491									LN			211			16			false			16   seconded by Ms. Malone.						false


			5492									LN			211			17			false			17                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			5493									LN			211			18			false			18               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			5494									LN			211			19			false			19               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5495									LN			211			20			false			20                   All oppose with a "nay."						false


			5496									LN			211			21			false			21               (No response.)						false


			5497									LN			211			22			false			22               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5498									LN			211			23			false			23                   Motion carries.						false


			5499									LN			211			24			false			24               MS. CHENG:						false


			5500									LN			211			25			false			25                   I have 14 special requests.  These are						false


			5501									PG			212			0			false			page 212						false


			5502									LN			212			1			false			 1   the contract continuations that were brought before						false


			5503									LN			212			2			false			 2   y'all in December and they were asked to go to their						false


			5504									LN			212			3			false			 3   local governing authorities to receive approval for						false


			5505									LN			212			4			false			 4   these contracts to be continued as they're currently						false


			5506									LN			212			5			false			 5   idle.						false


			5507									LN			212			6			false			 6               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5508									LN			212			7			false			 7                   And I believe we have representation for						false


			5509									LN			212			8			false			 8   Halliburton.						false


			5510									LN			212			9			false			 9                   Please step forward.						false


			5511									LN			212			10			false			10                   As you guys will -- guys and ladies will						false


			5512									LN			212			11			false			11   remember, this was the idle facility that needed to get						false


			5513									LN			212			12			false			12   the local support from their local bodies being the						false


			5514									LN			212			13			false			13   police jury, the sheriff's office or the school board so						false


			5515									LN			212			14			false			14   that the continuation of exemption can exist during this						false


			5516									LN			212			15			false			15   economic downturn that we have in these areas.						false


			5517									LN			212			16			false			16                   So please identify yourself.						false


			5518									LN			212			17			false			17               MR. LEBLEU:						false


			5519									LN			212			18			false			18                   Mr. Chairman, members of the Board, my						false


			5520									LN			212			19			false			19   name is Doug Lebleu.  I'm representing Halliburton on						false


			5521									LN			212			20			false			20   these idle facility requests.  I think we should just						false


			5522									LN			212			21			false			21   start with Bossier.  I mean, I have three parishes.						false


			5523									LN			212			22			false			22                   We do not have today what you requested.						false


			5524									LN			212			23			false			23   You requested a letter from the sheriff's office						false


			5525									LN			212			24			false			24   supporting the continuation, a resolution from the						false


			5526									LN			212			25			false			25   school board and a resolution from the police jury.						false


			5527									PG			213			0			false			page 213						false


			5528									LN			213			1			false			 1                   We began discussions with these entities						false


			5529									LN			213			2			false			 2   in January.  I think we were on a pretty good track to						false


			5530									LN			213			3			false			 3   the point where on April the 6th I traveled to Bossier						false


			5531									LN			213			4			false			 4   from Baton Rouge to answer questions and concerns of the						false


			5532									LN			213			5			false			 5   school board.  They had a finance committee on April 6th						false


			5533									LN			213			6			false			 6   followed by a board meeting where I believe they were						false


			5534									LN			213			7			false			 7   going to vote an recommendation to the finance committee						false


			5535									LN			213			8			false			 8   to approve of this continuation.  About five minutes						false


			5536									LN			213			9			false			 9   before the meeting started, the attorney for the school						false


			5537									LN			213			10			false			10   board came up, introduced himself to me and informed me						false


			5538									LN			213			11			false			11   that the agenda item was being pulled for consideration.						false


			5539									LN			213			12			false			12   And when I ask why, he told me there seemed to be						false


			5540									LN			213			13			false			13   confusion as to whether LED was actually -- or the Board						false


			5541									LN			213			14			false			14   of Commerce & Industry was actually requiring this						false


			5542									LN			213			15			false			15   particular resolution.						false


			5543									LN			213			16			false			16                   At that point, I didn't have a whole lot						false


			5544									LN			213			17			false			17   of credibility with them other than to simply say I'm						false


			5545									LN			213			18			false			18   here at the direction of the board.  The folks at the						false


			5546									LN			213			19			false			19   department have a different interpretation of what I						false


			5547									LN			213			20			false			20   had, so that was their side of the story.  And I'm glad						false


			5548									LN			213			21			false			21   Kristen's here because Kristen received a phone call						false


			5549									LN			213			22			false			22   right prior to that meeting from the local economic						false


			5550									LN			213			23			false			23   development official with a completely different						false


			5551									LN			213			24			false			24   question.  It didn't have anything to do with the						false


			5552									LN			213			25			false			25   continuation.						false


			5553									PG			214			0			false			page 214						false


			5554									LN			214			1			false			 1                   As you know, this request that you made						false


			5555									LN			214			2			false			 2   was not in the rules.  It was made to be in the support						false


			5556									LN			214			3			false			 3   of what the Governor is attempting to accomplish here						false


			5557									LN			214			4			false			 4   and that us get local involvement in the process.						false


			5558									LN			214			5			false			 5                   Subsequent to that, we have not been						false


			5559									LN			214			6			false			 6   rescheduled on the school board.  At this point, I						false


			5560									LN			214			7			false			 7   really have to thank Chairman Windham, who has been						false


			5561									LN			214			8			false			 8   involved in this process, not as an advocate for						false


			5562									LN			214			9			false			 9   Halliburton, but as one who has picked up the phone and						false


			5563									LN			214			10			false			10   called officials to explain to them what the intent of						false


			5564									LN			214			11			false			11   the Board is what can he do to move the process along.						false


			5565									LN			214			12			false			12   We have a deadline of April 26th.  In fact, last week he						false


			5566									LN			214			13			false			13   had discussions with Mr. Bill Altimus, that's who the						false


			5567									LN			214			14			false			14   parish school board --						false


			5568									LN			214			15			false			15               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5569									LN			214			16			false			16                   Let me interrupt you right there.						false


			5570									LN			214			17			false			17   He's -- the police jury did send me a letter that I was						false


			5571									LN			214			18			false			18   unable to print out and it basically asks for a						false


			5572									LN			214			19			false			19   continuation.  It says, "Dear, sir," per me.  I called						false


			5573									LN			214			20			false			20   all of these parishes and all of these entities.  "May						false


			5574									LN			214			21			false			21   4th, '17, May 4, 2017 meeting, the Bossier Parish Police						false


			5575									LN			214			22			false			22   Jury will have an item on its agenda to discuss the						false


			5576									LN			214			23			false			23   continuation of Halliburton Industry Services Industrial						false


			5577									LN			214			24			false			24   Exemption Contracts Numbers 24 and 24A for one						false


			5578									LN			214			25			false			25   additional year.  This date is the first available date						false


			5579									PG			215			0			false			page 215						false


			5580									LN			215			1			false			 1   for the police jury to meet and take any official action						false


			5581									LN			215			2			false			 2   on this matter.  I apologize for any inconvenience this						false


			5582									LN			215			3			false			 3   may cause.  If you have any questions or need any						false


			5583									LN			215			4			false			 4   information, please let me know."						false


			5584									LN			215			5			false			 5                   So we can defer again?						false


			5585									LN			215			6			false			 6               MR. LEBLEU:						false


			5586									LN			215			7			false			 7                   Mr. Chairman, that's what we would like						false


			5587									LN			215			8			false			 8   to request, another deferment for two more months to see						false


			5588									LN			215			9			false			 9   if we can wrap this process up, and we would really						false


			5589									LN			215			10			false			10   appreciate your consideration for this.						false


			5590									LN			215			11			false			11               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5591									LN			215			12			false			12                   And that's just the Bossier because the						false


			5592									LN			215			13			false			13   other ones came through.  I think we got something from						false


			5593									LN			215			14			false			14   them.						false


			5594									LN			215			15			false			15               MR. LEBLEU:						false


			5595									LN			215			16			false			16                   We have everything done with them.						false


			5596									LN			215			17			false			17               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5597									LN			215			18			false			18                   So there's been a motion by						false


			5598									LN			215			19			false			19   Representative Carmody; seconded by Dr. Wilson to defer						false


			5599									LN			215			20			false			20   that one till the next board meeting to get those						false


			5600									LN			215			21			false			21   letters of support.						false


			5601									LN			215			22			false			22               MR. LEBLEU:						false


			5602									LN			215			23			false			23                   Thank you very much.						false


			5603									LN			215			24			false			24               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5604									LN			215			25			false			25                   Is there any discussion?						false


			5605									PG			216			0			false			page 216						false


			5606									LN			216			1			false			 1               (No response.)						false


			5607									LN			216			2			false			 2               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5608									LN			216			3			false			 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			5609									LN			216			4			false			 4               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			5610									LN			216			5			false			 5               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5611									LN			216			6			false			 6                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			5612									LN			216			7			false			 7               (No response.)						false


			5613									LN			216			8			false			 8               MR. LEBLEU:						false


			5614									LN			216			9			false			 9                   Cameron Parish, we have everything from						false


			5615									LN			216			10			false			10   Cameron Parish that the Board required, and Ms. Cheng						false


			5616									LN			216			11			false			11   has a copy of the resolutions and the letter from the						false


			5617									LN			216			12			false			12   sheriff.						false


			5618									LN			216			13			false			13                   The third one, Plaquemines Parish --						false


			5619									LN			216			14			false			14               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5620									LN			216			15			false			15                   All right.  Let's take care of the						false


			5621									LN			216			16			false			16   second one then.						false


			5622									LN			216			17			false			17               MR. LEBLEU:						false


			5623									LN			216			18			false			18                   I'm sorry.						false


			5624									LN			216			19			false			19               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5625									LN			216			20			false			20                   For the second one, you have all of the						false


			5626									LN			216			21			false			21   information, Ms. Cheng?						false


			5627									LN			216			22			false			22               MS. CHENG:						false


			5628									LN			216			23			false			23                   I do have it.						false


			5629									LN			216			24			false			24               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5630									LN			216			25			false			25                   And it's all in support?						false


			5631									PG			217			0			false			page 217						false


			5632									LN			217			1			false			 1               MS. CHENG:						false


			5633									LN			217			2			false			 2                   Yes.						false


			5634									LN			217			3			false			 3               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5635									LN			217			4			false			 4                   Is there a motion to allow the						false


			5636									LN			217			5			false			 5   continuation for the Cameron Parish contracts?						false


			5637									LN			217			6			false			 6                   Made by Ms. Millie; seconded by Mr.						false


			5638									LN			217			7			false			 7   Coleman.						false


			5639									LN			217			8			false			 8                        All in favor -- any further						false


			5640									LN			217			9			false			 9   discussion on that one?						false


			5641									LN			217			10			false			10                   (No response.)						false


			5642									LN			217			11			false			11               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5643									LN			217			12			false			12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			5644									LN			217			13			false			13               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			5645									LN			217			14			false			14               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5646									LN			217			15			false			15                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			5647									LN			217			16			false			16               (No response.)						false


			5648									LN			217			17			false			17               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5649									LN			217			18			false			18                   That continuation is approved.						false


			5650									LN			217			19			false			19               MR. LEBLEU:						false


			5651									LN			217			20			false			20                   Thank you very much.						false


			5652									LN			217			21			false			21                   Item number three for us is Plaquemines						false


			5653									LN			217			22			false			22   Parish.  Again, we began discussions with Plaquemines						false


			5654									LN			217			23			false			23   Parish officials back in the middle of January.  My						false


			5655									LN			217			24			false			24   initial discussions were with the attorney for the						false


			5656									LN			217			25			false			25   sheriff's office.  He informed me that there was going						false


			5657									PG			218			0			false			page 218						false


			5658									LN			218			1			false			 1   to be a meeting between the school board, the police						false


			5659									LN			218			2			false			 2   jury and the sheriff's office to discuss this issue.						false


			5660									LN			218			3			false			 3   That meeting occurred.  They had a second meeting where						false


			5661									LN			218			4			false			 4   they asked a member of LED staff to come in and explain						false


			5662									LN			218			5			false			 5   exactly what was being required and what the						false


			5663									LN			218			6			false			 6   implications were.  Then there was a third meeting on						false


			5664									LN			218			7			false			 7   March 31st with that same group where I traveled to						false


			5665									LN			218			8			false			 8   Belle Chasse, met with that group and answered their						false


			5666									LN			218			9			false			 9   questions.						false


			5667									LN			218			10			false			10                   We have not heard anything from any of						false


			5668									LN			218			11			false			11   these entities since March 30th.  I spoke with						false


			5669									LN			218			12			false			12   Representative Chris Leopold on Monday, and, again, I						false


			5670									LN			218			13			false			13   can't tell you Chris Leopold, Representative Leopold, is						false


			5671									LN			218			14			false			14   for this issue, but he's advocating the decision be						false


			5672									LN			218			15			false			15   made.  So I know he's making the phone calls to try to						false


			5673									LN			218			16			false			16   move the process along.  So we would request						false


			5674									LN			218			17			false			17   consideration as we did for Bossier on this one, also,						false


			5675									LN			218			18			false			18   for another two months to see if we can wrap the process						false


			5676									LN			218			19			false			19   up.						false


			5677									LN			218			20			false			20               MR. COLEMAN:						false


			5678									LN			218			21			false			21                   Make a motion.						false


			5679									LN			218			22			false			22               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5680									LN			218			23			false			23                   Motion has been made by Mr. Coleman to						false


			5681									LN			218			24			false			24   defer for one more board meeting, two months; seconded						false


			5682									LN			218			25			false			25   by Dr. Wilson.						false


			5683									PG			219			0			false			page 219						false


			5684									LN			219			1			false			 1                   Any further discussion on this one?						false


			5685									LN			219			2			false			 2                   Representative Carmody.						false


			5686									LN			219			3			false			 3               MR. CARMODY:						false


			5687									LN			219			4			false			 4                   Affirmation that Representative Leopold						false


			5688									LN			219			5			false			 5   approached me and said that there was an effort on his						false


			5689									LN			219			6			false			 6   part to try to get resolution for this, and he did ask						false


			5690									LN			219			7			false			 7   for consideration for deferment today.						false


			5691									LN			219			8			false			 8               MR. LEBLEU:						false


			5692									LN			219			9			false			 9                   Thank you very much.						false


			5693									LN			219			10			false			10               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5694									LN			219			11			false			11                   All right.  Thank you.						false


			5695									LN			219			12			false			12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."						false


			5696									LN			219			13			false			13               (Several members respond "aye.")						false


			5697									LN			219			14			false			14               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5698									LN			219			15			false			15                   All opposed with a "nay."						false


			5699									LN			219			16			false			16               (No response.)						false


			5700									LN			219			17			false			17               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5701									LN			219			18			false			18                   Motion carries.						false


			5702									LN			219			19			false			19               MR. LEBLEU:						false


			5703									LN			219			20			false			20                   Thank you very much.						false


			5704									LN			219			21			false			21               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5705									LN			219			22			false			22                   Thank you, Mr. Lebleu.						false


			5706									LN			219			23			false			23                   I think that's going to be one of the						false


			5707									LN			219			24			false			24   changes these rules move forward is getting some of						false


			5708									LN			219			25			false			25   these bodies because I know personally I called Altimus						false


			5709									PG			220			0			false			page 220						false


			5710									LN			220			1			false			 1   one, two, three times and sent him three or four						false


			5711									LN			220			2			false			 2   e-mails, you know, just describing it.  I sent him						false


			5712									LN			220			3			false			 3   copies of the minutes showing what we had asked so that,						false


			5713									LN			220			4			false			 4   you know, as Doug said, what it required.  Well, no.  It						false


			5714									LN			220			5			false			 5   was requested for one of your companies here, and if you						false


			5715									LN			220			6			false			 6   want to support them, then we need something, and that's						false


			5716									LN			220			7			false			 7   all we needed.						false


			5717									LN			220			8			false			 8               MR. LEBLEU:						false


			5718									LN			220			9			false			 9                   You know, if I could make one comment.						false


			5719									LN			220			10			false			10   I had a little discussion yesterday with Deputy Miller						false


			5720									LN			220			11			false			11   at the sheriff's office in Bossier, and everyone is						false


			5721									LN			220			12			false			12   taking this process very seriously because, you know,						false


			5722									LN			220			13			false			13   it's coming home to roost they may lose revenues here,						false


			5723									LN			220			14			false			14   so everyone's thinking very, very seriously.  As he						false


			5724									LN			220			15			false			15   explained to me, he said, "Doug, you know, we don't have						false


			5725									LN			220			16			false			16   to think just about this issue and this project.  We're						false


			5726									LN			220			17			false			17   setting a precedent here.  We've got to ask the right						false


			5727									LN			220			18			false			18   questions.  We've got to make the right decisions."						false


			5728									LN			220			19			false			19                   So, Secretary Pierson, as you had						false


			5729									LN			220			20			false			20   indicated, we are going through a learning curve here,						false


			5730									LN			220			21			false			21   and I know you're -- the problem is going to be						false


			5731									LN			220			22			false			22   providing direction and how the steps might go, the						false


			5732									LN			220			23			false			23   considerations that might be made, but it's been an						false


			5733									LN			220			24			false			24   interesting process.  I've got to meet a lot of great						false


			5734									LN			220			25			false			25   people.  I admire the locals and the incent and due						false


			5735									PG			221			0			false			page 221						false


			5736									LN			221			1			false			 1   diligence they're doing on these.  So thank you.						false


			5737									LN			221			2			false			 2               MR. WINDHAM:						false


			5738									LN			221			3			false			 3                   Thank you, Mr. Lebleu.						false


			5739									LN			221			4			false			 4               MS. CHENG:						false


			5740									LN			221			5			false			 5                   M-I SWACO, Contract 060022 in Cameron						false


			5741									LN			221			6			false			 6   Parish.						false
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   All right.  I call this meeting to

 3   order, the Board of Commerce and Industry meeting for

 4   April the 26th, 2017.  It's about 9:35.

 5                   Melissa -- I lost her.

 6               MR. FAVALORO:

 7                   Frank here for her.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   I'm sorry.  Frank/Melissa, please call

10   the roll.

11               MR. FAVALORO:

12                   Robert Adley, sitting in for --

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Here.

15               MR. FAVALORO:

16                   Robert Barham, sitting in for Lieutenant

17   Governor.

18               MR. BARHAM:

19                   Here.

20               MR. FAVALORO:

21                   Representative Neil Abramson.

22               (No response.)

23               MR. FAVALORO:

24                   Millie Atkins.

25               MS. ATKINS:

0004

 1                   Here.

 2               MR. FAVALORO:

 3                   Mayor Glenn Brasseaux.

 4               MAYOR BRASSEAUX:

 5                   Here.

 6               MR. FAVALORO:

 7                   Representative Thomas Carmody.

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. FAVALORO:

10                   Yvette Cola.

11               (No response.)

12               MR. FAVALORO:

13                   Major Coleman.

14               MR. COLEMAN:

15                   Here.

16               MR. FAVALORO:

17                   Ricky Fabra.

18               MR. FABRA:

19                   Here.

20               MR. FAVALORO:

21                   Manny Fajardo.

22               MR. FAJARDO:

23                   Here.

24               MR. FAVALORO:

25                   Jerald Jones.
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 1               (No response.)

 2               MR. FAVALORO:

 3                   Heather Malone.

 4               MS. MALONE:

 5                   Here.

 6               MR. FAVALORO:

 7                   Senator Danny Martiny.

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. FAVALORO:

10                   Charles "Robby" Miller.

11               MR. MILLER:

12                   Here.

13               MR. FAVALORO:

14                   Jan Moller.

15               MR. MOLLER:

16                   Here.

17               MR. FAVALORO:

18                   Senator Morrell.

19               (No response.)

20               MR. FAVALORO:

21                   Secretary Don Pierson.

22               (No response.)

23               MR. FAVALORO:

24                   Mr. Scott Richard.

25               (No response.)
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 1               MR. FAVALORO:

 2                   Darryl Saizan.

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. FAVALORO:

 5                   Daniel Schexnaydre.

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. FAVALORO:

 8                   Ronnie Slone.

 9               MR. SLONE:

10                   Here.

11               MR. FAVALORO:

12                   Bobby Williams.

13               MR. WILLIAMS:

14                   Here.

15               MR. FAVALORO:

16                   Steven Windham.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Here.

19               MR. FAVALORO:

20                   Dr. Wilson.

21               DR. WILSON:

22                   Here.

23               MR. FAVALORO:

24                   We have a quorum.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Before we go forward, I'd like to thank

 2   everybody for attending today's meeting, and I will

 3   entertain a motion for the approval of last meeting's

 4   minutes.

 5                   Motion made by Mr. Moller; seconded by

 6   Dr. Wilson.

 7                   Any discussions?  Any changes?

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

11               (Several members respond "aye.")

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   All opposed with a "nay."

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Motion carries.

17                   Mr. Burton, if you could do the Quality

18   Jobs Program, please.

19               MR. BURTON:

20                   Good morning.  I have two new

21   applications for Quality Jobs:  20151086, LACC, LLC US

22   in Calcasieu Parish; 20161392, Republic National

23   Distributing Company in Orleans Parish.

24                   That concludes the applications.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   All right.  Thank you, Mr. Burton.

 2                   Are there any questions concerning the

 3   two new applications for Quality Jobs?

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   Yeah, just let me --

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Mr. Barham (sic).

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   Just a general question that I was asked

10   to ask while I was here.  It's my understanding that

11   under Quality Jobs, LED has no -- it's strictly

12   statutory and you're guided by what the statutes say; is

13   that correct?

14               MR. BURTON:

15                   That is correct.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   The question that is raised, the Quality

18   Jobs Program has grown from 70-million to 300-million.

19   Do you know the timeframe that occurred from the 70 to

20   300?

21               MR. BURTON:

22                   The 70 to the 149, approximately -- I

23   don't have the numbers with me, but I know we've gone

24   from 70 to 149 last fiscal year.  The projection of the

25   TEB, the Department of Revenue projected about
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 1   291-million.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   And that would be from fiscal year --

 4               MR. BURTON:

 5                   Fiscal '17, ending this June.  However,

 6   just as a little add along for the board, I did check

 7   with the Department of Revenue, and so far, what's been

 8   issued as of March 31st of 2017 was about $75-million

 9   for Quality Jobs, so that's going to be significantly

10   lower than the $291-million projected by TEB Department

11   of Revenue.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   What number would be a fair number to

14   use?

15               MR. BURTON:

16                   That's kind of hard to guess, but if I

17   had to go an a ballpark, because it depends on when they

18   decide to actually submit their filings with Department

19   of Revenue, but a good estimate on time lag and how

20   revenue would have to submit it, I'd say between 90 and

21   100.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   Thank you very much.

24                   But that's in addition to the 70 that we

25   had?
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 1               MR. BURTON:

 2                   That would just be a total of 90 to

 3   100-million.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   Thank you very much.

 6               MR. BURTON:

 7                   No problem.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Any other questions?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Any comments from the public concerning

13   these new applications for Quality Jobs?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Any questions from the board members?

17               (No response.)

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Is there a motion for approval?

20               MR. ADLEY:

21                   So moved.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Mr. Adley made the motion; seconded by

24   Dr. Wilson.

25                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
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 1               (Several members respond "aye.")

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   All opposed with a "nay."

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Motion carries.

 7                   Next I believe we have the renewals.

 8               MR. BURTON:

 9                   We have five renewals for Quality Jobs:

10   20120993, Gremillion & Pou and Associates, Inc. in Caddo

11   Parish; 20121010, John H. Carter, Inc. AND ControlWorx,

12   LLC in East Baton Rouge Parish; 20120962, Mechanical

13   Equipment Company, Inc. in St. Tammany Parish; 20129999,

14   Sasol USA Corporation in Calcasieu Parish; 20121170, UPS

15   Midstream Services, Inc. in La Salle Parish.

16                   This concludes the renewal summaries.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Thank you, Mr. Burton.

19                   Are there any comments from the public

20   concerning these five renewals?

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Any comments from the board members?

24               (No response.)

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Is there a motion to approve?

 2                   Made by Mr. Slone; seconded by Ms.

 3   Malone.

 4                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 5               (Several members respond "aye.")

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   All opposed with a "nay."

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Motion carries.

11                   Next I believe we have one late renewal.

12               MR. BURTON:

13                   That is correct.  We have one late

14   renewal.  It's going to be 20080750, Blake International

15   USA Rigs, LLC in Terrebonne Parish.  The contract

16   effective date for this contract was May 15th, 2008.

17   Board approval date was 6/22/2010.  The signed contract

18   was returned to Louisiana Economic Development on

19   10/14/2015.  The contract was executed by the Governor

20   on 10/19 of 2015.  The initial contract expiration date

21   for this contract is 5/14 of 2013, and the late renewal

22   request date made by the company is going to be

23   4/18/2016.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Is there a representative from the
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 1   company?

 2                   Please step forward and identify

 3   yourself.  I'm sure there are some questions related to

 4   these time lags.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   Before they get up, can we ask the

 7   staff, is there no set guidelines in the rules how to

 8   deal with the late renewals as there are with ITEP?

 9               MR. BURTON:

10                   We do have some language on the top, if

11   you'll see on your renewal, renewal documents, it says

12   in the rules that, "An application to renew a contract

13   shall be filed within 60 days of the initial contract

14   expiring.  The Board may approve a request for renewal

15   filed more than 60 days, but less than five years after

16   expiration of the initial contract, and may impose a

17   penalty for the late filing of the renewal request,

18   including a reduction of the five-year renewal period."

19   That's verbatim from the Quality Jobs rules.

20               MR. ADLEY:

21                   What we have done on the renewals of the

22   ITEP, as I remember, we reduced the five years to four.

23   Is that how we've been doing it?

24               MR. BURTON:

25                   I think y'all went per rules on the
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 1   ITEP, which I think is it's per one year for every one

 2   month late, which that's going to be set --

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   I think the board's action when they --

 5   I see you nodding your head, because there's going to be

 6   some more late renewals, so I'm just trying to get us to

 7   be consistent if we can.  It applied to ITEP; we had

 8   these same guidelines.  We, the Board, decided to make a

 9   reduction by one year.  That's what we have done in the

10   past; that's correct, is it not?

11               MR. BURTON:

12                   Yes.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Okay.  That's all I wanted to know.

15   Thank you.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Yes, Mr. Miller.

18               MR. MILLER:

19                   Eric, for the new members here, the

20   effective date was '08.  The Governor didn't sign it

21   until '15; is that normal?

22               MR. BURTON:

23                   No, this is not a normal occurrence.

24               MR. MILLER:

25                   Do you have an explanation on why
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 1   this -- I mean, '08 and the Board approved it two years

 2   later and then the contract was signed by LED in '15 and

 3   the Governor in '15.

 4               MR. BURTON:

 5                   The only lag that we mostly have, as you

 6   can tell, in QJ contracts, there's going to be possibly

 7   about a two-year lag from the advance date and the

 8   application being due by rules, so you may see some

 9   about two years later than the advance fee has.

10   However, this one does have some special occurrences

11   that happened that maybe the company would like to speak

12   on that lagged this further back to where we would have

13   a signed contract not received until almost after five

14   years from what the Board approval date is.

15               MR. MILLER:

16                   Would you like to explain that?

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Yes.  Please identify yourself.

19               MR. HENSON:

20                   Thomas Henson, attorney for Blake

21   International --

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   Can you get a little closer to that

24   thing?

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Is it working?

 2               MR. HENSON:

 3                   Good morning, Board.  Thomas Henson on

 4   behalf of Blake International.  With me today is Jules

 5   Haydel, Human Resources Manager.

 6                   In this case, Blake International filed

 7   advanced notification in 2008, mid-2008.  It was a new

 8   company.  There was some disputes with LED as to

 9   coverage of some former Pride employees.  This was an

10   asset sale strictly in 2008, and there was some issues

11   raised by LED as to whether certain of the jobs created

12   qualified for Quality Jobs benefits.  There was a formal

13   application and an amended application, and there was

14   also some litigation over not only the Pride issue, but

15   over the wording of the contract.

16                   Because of the Pride issue, there was

17   some provisions in the contract that Blake was concerned

18   might preclude it from Quality Jobs benefits, and so

19   that was all hashed out.  And it was not until that

20   litigation was concluded that we actually had a contract

21   form acceptable that was signed up, and that's the

22   reason for the delay.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   I see the staff shook their head behind

25   you.
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 1                   Do y'all disagree with that statement?

 2               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 3                   Good morning.  Danielle Clapinski, staff

 4   attorney at LED.

 5                   I don't disagree that that was the point

 6   in time that the contract was executed, that the

 7   contract we offered back in 2010 and the one that was

 8   signed were not substantially different.  I mean, there

 9   was litigation in between, but --

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   Did they get credit for Quality Jobs

12   from 2010 forward?

13               MS. CLAPINSKI:

14                   Yes.  They have to date.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   So they got credit for them?

17               MS. CLAPINSKI:

18                   2008.  So 2008, 2009, 2010, '11 and

19   whatever portion of '12, through 5/14 of '12, so the

20   renewal contract would pick back up on 5/15 of '12, if

21   it were approved, and whatever period of time.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Secretary Pierson.

24               SECRETARY PIERSON:

25                   Don Pierson has now arrived for the
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 1   official minutes.  Please reflect my appearance.  Thank

 2   you.

 3                   Would you please illuminate that this

 4   was essentially a discussion relative to the Pride jobs

 5   were already in the state and the contract for Quality

 6   Jobs should award to Blake for net new jobs and that

 7   that was sort of the crux of that matter.

 8               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 9                   That's correct.  So there was a dispute

10   over whether the jobs.  I think about 243 of the 245

11   employees hired were former Pride employees, and so

12   there were discussions of whether they were, in fact,

13   net new jobs.  The litigation concluded because the

14   Court found that they hadn't signed the contract, that

15   the litigation was premature.  They had not yet signed

16   their contract, and, therefore, they were not an

17   employer under the Quality Jobs Program and were not

18   eligible at that time to file suit.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   I just want to make sure that we,

21   regardless of all of the litigation, the litigation was

22   finalized, the courts or whoever decided that they were

23   to get the Quality Jobs or not?

24               MS. CLAPINSKI:

25                   That was not -- no, sir.  That was not
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 1   what they decided.  They decided that at that point in

 2   time, the litigation was premature.  So that may still

 3   be an outstanding issue that LED and the company will

 4   have to deal with.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   I got it.  So the effective date for the

 7   Quality Jobs was not changed by the litigation?

 8               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 9                   That is correct.

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   Okay.  So I heard your statement, and I

12   think I got it.  For 2008 to 2015 or something.  I think

13   the fact of the matter is the effective date was the '08

14   date.

15               MR. HENSON:

16                   That's correct, and, in fact, the

17   company has been approved for substantial Quality Jobs

18   benefits '08, '09 forward for those first five years.

19   It was something over a million dollars.  We still have

20   the issue -- that's for the non-counted Pride hires.  We

21   still have the issue.  Basically what the court said,

22   until you sign a contract, we can't resolve the Pride

23   issue, so go back and sign the contract, and then that's

24   what we did.  And that's the reason for the delay in

25   execution of the contract.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   So let me ask this related to that.  Why

 3   didn't you sign the contract?

 4               MR. HENSON:

 5                   There was some provisions in the

 6   contract, there was a dispute as to which version of the

 7   Quality Jobs rules would apply to this contract.  The

 8   rules were substantially revised effective 2011, as I

 9   recall, I think October, November of 2011, and the

10   revision to the rules we believe was actually impacted

11   by Blake's situation and so we had a dispute.

12                   Originally the contract was going to

13   attach the rules that were in effect when Blake filed

14   its application in the '08/'09 time period.  The rules

15   were changed in '11, and then LED wanted to attach the

16   new rules.  Well, the new rules substantively would have

17   affected the coverage of the Pride employees, and that

18   was the crux of the dispute on signing the contract.

19                   There still is a dispute as to whether

20   the old rules or the new Quality Jobs rules should apply

21   to this contract.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   I guess my confusion here is the

24   contract is the contract and that's what dictates how

25   the program or how benefits are received.  So regardless
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 1   of what the rules would say, the contract's the

 2   contract, and if you wanted to get the benefits, the

 3   contract should have been signed.  Then I look at this

 4   other piece in here that you didn't submit the renewal

 5   until just now.  So the renewal was due.  The contract

 6   wasn't in place; you hadn't signed it, you couldn't have

 7   renewed it, but you still should have done the

 8   paperwork.  You should have signed the contract in order

 9   to get it renewed.  So I'm having difficulty making that

10   grasp of why the renew would be for the full five years

11   today.

12               MR. HENSON:

13                   We had -- it was an issue in the

14   litigation as to which version of the contract should we

15   sign, whether we should attach the old rules or the new

16   rules, and that is an extremely important issue.  And so

17   to sign -- and Blake was willing to sign and actually

18   signed at one point and sent to LED the contract with

19   the old rules attached and LED said, "No.  We're not" --

20   first of all, they prepared the contract and sent it to

21   us with the old rules attached.  And then later, after

22   they amended the rules, they pushed for amendments of

23   the Quality Jobs and rules, and then came back later and

24   said, "No, we're not going to attach those rules because

25   we want to take the position because the new rules apply
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 1   even though your application was in '08/'09."

 2                   So it wasn't a situation where, "Just

 3   sign here."  It was a serious dispute.  LED did not want

 4   to execute the contract with the original rules that

 5   were in place when Blake International filed the

 6   application, they didn't want to execute --

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   I believe through --

 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:

10                   Well, what I would say is that the rules

11   are not ever attached as an addendum to contracts.  We

12   may have agreed to send them a copy of the rules that

13   were in place at the time, and the reason for that is

14   there are some changes that are procedural and there are

15   some changes that are substantive to the program.  Some

16   of those changes, if they change, they are our

17   procedural ones about when things are due.  If we change

18   it, those are still applicable to those contracts in

19   effect.  So we don't ever say, "This is the set of

20   rules.  This is the only set of rules that are going to

21   apply to that contract."

22                   I think the why of the net new jobs is

23   really probably not an issue right now for this Board to

24   determine.  That's going to have to go through the

25   litigation process.  I think for now the issue before
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 1   you is just based upon the fact that there was

 2   litigation and that litigation was the holdup in the

 3   company signing the contract, whether that has an affect

 4   on the term of their renewal that you'd like to --

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Mr. Slone.

 7               MR. SLONE:

 8                   So I guess I'm asking, they got

 9   benefits, but the contract wasn't signed?

10               MS. CLAPINSKI:

11                   No.  So what happened was, once we were

12   finished with that portion of the litigation, they

13   executed a contract.  At the point that they executed

14   the contract, they then filed five years worth of annual

15   payroll rebates.  They did not receive anything prior to

16   having a contract, but those have -- those five years

17   have been processed by LED and they have received some

18   payroll rebates based upon those filings.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   So that contract, the original contract,

21   would have expired in '13?

22               MS. CLAPINSKI:

23                   Correct.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Now, we're in the '16 -- or '17.  I'm

0024

 1   sorry.  Thank you.  I was looking at this number here.

 2                   We're in '17.  Now, we're in '17.  I

 3   mean, my tendency would be to say, okay, you can have

 4   this last year, but you haven't been doing your

 5   paperwork.  These other four years, there was no

 6   contract in effect.  How can the state or how can we owe

 7   you anything?

 8               MR. HENSON:

 9                   As soon as the litigation was concluded

10   and resolved, the contract form was issued with the

11   corrected statement.  The company was actually sent a

12   draft of the contract with the original rules attached

13   as an exhibit from Mr. Favaloro at LED at the Quality

14   Jobs Program.  As soon as the litigation was concluded,

15   which was actually over the wording of the contract, it

16   would have been a situation to request renewal of a

17   contract that was never even placed.  The contract was

18   not in place until the court resolved the issues with

19   respect to the language of the contract.  Those were not

20   resolved until after the litigation, and then

21   immediately late filed those applications for those

22   years and requested renewal.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Yes, Mr. Miller.

25               MR. MILLER:
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 1                   Since I'm the one who opened this can of

 2   worms to go back and do this, I'll see if I can get us

 3   back on track.

 4                   You're here for renewal that goes back

 5   to '13.  You didn't file for the renewal until '16,

 6   three years after it expired.  Is there a reason that

 7   that happened?  Because, if I'm not mistaken -- let me

 8   make sure I'm understanding.  Once you signed the

 9   contract, you got credit or you got your rebate from '08

10   till '13 and you filed for it and received it; correct?

11               MR. HENSON:

12                   We got partial approval.  We didn't get

13   approval for the Pride employees.

14               MR. MILLER:

15                   That's a legal matter that I don't think

16   we need to address here.  But you took -- you went back

17   to '08 and asked for job credits through '13; is that

18   correct?

19               MR. HENSON:

20                   Yes, we did.

21               MR. MILLER:

22                   Okay.  So you knew the contract was from

23   '08 to '13 and it needed to be renewed in '13; correct?

24               MR. HENSON:

25                   We didn't have a contract in place.
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 1               MR. MILLER:

 2                   You had to have a contract to get the

 3   rebates.

 4               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 5                   The contract was not filed until October

 6   of 2015.

 7               MR. MILLER:

 8                   But you went back --

 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:

10                   Yes.

11               MR. HENSON:

12                   Immediately after.

13               MR. MILLER:

14                   Why didn't you immediately do the

15   renewal in '15 instead of a year later?  I guess what

16   I'm asking, the questions is, if it expired in '13,

17   signed the contract for the renewal, it was almost over

18   whenever you started, whenever you signed it final.

19               MR. HENSON:

20                   We believe that the Court proceedings,

21   number one, would have interrupted any deadlines, and,

22   number two, once we were in a position where the Court

23   resolved the contract issue, immediately signed the

24   contract, sent the applications for benefits.  And as

25   soon as Eric raised the renewal issue, we said we want
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 1   to be -- we want to seek renewal.

 2               MR. MILLER:

 3                   Okay.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   I think the normal practice would have

 6   been if you were in litigation, surely your attorney

 7   would have told you you have a contract, you renew the

 8   contract.  If you win the litigation, you will be due

 9   something in addition to whatever is in this contract

10   that they interpret one way and you interpret another.

11               MR. HENSON:

12                   No.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   What's going through my mind now is if

15   they waited till 2015, two years after the fact, and you

16   file it as a renewal -- isn't that what you did?

17               MR. HENSON:

18                   We signed the original contract,

19   submitted the actual applications for benefits for those

20   five years and then raised with Ms. -- with Eric the

21   renewal issue.

22               MS. CLAPINSKI:

23                   I think what happened --

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   So it's your belief that the effective
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 1   date of this renewal is what, what year?

 2               MR. HENSON:

 3                   If the effective dates, I don't know

 4   whether it would be -- I'm assuming it would be --

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   If you believe that you had a renewal

 7   coming, you had to believe you had a contract of some

 8   kind or you wouldn't have a renewal.

 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:

10                   I think, just to clarify what happened,

11   was the application came to the Board for approval in

12   2010.  It was approved by the Board.  At that point in

13   time, the contract went out to the company.

14               MR. ADLEY:

15                   With what effective date?

16               MS. CLAPINSKI:

17                   With the 5/15/2008 effective date.  And

18   that's typical that there be a lag between the contract

19   effective date and when it's approved because they have

20   24 months after filing their advanced notification after

21   filing their application, so that is not abnormal for

22   the process.  What happened --

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   The effective date is important.

25               MS. CLAPINSKI:
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 1                   Yes, sir.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   It's a five-year program; right?

 4               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 5                   Yes, sir, five years with an opportunity

 6   to --

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   The effective date is 5/15?

 9               MS. CLAPINSKI:

10                   The effective date is 5/15/2008 with an

11   expiration of 5/14/2013.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   So it expired in '13?

14               MS. CLAPINSKI:

15                   That's correct.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   And they didn't renew it then?

18               MS. CLAPINSKI:

19                   Well, they didn't enter into the

20   original contract, the first five-year contract that

21   started in 5/15/2008, until 2015, after that original

22   five-year term had expired.

23               MR. MILLER:

24                   '08 is when it got started.

25               MS. CLAPINSKI:
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 1                   '08 is, yeah.  And so at that point in

 2   time, when they filed formally, I believe what happened

 3   is they filed even for a sixth year and we're having to

 4   say, "Look, we can only process five because there is no

 5   renewal contract in place," and at that point in time,

 6   they filed for renewal.

 7               MR. MILLER:

 8                   I make a motion that we do the renewal

 9   with the one-year penalty that we've done similar to the

10   ITEP.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   There's a motion on the floor to renew

13   with a one-year penalty.

14               MR. SLONE:

15                   I'll second.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Seconded by Mr. Slone.

18                   Is there any other discussion related to

19   this?

20               MR. BURTON:

21                   I do have one question on that.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Yes.

24               MR. BURTON:

25                    If we can, let me know if you or the
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 1   Board wants for that renewal considered for an

 2   additional five years, do we want it at the beginning or

 3   do we want it at the end of the contract?

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   My thought --

 6               MR. BURTON:

 7                   If we have it.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   -- is the one year is taken off the back

10   end, so it would be from '13 until '17, so it would be

11   effectively --

12               MR. BURTON:

13                   Just reducing the last year of the

14   contract.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   I would say take it off of the last.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   I mean, I think that's what ends up

19   happening when we do the ITEP.  It ends up being a

20   reduction over the period of time they're going to get.

21   Whatever the Court says, y'all end up doing.  At the end

22   of the day, we want it be reduced by at least one year.

23   That's what we've done with everybody else.  The benefit

24   of Quality Jobs and everything else we do is for the

25   company.  The company's got an obligation to get that

0032

 1   information in.  Period.

 2               MR. MILLER:

 3                   How many jobs are we talking about?

 4               MR. HENSON:

 5                   Blake spent more than $70-million and

 6   created more than 175 new jobs.  I mean, it's been a

 7   substantial --

 8               MR. MILLER:

 9                   That's what the consensus is now?

10               MR. BURTON:

11                   The last filing that came into our

12   department was for 2012, and we have 108 new direct

13   jobs.  Obviously we have a different opinion of former

14   Pride employees, but we reduced those out, so if we

15   exclude those, we have 108 new direct jobs.  The last

16   year, the actual gross payroll was about 10.3-million,

17   and they received a $601,411 credit in 2012.

18               MR. MILLER:

19                   How many people are working right now?

20               MR. HAYDEL:

21                   Currently 64.

22               MR. MILLER:

23                   Sixty-four.

24               MR. HENSON:

25                   Sixty-four with the downturn.
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 1               MR. MILLER:

 2                   Total.  Thank you.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   We do appreciate those jobs, don't get

 5   us wrong.  We just want to make sure that the program is

 6   administered fairly for all of the applicants as well as

 7   the state.

 8                   Are there any other questions, Board

 9   members, related to this application?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All right.  There's a motion and a

13   second.

14                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

15               (Several members respond "aye.")

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All opposed with a "nay."

18               (No response.)

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   I'm sorry.  Any other comments from the

21   public?

22               (No response.)

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Motion carries.

25                   Thank you, Mr. Henson and Mr. Haydel.
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 1   Thank you, Mr. Burton.

 2               MR. BURTON:

 3                   Next for Quality Jobs is going to be the

 4   Quality Jobs specials.  We have a request for change in

 5   name only for the following contract:  20141102,

 6   Sparkhound, Inc. to Sparkhound, LLC.  That's in East

 7   Baton Rouge Parish.

 8                   And then I have a request to cancel the

 9   following contract:  Contract Number 20141066,

10   Metalplate Galvanizing, LP.  The company requested to

11   cancel the contract because they will not meet all

12   program requirements.  No benefits have been received.

13   That is in Jefferson Parish.

14                   This concludes the specials for Quality

15   Jobs.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Any comments from the public concerning

18   these special considerations for the Quality Jobs

19   Program?

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Any questions from the Board?

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   I'll entertain a motion.
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 1                   Made by the Mayor; seconded by Major

 2   Coleman.

 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 4               (Several members respond "aye.")

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All opposed with a "nay."

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Motion carries.

10                   Thank you Mr. Burton.

11                   Ms. Lambert, Restoration Tax Abatement

12   Program, please.

13               MS. LAMBERT:

14                   Good morning.  Restoration Tax Abatement

15   Program has six new applications.  The first one is

16   20140791, 4141 Bienville, LLC in Orleans Parish;

17   20150238, 225 Chartres Owner, LLC in Orleans; 20161820,

18   Austin and Andrea Guntz, East Baton Rouge Parish;

19   20141431, John B. Smallpage and Rebecca G. Smallpage in

20   Orleans; 20151378, Lydia Cutrer in Orleans; and

21   20150416, Steven B. Jones in Orleans.

22                   This concludes the six applications for

23   RTA.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Any comments from the public concerning
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 1   the Restoration Tax Abatement Program applications?

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   Yes.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Mr. Adley.

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   Just a statement.  As I understand it,

 8   because they fall in this category, regardless of the

 9   age, they get benefit of it.  I'm sure everybody else

10   saw what I saw when you read through it, the dates on

11   those range from 1890 to 1908, 1914, 1930 and then 1954.

12               MS. LAMBERT:

13                   That's absolutely correct.  The ages

14   are, on some of them, there are two qualifiers for being

15   in a historic district.  One is that you are listed on

16   the National Register of Historic Properties, and the

17   other is that you are -- so you can be anywhere.  You

18   can be out on farmland in one house --

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   2015 could be a historic structure if

21   you are were in a historic district; is that what you're

22   telling me?

23               MS. LAMBERT:

24                   Yes, correct.  You can be any age and

25   you can be in any qualified historic district --
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 1               So you're saying Mr. Barham and I are

 2   historic structures?

 3               MS. LAMBERT:

 4                   Yes, sir, that's right.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   It's just terrible.  I don't know how we

 7   missed that in the legislature.  I'm sorry.  I got it.

 8   Because it's in a historic district, even though it's

 9   1954, we have no choice.

10               MS. LAMBERT:

11                   Correct.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Motion by Mr. Williams; seconded by Ms.

14   Atkins.

15                   Any comments from the Board?

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

19               (Several members respond "aye.")

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All opposed with a "nay."

22               (No response.)

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Motion carries.

25                   Thank you, Ms. Lambert.

0038

 1                   Ms. Metoyer, Enterprise Zone Program,

 2   please.

 3               MS. METOYER:

 4                   I have 14 new applications:  20141613,

 5   Apple Core Foods, LLC, doing business as L&A Quality

 6   Foods, LLC, EBR Parish; 20160266, Beaed of Louisiana,

 7   St. Charles Parish; 20150002, C&C Marine and Repair,

 8   LLC, Plaquemines Parish; 20130117, Cajun Industrial

 9   Design & Construction, LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish;

10   20150270, Community Care Center of Ville Platte, LLC,

11   Evangeline Parish; 20151593, Delta Medical Group,

12   Terrebonne Parish; 20140456, Enlink Midstream Operating,

13   LP, Acadia Parish; 20120868, Exxon Mobil Corp Plastics,

14   East Baton Rouge Parish; 20151082, Five Star Industrial,

15   LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish; 20141154, Lake Area Hotel

16   Investments, LLC, Calcasieu Parish; 20150174, N&S

17   Hospitality, LLC, Rapides Parish; 20141291, Performance

18   Contractors, Incorporated, West Baton Rouge Parish;

19   20140994, Shiv Shakti Lodging, LLC, Calcasieu Parish;

20   and 20131070, UniFirst Holding, Incorporated, East Baton

21   Rouge Parish.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Thank you, Ms. Metoyer.

24                   Mr. Adley, questions?

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   Just two quick questions.  The first

 2   one -- I went through this list and I saw, I think it

 3   was, three hotels that received Enterprise Zone.  Am I

 4   reading that correct?

 5               MS. METOYER:

 6                   Yes, sir.  These advances were filed

 7   prior to them being excluded.  The hotels were excluded

 8   either in July of '15 or the first session in '16.

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   Under today's rules, they wouldn't

11   qualify?

12               MS. METOYER:

13                   They cannot apply.  They can apply, but

14   they don't qualify.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   Okay.  I know there was a problem, I

17   just couldn't remember what it was.  They got in before

18   the deadline; is that what you're telling me?

19               MS. METOYER:

20                   I'd have to look at the paper to make

21   sure.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   By any chance, do you know, of the four

24   manufacturing facilities that are identified there, if

25   they also get ITEP and/or inventory tax credits?  Do you
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 1   y'all keep track of that at all?  You would be able to

 2   go back and see if they got ITEP, would you not?

 3               MS. METOYER:

 4                   Yes, sir.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   I'll just ask you at some point after

 7   this meeting is over with y'all go back and see whether

 8   the four manufacturing facilities, in addition to the

 9   Enterprise, are they also getting ITEP and/or inventory

10   credit?

11               MS. METOYER:

12                   Which four are you referring to?

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   I'm looking at C&C Marine.

15               MS. METOYER:

16                   Oh, okay.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Enlink, Exxon and Performance

19   Contractors.  Clearly they look like manufacturers based

20   on their description of what you said, so I'm just

21   trying to find out if, in fact, they get the Enterprise

22   in addition to ITEP or inventory credit.  I'd just like

23   to know that of these companies.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Making a note that there's no preclusion
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 1   of that.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   Yeah.  I don't think you can prohibit

 4   it.  I just want to know if they are getting it.

 5               MS. METOYER:

 6                   Yes, sir.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any comments from the public concerning

 9   the Enterprise Zone application in front of this Board?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Any questions or comments from the Board

13   members additional?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Is there a motion?

17                   Made by Mr. Fabra; seconded by

18   Mr. Fajardo.

19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Motion carries.
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 1                   Ms. Metoyer.

 2               MS. METOYER:

 3                   I have one request to change ownership.

 4   It's Contract 20110248, current contract only.  It is

 5   RJQ Management, LLC.  The new name request is Jamjomar

 6   1314, LLC.  This is Jefferson Parish.  And based on the

 7   consultant is that Jamjomar, LLC purchased the

 8   restaurant that was owned by RJQ Management.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Any comments from the public concerning

11   this name change?

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   There's a motion by Mr. Fajardo;

15   seconded by Dr. Wilson.

16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond with "aye.)

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed with a "nay."

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.

23                   Ms. Metoyer.

24               MS. METOYER:

25                   The terminations are:  201208 -- I'm
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 1   sorry.  20120867, Exxon Mobil Corp, East Baton Rouge

 2   Parish.  The requested term date is 2/28/2015.  The

 3   program requirements have been met, no additional jobs

 4   are anticipated.  20121158, Enlink Midstream Operating,

 5   LP, East Baton Rouge Parish.  The requested term date is

 6   April 16th, 2015.  Program requirements have been met,

 7   no additional jobs are anticipated.  20120115, Axiall,

 8   LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish.  The requested term date

 9   is 12/2/2013.  The program requirements have been met,

10   no additional jobs are anticipated.  20140177, Lisa D.

11   Traina CPA, LLC, East Baton Rouge Parish.  Requested

12   term date 12/1/2016.  The program requirements have been

13   met, no additional jobs are anticipated.  20140184, B&G

14   Food Enterprises, LLC, Lafayette Parish.  Requested term

15   date August 9th, 2016.  Program requirements have been

16   met, no additional jobs are anticipated.  20111025,

17   Enlink Midstream Operating, LP, Acadia Parish.

18   Requested term date 3/25/2014.  Program requirements

19   have been met, no additional jobs are anticipated.

20   20120222, Tubreaux Aviation Maintenance, LLC, Caddo

21   Parish.  Requested term date 2/26/2015.  The program

22   requirements have been met, no additional jobs are

23   anticipated.  20120281, Tubreaux Aviation Services, LLC,

24   Caddo Parish.  Requested term date 3/7/2015.  The

25   program requirements have been met, no additional jobs
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 1   are anticipated.  Enlink Midstream Operating, 20120853,

 2   Ascension Parish.  Requested term date November 14,

 3   2014.  Program requirements have been met, no additional

 4   jobs are anticipated.  20111255, Central Louisiana

 5   Surgical Hospital, LLC, Rapides Parish.  Requested term

 6   date 12/31/2015.  Program requirements have been met, no

 7   additional jobs are anticipated.  20121197, Cheniere LNG

 8   O&M Services, LLC, Beauregard Parish.  Requested term

 9   date 12/31/2015.  Program requirements have been met, no

10   additional jobs are anticipated.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Thank you, Ms. Metoyer.

13                   Are there any comments from the public

14   concerning Enterprise Zone contract terminations?

15               (No response.)

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Any questions from the Board members on

18   those?

19               (No response.)

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   Is there a motion?

22                   Made by Robert Adley (sic); seconded by

23   Mr. Slone.

24                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

25               (Several members respond "aye.")
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   I'm sorry.  That was not Robert Adley.

 3   That is Robert Barham.

 4                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 5               (Several members respond "aye.")

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   All opposed with a "nay."

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Motion carries.

11                   Sorry about that, Mr. Barham.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   I'm sure he's never going to forgive you

14   for that one.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Ms. Metoyer, contract cancelations.

17               MS. METOYER:

18                   I have three cancelations:  20100884,

19   Pre, Incorporated, doing business as Chateau De Bayou,

20   Lafourche Parish.  The company did not meet the EZ

21   program hiring requirements and has been notified of

22   this cancelation.  20110870, Entergy, LA, LLC - Ninemile

23   Point.  The company did not meet the EZ program

24   requirements and they had requested cancelation.  And

25   20121301, Stuller, Incorporated, Lafayette Parish.  The
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 1   company did not meet the hiring requirements and they

 2   requested cancelation.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Are there any representatives from Pre,

 5   Inc., Chateau De Bayou?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any comment from the public concerning

 9   these cancelations?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Questions or comments from the Board

13   concerning the cancelations?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Is there a motion?

17                   Motion made by Mr. Miller; seconded by

18   Mr. Fajardo.

19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Thank you, Ms. Metoyer.
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 1                   All right.  Industrial Tax Exemption

 2   Program, Ms. Cheng.  I believe we're going to do these

 3   individually for the new ones.  There are a few

 4   questions for them, a number of questions.

 5               MS. CHENG:

 6                   Good morning.  These are the Industrial

 7   Tax Exemptions new applications, and there are 25 of

 8   them.

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   Can you get a little closer to the

11   microphone, which will help me and Mr. Barham?

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   These have advanced notifications that

14   were filed prior to the Executive Order on 6/24 of 2016.

15                   20151311, Boise Packaging & Newsprint,

16   LLC, Beauregard Parish; 20130018, Bollinger Fourchon,

17   Lafourche Parish --

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Ms. Cheng, I think we may have questions

20   on them, so we just want to do them one at a time.

21                   Are there any questions on Boise

22   Packaging & Newsprint in Beauregard?

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   Discovery is the first one I have.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Is there a motion to approve Boise --

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   So moved.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Moved by Mr. Adley; seconded by Ms.

 6   Atkins.

 7                   All in favor -- any comments from the

 8   public?

 9               (No response.)

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

12               (Several members respond "aye.")

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion carries.

15                   Please proceed.

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   20130018, Bollinger Fourchon in

18   Lafourche Parish.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Any questions concerning the Bollinger

21   Fourchon application?

22               (No response.)

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Is there a motion to approve Bollinger

25   Fourchon?
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 1                   Made by Robert Barham; seconded by

 2   Mr. Moller.

 3                   All in favor indicate with an "aye."

 4               (Several member respond "aye.")

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All opposed with a "nay."

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Proceed.

10               MS. CHENG:

11                   20160038, Discovery Producer Services in

12   Lafourche Parish.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   This is discovery.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Is there a question?

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Is there someone here from --

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Is there a representative from Discovery

21   here?

22                   Please step forward, state your name and

23   who you represent.

24               MR. PERILLOUX:

25                   Yes, sir.  My name is Brian Perilloux
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 1   with Williams Companies, the parent company of Discovery

 2   Producer Services, LLC.  Thank you.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Mr. Adley.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   My question is, albeit it was done prior

 7   to the executive order, I am trying to determine that

 8   this is actually part of a manufacturing process, what

 9   you've done here.  I'm not following you.  You said,

10   "This project consists of two primary objectives.  The

11   first objective is to install pipe segment to bypass

12   offshore gas around the Larose Gas Processing Plant.

13   This project allows offshore gas to bypass LGPP

14   downstream."  I'm confused.  Are you moving natural gas

15   around the manufacturing facility or into the facility?

16   That's what I couldn't figure out.

17               MR. PERILLOUX:

18                   Yes, sir.  It's to bypass the plant.  So

19   they install the bypass at the LNG processing plant to

20   bypass the plant because they don't want to process that

21   particular gas.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   And where does that gas go?

24               MR. PERILLOUX:

25                   It goes up into another line, and I
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 1   apologize.  I'm not familiar with the lot.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   I'm trying to find out, to get to the

 4   point, you're not moving any natural gas that ends up

 5   getting re-marketed somewhere by Williams or anybody

 6   else, are you?  I mean, it all pertains to the

 7   manufacturing in some way?  That's what I need to know.

 8   If you built a line to go remarket gas, that's not

 9   manufacturing.  That's something outside of what your

10   facility does.  I just need to make sure we're not

11   creating an exemption here for something that's outside

12   the manufacturing that the facility does.

13               MR. PERILLOUX:

14                   Sure, and I understand.  I apologize.  I

15   am not the project manager of the project, but the way

16   it was explained to me, it's to bypass the facility --

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Bypass the facility.  Where does that

19   gas go?

20               MR. PERILLOUX:

21                   I think it goes into a third-party line,

22   sir.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   And from the third-party line, somebody

25   sells it?
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 1               MR. PERILLOUX:

 2                   Yes, sir.  We merely transport it.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   My problem is you can't be getting

 5   property tax exemption to build a pipeline to go market

 6   natural gas, and I just need to know -- I mean, look,

 7   I'm -- if it's used in the plant, I don't have a

 8   problem, but if we're granting an exemption or property

 9   tax to someone for building a pipeline to market natural

10   gas, not part of the manufacturing, but go around the

11   plant and into a third-party to be marketed, that is not

12   manufacturing.

13               MR. PERILLOUX:

14                   We stand with whatever the decision is,

15   sir, but that is the process, to bypass the plant.  It

16   originally went into the plant --

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Can you help him?

19               MR. PERILLOUX:

20                   -- but the goal was to bypass the plant,

21   but it was built into the plant in order to bypass it.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Mr. Adley, I think we are going to need

24   to defer this one to get a better explanation of what

25   happens.  I mean, I don't see an alternative on this.
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 1   Rather than --

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   We can go do an inspection if you would

 4   like.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   Do what?

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   We can go do an inspection if y'all

 9   would like.

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   It would be helpful.  I just need to

12   make sure you're not sitting out there getting an

13   exemption for a pipeline that's actually -- albeit, some

14   of the gas may go into facility, but if you're getting

15   an exemption for the entire cost and some of it's

16   getting marketed off, I think that's a problem.  And,

17   yes, I would move that we direct LED to do get an

18   inspection before we make a final decision on this.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Before they go and spend time to go do

21   an inspection, can we get a letter from the company

22   telling us what it's for?  Because I hate to spend

23   manpower, time and effort to go do something --

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   I think it's really important to have
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 1   LED to go do that.  I think it would be very helpful for

 2   that to get done.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Is this pipeline above the ground or

 5   below the ground?

 6               MR. PERILLOUX:

 7                   Sir, I believe it's above ground.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Above ground.

10               MR. PERILLOUX:

11                   I would need to double check with the

12   project manager, but I think it is above ground.  I

13   apologize.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   That's all right.  The only reason I'm

16   saying that, Mr. Adley, is some of the inspections I've

17   done, you go out there and the pipe is underground.  You

18   can see it go down, and you don't know where it goes.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   Well, an inspection could clearly be a

21   visit by them to the home office or front office and

22   they can lay out for them the pipeline map and this is

23   how it works and you come away with an understanding.

24   You don't have to go out there with a shovel and dig up

25   pipe to go figure out where it goes, Mr. Chairman.  This
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 1   is not how it works.  They are going to have pipeline

 2   plans for them to look at and you will be able to

 3   determine if this pipe is for marketing gas or it's used

 4   in the manufacturing facility.  That's what I mean by

 5   inspection.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Okay.  So you mean more of an

 8   investigation?

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   I don't mean a tractor and dig up pipe.

11   I don't mean that.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   They do perform inspections, physical on

14   site inspections to verify --

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   I think if you go to heir office,

17   they're clearly going to have everything connection to

18   that facility and they're going to have plats and maps

19   for you to look at.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All right.  So we'll take that as a

22   motion to defer this one until LED investigates the

23   manufacturing -- the actual manufacturing at this

24   facility of that equipment.

25                   Is there a second to that deferral?

0056

 1                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.

 2                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 3               (Several members respond with "aye.")

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   All opposed with a "nay."

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Motion carries.

 9               MR. COLEMAN:

10                   I have a question.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Oh, I'm sorry.  Major Coleman.

13               MR. COLEMAN:

14                   I'm a little bit confused.  So each one

15   of these applications, so we have not determined if it's

16   a manufacturing job or not before it gets to us?

17               MS. CHENG:

18                   They have a manufacturing NAICS Code.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   I will tell you where I'm coming from.

21   These came in prior to the executive order, so under the

22   old rules.  The old rules required that be

23   manufacturing, but under a different definition than we

24   had.  In any case, it's required to be manufacturing.

25   Any member of this board who determines that something
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 1   that they see before them is not manufacturing, you

 2   clearly have a right to distinguish between the two, and

 3   that's what I'm trying to do here.  I need to know that

 4   this is part of whatever LED said the manufacturing

 5   process is.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   And I will point out, in some cases,

 8   there may be things where an entity will extract

 9   resources from the ground, so the extraction equipment

10   is not part of the manufacturing process; but then once

11   it gets above the ground on their site, then they start

12   manufacturing it into another product or doing something

13   to it to change its form, et cetera, et cetera, and that

14   becomes what's eligible for manufacturing.  So the

15   overall entity may have an SIC or a NAICS Code that is

16   manufacturing, but certain activity that go on may not

17   be manufacturing, and that's how they know, because it

18   has NAICS Code that indicates that they're manufacturing

19   something.  Does that help?

20                   Mr. Slone.

21               MR. SLONE:

22                   I'm sorry.  So if it bypasses the

23   process that you use, but is used to power the plant,

24   then would be manufacturing?

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   In my eyes, that would be considered

 2   part of the manufacturing process.

 3               MR. SLONE:

 4                   I didn't know if that would help.

 5               MR. COLEMAN:

 6                   I was just trying to figure out whose

 7   job it is to determine the eligibility of if they even

 8   get to the application stage.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   I believe that's the staff's

11   responsibility to determine it's manufacturing when they

12   receive the application.

13                   Any other questions before the deferral

14   vote is taken?

15               (No response.)

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All in favor of deferring?

18               (Several members respond "aye.")

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   All opposed say, "nay."

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Motion carries.  This one is deferred

24   for investigation.

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   20111182A, DOW Chemical Company in

 2   Iberville Parish.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Any comments from the Board concerning

 5   the DOW Chemical application?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any questions from the Board members?

 9                   Is there a motion for approval?

10                   Made by Mr. Slone; seconded by

11   Mr. Fajardo.

12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.")

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.

19               MS. CHENG:

20                   20150280, Eagle US 2, LLC in Calcasieu

21   Parish.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Mr. Adley, I believe you have a question

24   for this one.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   Question for the staff.  Understanding

 2   it's under the initial rules, when I look at these two

 3   applications, they have this one and I guess there is

 4   another.  This one, they just said 2015 upgrades.  The

 5   second one, they clearly mentioned an expansion.  How do

 6   you know or do you know as a staff person that these

 7   were maintenance or not maintenance items?  Is there any

 8   way for you to know that?

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   No.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   Under the old rules, they're clearly

13   allowed regardless of what they put.

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   Yes, sir.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   Under the new rules, when they see

18   something, they just simply --

19               MS. CHENG:

20                   We will have ask for an explanation of

21   what the --

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   Then this may no longer be allowed --

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   Correct.
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 1               MR. ADLEY:

 2                   -- if you find out it's for maintenance

 3   purposes.

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   Yes, sir.

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   All right.  That's what I needed to

 8   know.  Thank you.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Any other questions for the first Eagle

11   US 2 application?

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Any comments from the public?

15               (No response.)

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Motion to approve made by Major Coleman;

18   seconded by Ms. Atkins.

19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Motion carries.
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 1               MS. CHENG:

 2                   20150880A, Eagle US 2 in Calcasieu

 3   Parish.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Any comments from the public concerning

 6   this second application by Eagle US 2?

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   There is a motion on floor to approve

10   made by Ricky.

11                   Is there a second?

12                   By Mr. Williams.

13                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

14               (Several members respond "aye.")

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   All opposed with a "nay."

17               (No response.)

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Motion carries.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   Exxon Mobil Corporation has requested

22   that we defer 20152017.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   You said defer?

25               MS. CHENG:

0063

 1                   Yes.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   Which one.

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   Exxon Mobil.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Exxon Mobil.

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   Company has requested that the

10   application be deferred.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All right.

13               MS. CHENG:

14                   20150997 FMT Shipyard & Repair, LLC in

15   Jefferson Parish.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   And the question on this one is they

18   state that they constructed new office buildings, am I

19   to understand that under the old rules, that was

20   allowed?

21               MS. CHENG:

22                   Correct.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   And that is not allowed under the new

25   rules; is that correct?  I'm trying to get some of these
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 1   things aired out before we start walking into these

 2   meetings and people believe that the way they used to do

 3   it's going to work.

 4                   Under the new rule, that would not be

 5   allowed, the office building.

 6               MS. CHENG:

 7                   Correct.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   But under the old rule, y'all did allow

10   them and you allowed them for other companies; is that a

11   fair statement?

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   Yes.

14               MR. ADLEY:

15                   Okay.  Thank you.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Any comments from the public concerning

18   FMT Shipyard & Repair?

19               (No response.)

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   Motion made by Mr. Slone; seconded by

22   Secretary Pierson.

23                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

24                   (Several members respond "aye.")

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   All opposed with a "nay."

 2               (No response.)

 3               MS. CHENG:

 4                   20141329, G.E.O. Heat Exchangers, LLC in

 5   Iberville Parish.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Any comments from the public concerning

 8   G.E.O. Heat Exchangers?

 9               (No response.)

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Is there a motion on the floor to

12   approve this one?

13                   Made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by Ms.

14   Atkins.

15                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

16                   (Several members respond "aye.")

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   All opposed with a "nay."

19               (No response.)

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   Motion carries.

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   20160175, Hood Container of Louisiana,

24   LLC in West Feliciana Parish.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Any comments from the public concerning

 2   Hood Container of Louisiana?

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Is there a motion to approve?

 6                   Made by Mr. Miller; seconded by

 7   Mr. Williams.

 8                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 9                   (Several members respond "aye.")

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All opposed with a "nay."

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion carries.

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   20141572, Intralox, LLC in Jefferson

17   Parish.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Mr. Adley, I believe you have a question

20   for Intralox.

21               MR. ADLEY:

22                   We do.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Is there a representative from Intralox?

25                   Please step forward.
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 1               MR. ADLEY:

 2                   Under the old rules, they also allow --

 3   go ahead and identify yourself.  I'm sorry.

 4               MS. RAYMOND:

 5                   Deanne Raymond.  I'm the Director of Tax

 6   for Laitram, and Intralox is one of our group of

 7   companies.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   Deanne, I don't think the application is

10   at risk.  I just want you to understand that, but under

11   the old rules, they allow for software and hardware if

12   it was in an office as part of a process to be included.

13   Under the new rules, this has to be part of the process,

14   something that's used into the manufacturing itself.  My

15   question to you is, the software and hardware that you

16   have purchased here, what is that for?

17               MS. RAYMOND:

18                   It's probably going to be difficult for

19   me to look at this and say exactly what that's for.  I

20   would probably have to go back to our IT people.  I

21   mean, some of that is certainly used in the

22   manufacturing because we have -- everything's robotic

23   and computerized.

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   If you go to a Timber mill, for instance
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 1   they're going to sit there on the computer out on a line

 2   and they're going to push a button to cut those logs a

 3   certain way and they have a computer that's using

 4   Windows 10 inside of the office, that would not be

 5   allowed.  It will be allowed in the old rules, but will

 6   not be allowed under the new rules.

 7               MS. RAYMOND:

 8                   Okay.  I understand what you're saying.

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   You don't really know what --

11               MS. RAYMOND:

12                   Specifically what this one is, I would

13   have to go back and see, but certainly we use computers

14   in the whole manufacturing process, which all of the

15   injection and molding machines and the robotic equipment

16   that goes along with that.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   And all of that certainly is approved

19   with the new rules and the old rules.

20               MS. RAYMOND:

21                   Uh-huh.  What specifically --

22               MS. ADLEY:

23                   I only raise this, ma'am, so the

24   committee can be, again, prepared when we get to this

25   point under the new rules, if you walk in here with
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 1   software and hardware, you're going to have to know the

 2   difference because if it's sitting over there at an

 3   office somewhere, it clearly does not meet the new

 4   definition of manufacturing.

 5               MS. RAYMOND:

 6                   Okay.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   That's it.  Thank you, ma'am.

 9               MS. RAYMOND:

10                   Thank you.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All right.  Any comments from the public

13   concerning the Intralox application?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Is there a motion on the floor?

17                   Made by Mr. Slone; seconded by

18   Mr. Miller.

19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Motion carries.
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 1               MS. CHENG:

 2                   20140198A, Lubrication Technologies,

 3   Inc. in Caddo Parish.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   All right.  Any comments from the public

 6   concerning Lubrication Technologies?

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Is there a motion on the floor?

10                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by

11   Mayor Brasseaux.

12                   All in favor -- oh, any comments from

13   the Board, questions?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed with a "nay."

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   20140198B, Lubrication Technologies,

25   Inc. in Caddo Parish.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   I will assume the same?

 3                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson and seconded

 4   by Mayor Brasseaux.

 5                   Questions from the public, comments?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any questions from the Board members?

 9               (No response.)

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

12                   (Several members respond "aye.")

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   All opposed with a "nay."

15               (No response.)

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Motion carries.

18               MS. CHENG:

19                   Marathon Petroleum Company has requested

20   they we defer 20131404.

21               MR. ADLEY:

22                   The only question, just if you -- I

23   think you can answer it without getting them up here.

24   When you see the word "revamp" in an application and

25   there's no further description in what they do, what

0072

 1   does that mean?

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   Which application would this be?

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   On the Marathon.  Says that FCC revamp.

 6   Does that mean they're maintaining it?  Does that mean

 7   they're rebuilding it?  What does that mean?

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   I'm not sure, but I can ask them.

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   That's all right.  Look, it's going to

12   be approved because it's under the old rules.  I'm going

13   to suggest to you that when we start moving the others

14   through under the new rules, words like that, they're

15   not going to mean anything unless you have a

16   description.  A lot of these just don't have the

17   description.

18                   That's it, Mr. Chairman.  Thank you.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Thank you, Mr. Adley.

21               MS. CHENG:

22                   20141452, Sasol Chemicals USA in

23   Calcasieu Parish.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   I believe Mr. Adley has a question for
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 1   Sasol.

 2                   Is a there a representative for Sasol?

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   Is this the second Marathon?

 5               MS. CHENG:

 6                   Marathon only has one.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Sasol, please step forward and identify

 9   yourself.

10               MR. HAYES:

11                   Michael Hayes, Manager of Government

12   Relations for Sasol.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Thank you.  Let me just ask the staff,

15   in the past, under the old rules, you allowed R&D,

16   research and development, to be part of the

17   manufacturing process; is that right or wrong?

18               MS. CHENG:

19                   I believe everything was included and

20   allowed at the manufacturing site.

21               MR. ADLEY:

22                   I didn't hear you, ma'am.

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   Everything at the manufacturing site.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   Whatever it was?

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   Yes.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   So when they say "the expansion of R&D

 6   building for research and development that may be

 7   outside of the manufacturing plant itself," you always

 8   allowed that in the past?

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   Yes.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   Okay.  And we're allowing it now, but I

13   have to tell you, under the new rules, I don't think

14   it's going to fit, so that you know going forward.

15               MR. HAYES:

16                   If I may, this particular R&D expansion

17   is not pie-in-the-sky R&D.  This is very

18   customer-process-driven R&D because we have some

19   processes that can take alumina, for example, and change

20   the properties of that alumina to suit what the customer

21   needs.  So these are in the chemistry, working with a

22   manufacturing process and the customers, to modify the

23   properties of those molecules they're making so that

24   they'll suit the process.  And so, to me, this type of

25   R&D was one that we'd give serious consideration.
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 1                   An example, one of the products that we

 2   make, you know, if you remember, when photo paper for

 3   computers, laser paper, was so expensive because it had

 4   silver in it.  We were able to work with those

 5   manufacturers of photo paper to modify the properties of

 6   our alumina to be able to replace the silver in photo

 7   paper.  So you went from something that you make jewelry

 8   out of to something that's the functional equivalent of

 9   dirt.  You know, that's how the process --

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   I got that and it will certainly be

12   approved today, but the truth of the matter is, you can

13   be doing your R&D in London.

14               MR. HAYES:

15                   Not this R&D.  This R&D --

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   I think the way the law works now,

18   anything associated with R&D can be there.  Here's the

19   best example I can give you:  When you move natural gas

20   into your plant, and you do that over there, I'm sure,

21   before it's moved in there, they move water out of the

22   gas.

23               MR. HAYES:

24                   Right.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   Under what your theory is, all of that,

 2   too, would be subject to manufacturing.

 3               MR. HAYES:

 4                   No, sir.  That would be quality

 5   assurance and would be separate from the new rules.

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   I got you.  Just from the Governor's

 8   office, sir, whatever it's worth, certainly we're not

 9   going to object to this one because it's under the old

10   rules and R&D was clearly left out when we did the new

11   rules.  Just so you know, it won't be there, at least

12   from our office.

13               MR. HAYES:

14                   Okay.  I would like to be able to make

15   the argument, though, in the future, if it's possible.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   We are right over there on the fourth

18   floor.  Go over there and knock on his door.  He's

19   looking for friends today.

20               MR. HAYES:

21                   You have a great staff here and they

22   asked for those same details.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   So when you do this R&D, it is related

25   to --
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 1               MR. HAYES:

 2                   Manufacturing.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   -- manufacturing.  I mean, getting the

 5   product to the customer specs, do you bill them for this

 6   or is this part billed to the cost of the production of

 7   the new material?

 8               MR. HAYES:

 9                   That's part of the service that we

10   provide because if we're able to create new products by

11   changing the properties of our existing products that

12   suit the customer's manufacturing need, then we've

13   satisfied our manufacturing need and then we've

14   satisfied their need as a customer, and that's what this

15   is all about.  So these R&D guys that are doing this

16   work really are trying to modify the process to come up

17   with a new brainstorm.  They're trying to make what we

18   have work in various and different circumstances.

19                   Another example is we make surfactants

20   and we're using those surfactants in the hydraulic

21   fracturing process, but not every surfactant works, but

22   we're able to treat the properties of surfactants so

23   that they will run the hydraulic fracturing process

24   better to keep those cracks open, deliver the material

25   that keeps the cracks open because the surfactants are
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 1   able to work better.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   So, in my eyes, this might be more of a

 4   customizing manufacturing --

 5               MR. HAYES:

 6                   Exactly.  Exactly.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   -- as opposed to R&D, because I think of

 9   R&D, as you said, where the scientists are in there and

10   they're trying to come up with a new widget, not taking

11   an existing widget and making sure it works for the

12   customer's needs.

13               MR. HAYES:

14                   Right.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   So, Mr. Adley, it may be different than

17   R&D in the sense that a lot of people think of R&D.

18   This is fine tuning a product, just like making sure

19   that they're mixing it right, and, to me, it's part of

20   manufacturing because once you get the chemistry right,

21   then it flows into making that customer's product.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   I got it.  My advice to you is, if you

24   want to tell that to somebody, go tell it to him,

25   because I'm relaying to you what he has told me.  We do
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 1   not believe that R&D, that a company goes and does on

 2   the side to go make their profit, make their money, is

 3   part of the manufacturing process.  It's not part of the

 4   process of when you did your R&D and you said this is a

 5   product I want to make, there's a manufacturing process

 6   associated with that project, you go back and do some

 7   more R&D and you say you want to make something else,

 8   then you create another manufacturing facility, then

 9   there's a manufacturing process for that one.

10               MR. HAYES:

11                   Thank you, sir.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   I think that's going to be his position.

14   Until he tells me otherwise, that's -- I just wanted you

15   to know that's where we are, and the rules, clearly the

16   issue of R&D issue came up and we very clearly kept them

17   out of the rules for that reason.

18               MR. HAYES:

19                   Understood.  Thank you, sir.

20               MR. ADLEY:

21                   Thank you for what you're doing in Lake

22   Charles.  It's pretty phenomenal what y'all are doing.

23               MR. HAYES:

24                   We're pretty excited for Lake Charles

25   and Louisiana.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Any other questions by the Board?

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Thank you, sir.

 6                   Is there a motion on to the floor to

 7   approve this application?

 8               SECRETARY PIERSON:

 9                   So moved.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Made by Secretary Pierson; seconded by

12   Mr. Fajardo.

13                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

14               (Several members respond "aye.")

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   All opposed with a "nay."

17               (No response.)

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Motion carries.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   20121255, SE Tylose Louisiana, LLC in

22   Iberville Parish.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Any questions on this one?

25               (No response.)

0081

 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Any comments from the public concerning

 3   SE Tylose Louisiana?

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Is there a motion on the floor to

 7   approve?

 8                   Made by Mr. Wilson; seconded by

 9   Mr. Fabra.

10                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

11               (Several members respond "aye.")

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   All opposed with a "nay."

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Motion carries.

17               MS. CHENG:

18                   20141393, Shell Chemical

19   Company-Ascension in Ascension Parish.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All right.  I'm going to let you go

22   ahead and read all of the Shells all at once.  Mr. Adley

23   does have some questions for Shell.

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   20141217, Shell Chemical Company in
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 1   Ascension Parish; 20131234, Shell Chemical Company in

 2   Ascension Parish; 20130770, Shell Chemical Company, LP;

 3   and 20141576, Shell Chemical Company, LP in St. Charles

 4   Parish.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Is there a representative from Shell

 7   here?

 8                   Please step forward and identify

 9   yourself.

10               MR. BAKER:

11                   Good morning, Mr. Chairman.  Joe Baker

12   with Shell Oil Company.  I manage the property taxes for

13   Downstream assets in Louisiana.

14               MR. ADLEY:

15                   Only two quick questions.  In the first

16   request you've got facilities who export ID to a mobile

17   site and then to third properties, and then in another

18   one, you've got railcar maintenance activities.  Are

19   these on the site of the manufacturing facility or are

20   they elsewhere?

21               MR. BAKER:

22                   They're on the site of the manufacturing

23   facility, except your question regarding the mobile

24   site, I'm going to have to find out for sure on that

25   one.  I can't answer that.  But as far as the rail
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 1   facilities, yes, sir, they're on site.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   We don't object to the approval of the

 4   current ones that you have.  I would like to ask,

 5   Mr. Chairman, that the staff to look at, insofar as

 6   under the new rules, I want to sure -- as I remember it,

 7   we made sure that anything dealing with further

 8   marketing of a product was not part of the ITEP, and so

 9   I'm trying to make sure that -- I think we used language

10   to say that it had to be physically on the facility on

11   that site.  Just find out for me and let me know later

12   on this application and if you can get with them so I

13   can find out exactly how this one works so I'll know for

14   the future.

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   If it actually is mobile and does leave

17   the facility, they'll have to take it off.  It's not

18   eligible under current rules and it will be amended in

19   the affidavit of current loss.

20               MR. ADLEY:

21                   If they're not mobile under the current

22   law, it's not --

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   I looked at the assets and I didn't

25   see -- they didn't seem like assets that could leave the
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 1   facility, but we can check what this mobile site is.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   Let me just make sure.  You just said

 4   something that I need to know.  Under current rules, the

 5   old rules, mobile facilities are or are not allowed?

 6               MS. CHENG:

 7                   Are not.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   Well, on this application, you list a

10   mobile site, a mobile site that's being shipped to be

11   part of the investment dollars used in this application.

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   I believe so.

14               MR. BAKER:

15                   Mr. Adley, I can't answer that, but I

16   apologize for not knowing that answer, but your question

17   is valid.  I'll get back with Kristin and let her know

18   if the application needs to be amended or what have you.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   Let me do this if I can.  Let me move

21   for approval, Mr. Chairman, subject to them clarifying

22   with staff that the mobile site is not included in the

23   numbers being applied for for the ITEP.

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   If that is ineligible, it can be taken
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 1   off at the point of them filing their affidavit of final

 2   cost.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   All of these are subject to

 5   qualifications in the end.  Even when you go out and do

 6   an inspection, if you find out that something's mobile,

 7   it gets removed from the contract and the assessors get

 8   notified immediately that the assets did not qualify for

 9   the program and everything needs to be adjusted.  So

10   it's just part of the process.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   I need you to get back to me and try to

13   clear it up if they're getting money for it.

14                   Thank you.

15               MR. BAKER:

16                   Thank you, Mr. Adley.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Seconded by -- motion was made by

19   Mr. Adley to approve all of the Shell applications.

20                   Are there any comments from the public?

21                   Seconded was made by Dr. Wilson.

22                   Any questions or further comments from

23   the Board members?

24               (No response.)

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 2               (Several members respond "aye.")

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   All opposed with a "nay."

 5               (No response.)

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Motion carries.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   I would ask the staff, before you leave

10   Shell, the Shell application -- I'm looking for the

11   number.  I've got this sheet in front of me.  Let's see.

12   The 20130770-ITE.

13               MS. CHENG:

14                   Okay.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   They make the statement that replacement

17   costs have not been retired as part of Phase 1, and the

18   Chairman's done a really good job of training me over

19   time to know that whatever the initial ITEP was, when

20   you're going to replace something, that's removed from

21   what they're eligible for in the future, so what does it

22   mean when they say that replacement costs have not been

23   retired?  What does that mean?

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   So that asset is probably still on site,
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 1   so it has not been retired yet, but when they file their

 2   second phase of this application, they will reflect it

 3   on that --

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   But you took in benefit the cost of that

 6   when you're granting this particular ITEP that they're

 7   working on?  You're nodding your head.  You've done

 8   that.  Okay.  Thank you.

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   20151157, Surface Performance Group, LLC

11   in Jefferson Parish.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Are there any comments from the public

14   concerning Surface Performance Group?

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   Which one is it?

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Surface Performance Group, LLC.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   Is this the one that does the surface

21   coating and repair?

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   Yes, sir.

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   Yes.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Is there a representative --

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   I need to know from the manufacturer.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Is there a representative from --

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   I knew I'd get you here sooner or later.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Please step forward and identify

11   yourself.

12               MR. ZATARAIN:

13                   Chuck Zatarain.  I represent Surface

14   Performance Group.  Nice to see everybody again.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   And you're the gentleman who pointed out

17   to me that every meeting, you get called up here by me

18   at the start the meeting; is that right?

19               MR. ZATARAIN:

20                   Yes, sir.  You're very consistent with

21   that.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   And I explained to you, without me, you

24   wouldn't have a job; is that --

25               MR. ZATARAIN:

0089

 1                   You sure did.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   So the surface coating and repair, I'm

 4   trying to understand how that's part of the

 5   manufacturing process or is that in the building of the

 6   facility itself?  What is it?

 7               MR. ZATARAIN:

 8                   It is a repair service, coating, and

 9   they also put together small tools.  It's a family-owned

10   business, a husband and wife, at this operation in

11   Jefferson Parish.  They service the chemical plants up

12   and down the river.  They operate seven days a week.

13   When somebody comes in with a piece of equipment that

14   needs to be repaired quickly, they repair it.  If they

15   have to grind it down or change it up, make it surface

16   to perform something else, they can do it on the spot.

17   They also take broken down pieces of equipment and are

18   asked to make them a new one.  It's what they do.  And

19   it's there terrific operation.

20                   They have about eight employees at the

21   initial site.  They are landlocked in Jefferson Parish,

22   so they built a new manufacturing facility and building

23   and also new equipment and doubled their payroll.  So

24   they're very essential to the chemical industry up and

25   down the plant (sic).
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 1                   So they manufacture by grinding,

 2   coating, resurfacing and also putting together new

 3   pieces of equipment from the broken pieces of equipment.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   Thank you.

 6               MR. ZATARAIN:

 7                   Yes, sir.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Any other questions for Mr. Zatarain?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   The motion is made by Mr. Slone to

13   approve the application; seconded by Ms. Malone.

14                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

15                   (Several members respond "aye.")

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All opposed with a "nay."

18                   (No response.)

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Motion carries.

21                   Thank you, Mr. Zatarain.

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   20140991, Union Carbide Corporation in

24   St. Charles Parish.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   I believe we have a question for Union

 2   Carbide.  Is there a representative from Union Carbide?

 3                   Please step forward.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   And you'll be glad to know it's the last

 6   question I've got in this group of stuff.  It makes be

 7   happy and you happy, too.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Please identify yourself.

10               MR. FAUCHEUX:

11                   Tommy Faucheux, Government Affairs.

12               MS. DAIGLE:

13                   Rona Daigle, Lead Tax Manager, DOW.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   Mr. Adley.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   The installation of electrical

18   substation, have you created some kind of cogent or

19   something, is that what's going on out there?  What is

20   this about?

21               MS. DAIGLE:

22                   This is a substation, power-to-water

23   treatment plant.

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   Prior to doing this, where did you get
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 1   your power from?

 2               MS.

 3                   We have other substations.  This one's

 4   for improvement and upgrade for future water treatment.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   I got you.  So it wasn't coming from a

 7   private investor-owned facility from day one; you've

 8   always created your own substations; is that what you're

 9   telling me?

10               MS. DAIGLE:

11                   This is our own substation, yes, and our

12   own --

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   And so the only question I have for

15   staff, I need to better understand this.  I noted since

16   we've been here, Entergy will always have many various

17   applications as they come in and they build power

18   facilities for the plants and they apply for ITEP.  What

19   happens if you have one of those facilities where you

20   have the investor-owner comes in, provides the power and

21   then decides to build a substation and Entergy Group no

22   longer is providing the power and you're eight into the

23   ITEP or, say, six years, what happens?

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   If it's not --
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 1               MR. ADLEY:

 2                   Do they no longer continue the ITEP?

 3               MS. CHENG:

 4                   If they're no longer -- if Entergy is

 5   not being used, it would be --

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   It would be disqualified?

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   It would be canceled.  The company would

10   come to us and say to cancel it.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   That's what I want to know.  Thank you.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Any other questions for Union Carbide?

15               (No response.)

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Motion by Mr. Slone; seconded by Ms.

18   Atkins.

19                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Motion carries.
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 1                   I believe you can read the last three

 2   together.

 3               MS. CHENG:

 4                   Okay.  20130801, Westlake Petrochemical,

 5   LLC in Calcasieu Parish; 20131140, Westlake Polymers, LP

 6   in Calcasieu Parish; and 20160037, Williams Olefins, LLC

 7   in Ascension Parish.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Any comments from the public concerning

10   these three applications?

11               (No response.)

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Is there a motion to approve these

14   three?

15                   Made by Mr. Williams; seconded by Mr.

16   Fajardo.

17                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

18               (Several members respond "aye.")

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   All opposed with a "nay."

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Motion carries.

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   Now we have the new applications that
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 1   were received prior to the executive order being issued

 2   on 6/24/16, but they do not have an advanced

 3   notification.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   So these are MCAs received prior to the

 6   executive order issuance?

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   Yes.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   All right.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   So the work and receipt was all prior to

13   the executive order on these?

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   Yes.

16                   20161240, Bayou Companies, LLC in Iberia

17   parish.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All right.  Any comments from the public

20   concerning Bayou Companies, LLC?

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Comments from the Board?

24               (No response.)

25               MR. WINDHAM:

0096

 1                   Is there a motion to approve these MCAs

 2   that were filed prior to issuance of the executive

 3   order?

 4                   Oh, I'm sorry, couple of comments from

 5   the public.  Well, kind of public.  One from the public

 6   and one from LED staff.  We'll start with LED staff.

 7   Please identify yourself.

 8               MR. HOUSE:

 9                   Richard House, Counsel for Economic

10   Development.

11                   These are MCAs prior to June 24th.  The

12   issue is whether or not they have jobs.  If they have

13   jobs, then they should be approved.  If they don't have

14   jobs, then under the executive order, they should not be

15   approved.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   Richard, clarify this for us.  When I

18   came over today, I was told clearly by the fourth floor

19   that that is their position.  I wanted to make sure

20   about that.  There were a group of these that came in

21   prior to, but they weren't received till after 6/24.

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   No.  These --

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   You're telling me it makes no different,
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 1   makes no difference when they're received?

 2               MR. HOUSE:

 3                   No.  These are prior to June 24th.  They

 4   were received prior to -- the ones you're considering

 5   now were received prior to June 24th.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Of '16?

 8               MR. HOUSE:

 9                   Of 2016.

10                   Under the executive order, regarding

11   MCAs, Miscellaneous Capital Additions, if they have

12   jobs, then they're subject to our approval.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Regardless of whether they were before

15   or after 6/24 or not?

16               MR. HOUSE:

17                   No, sir.  They were before June 24th.

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   I'm sorry.  You --

20               MR. HOUSE:

21                   These were all applications before June

22   24th, 2016.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   So your position would be if they had

25   zero jobs, we would approve them?
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 1               MR. HOUSE:

 2                   No.  My position would be if they have

 3   zero jobs, you would not approve them under the

 4   executive order.  If they have jobs, you would approve

 5   them under the executive order.

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   So it is your position that all of these

 8   before us that have no jobs, whether they were received

 9   before or after 6/24, would not be approved by the

10   executive order?

11               MR. HOUSE:

12                   Correct.  If they're Miscellaneous

13   Capital Additions, that's correct.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   Secretary Pierson.

16               SECRETARY PIERSON:

17                   Just as a point of clarification, the

18   two gateways are approval by the Board and the

19   Governor's signature.

20               MR. HOUSE:

21                   Correct.

22               SECRETARY PIERSON:

23                   And so the executive order stating that

24   he would classify MCAs with zero jobs as ineligible is

25   going to be subject to his signature.  Whether or not
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 1   the Board passes it, really it has to pass his desk, and

 2   his executive order says it will not pass his desk.

 3               MR. HOUSE:

 4                   That's correct.  So if you believe that

 5   he will not sign it and you want to follow that

 6   indication, as I think that's been done in the past on a

 7   number of different issues, then you should do that.  We

 8   are having new rules that I hope will be promulgated

 9   today that will align these things.

10               SECRETARY PIERSON:

11                   But it was prior to that point in time,

12   so that's part of the difficulty we face that those

13   applicants that had no knowledge of a pending EO.

14               MR. HOUSE:

15                   Well, before June 24th, the applications

16   you're considering in this part of the agenda were filed

17   before June 24th.  Some have jobs, and under the

18   executive order, if you approve these, the Governor will

19   sign those contracts.

20                   Others do not have jobs, and the

21   Governor has indicated in his executive order that he

22   will not sign those contracts.  We're not discussing

23   after June 24th yet.  We're just discussing before June

24   24th.

25               SECRETARY PIERSON:
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 1                   Understood.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   But this is all '16.  Not this year's

 4   MCAs.

 5               MR. HOUSE:

 6                   Well, it's not June 24th, 2017 yet.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Right.  These are --

 9               MR. HOUSE:

10                   Under the executive order as of June

11   24th, 2016 is the issue.  These were filed before June

12   24th, 2016.  They have jobs.  If these MCAs have jobs,

13   the Governor has indicated in his executive order that

14   he will sign those contracts.  If they do not have jobs,

15   even if they're before June 24th, 2016, he's indicated

16   in his executive order that we will not sign them.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Thank you.

19                   Mr. Bagert.

20               MR. BAGERT:

21                   I'm in the rare and exciting position to

22   agree completely with Mr. House and underline the fact

23   of what he said.  I would also just point out that this

24   Board has set the precedent of acting in accordance with

25   the executive order on precisely this point in the past
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 1   when MCAs are submitted prior to June 24th did not have

 2   jobs that are rejected.  When they did have jobs, they

 3   were considered eligible, and that has been established

 4   as the precedence of the Board in previous meetings in

 5   October, December and January as well.

 6               MR. ADLEY:

 7                   It's your view, based on our executive

 8   order, that between -- there are only two companies on

 9   this list; is that right?  Right or wrong?  How many?

10               MS. CHENG:

11                   There are a few more.  Flip to the next

12   page.  There are nine.

13               MR. BAGERT:

14                   Nine total.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   There are three, if I'm looking at this

17   correctly, there are two on one page and -- excuse me.

18   No, it's not.  One on one page and then three on the

19   next page for a total of four that actually created jobs

20   out of the group.  So a total of four out of the group

21   that have jobs.

22                   It's your view, under the executive

23   order, that we would only approve -- at least expect the

24   Governor's signature, we would approve those four and

25   none other?
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 1               MR. HOUSE:

 2                   Correct.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   Okay.  I got it.

 5                   Somebody back there raised their hand,

 6   Mr. Chairman.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Please step forward.

 9               MR.

10                   Good morning.  I'm Rhonda Boatner with

11   Didier Properties representing Great Raft Brewing.

12                   At the time of the application, they had

13   six full-time employee.  There was -- I've gotten an

14   e-mail from their CPA, which states that they're now up

15   to 13 full-time employees, so they either -- if I need

16   to get something from the company or this e-mail from

17   the CPA that says they now have an additional seven new,

18   full-time employees --

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   I would assume, Mr. Chairman, that

21   albeit they may not be approved today, if they have

22   additional information for their MCA, that LED can

23   certainly take that up and bring it back to the next

24   meeting.  Is that --

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   We can week defer this one and update

 2   the information on the application and bring it back.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   I'm going move, then, because of some of

 5   that confusion, I'm going to move to -- it's not a

 6   difference between rejecting and y'all deferring.  If

 7   y'all reject it, they can still bring it to you and you

 8   can bring it back; is that right or wrong?

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   If it's rejected, if it's denied, we

11   have to come back.  They would have to come appeal your

12   decision.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Yeah.  We don't want to do that.

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   You want to defer it so they can amend

17   their application.

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   I don't want to defer them all, and I

20   tell you why I say that, Robby, is that if someone has

21   risen and said I have a certain example, we're certainly

22   deferring.  That one makes sense, but the others that

23   say nothing, I would rather reject them if they are

24   coming in here with zero, and those that say that

25   something has transpired that you don't know, then
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 1   that's a different issue.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   Mr. Miller.

 4               MR. MILLER:

 5                   Mr. House, wasn't there something in the

 6   language that says or a compelling reason for job

 7   retention?

 8               MR. HOUSE:

 9                   That's in the language that pertains to

10   advanced notifications going forward in the future.

11   With respect to advanced notifications going forward in

12   the future, you have new, direct jobs at a facility

13   caused by either new construction or an addition, or you

14   can have a compelling reason that capital improvements

15   will retain jobs at that facility.  So that's a totally

16   different area.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Well, to make it simple, I'd like to

19   first move that we defer -- was it Great Raft Brewing

20   that had an issue?

21               MS. CHENG:

22                   Yes, sir.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   I'd like to move to defer.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Motion made by Mr. Adley to defer Great

 2   Raft; second by Mr. Williams.

 3                   Any further discussion on the deferral?

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 7               (Several members respond "aye.")

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   All opposed with a "nay."

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Motion carries.  Great Raft is deferred.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   I'd like to move for approval of the

14   four that have created the jobs, Bayou Companies,

15   Firestone Polymers, Laitram, LLC and Walle Corporation.

16   Move for approval of those.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Is there a second?

19                   Seconded by Mr. Slone.

20                   Any discussion from the public

21   concerning the approval of those MCAs filed prior to the

22   24th that we just read off?

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."
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 1               (Several members respond "aye.")

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   All opposed with a "nay."

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Motion carries.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   And then, unless there are other

 9   comments to be made, I hold that motion till we hear

10   those comments and see if there's a reason for deferral

11   or rejection of the others that created no jobs.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   All right.  Ms. Cheng, do you need to

14   read all of those names and numbers?

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   The ones that were approved?

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Yes.

19               MS. CHENG:

20                   20161240, Bayou Companies, LLC in Iberia

21   Parish; 20161081, Firestone Polymers, LLC in Calcasieu

22   Parish; 20160770, Laitram, LLC in Jefferson Parish; and

23   20161111, Walle Corporation in Jefferson Parish.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Those were all approved by the Board for
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 1   contract.

 2                   Mr. Allison, please identify yourself.

 3               MR. ALLISON:

 4                   Thank you, Mr. Chairman and members of

 5   the Board.  I'm here to speak on behalf of one of other

 6   ones that are in this section.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   All right.  Ms. Cheng, if you'll

 9   proceed.

10               MS. CHENG:

11                   We have 20160946, CertainTeed

12   Corporation in Calcasieu Parish.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Is there someone here representing

15   CertainTeed Corporation?

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   All right.  Any comments from the public

19   pertaining to CertainTeed?

20                   Mr. Adley, do you have a question?

21               MR. ADLEY:

22                   No.  I would move for denying the

23   application as it creates no jobs and there's no one

24   here to explain otherwise.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Any comments from the Board?

 2               (No response.)

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Is there a second?

 5                   Seconded by Major Coleman.

 6                   Any questions or comments from the

 7   Board?

 8                   Mr. Allison.

 9               MR. ALLISON:

10                   I'm not here to specifically speak on

11   that one, but the one that I am here to speak about is

12   in the very same situation, so maybe -- I don't want to

13   speak up too late.  If I should speak up now, I want to

14   do that, and so I'm looking for some guidance on whether

15   I should or not.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All right.  Please.

18               MR. ALLISON:

19                   Okay.  I'm here to specifically speak on

20   behalf of the application from Southern Recycling, LLC

21   on this list, third from the bottom, Orleans Parish, a

22   little over a million-dollar investment.

23                   I'm only going talk about the facts of

24   that one, and I think the facts of that one apply to

25   others.  I guess there are five in total that show zero
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 1   for the number of new jobs created.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   Correct.

 4               MR. ALLISON:

 5                   So let me -- I'm going to speak about

 6   Southern Recycling, but I think it applies to the rest.

 7                   This is an MCA application where no

 8   advance notification was filed.  It was filed in 2016,

 9   before June 24th.  As you can tell, that means this is

10   an investment that was made by this company in 2014,

11   '15.  That's how the MCA process worked when we had an

12   MCA process.  You did your miscellaneous capital

13   additions during the calendar year, then, on one

14   application, after the end of the year, early in the

15   next year, you filed your application for those

16   miscellaneous things you did in the previous year.  So

17   sometime between January 1st of '16 and June 24th of

18   '16, this company filed their application for exemption

19   for money they spent during the calendar year 2015.

20                   Now, look, I've got the executive order

21   memorized.  I've got your new rules almost memorized.  I

22   understand what those things say.  I just want to make

23   sure everybody understands the facts of these situations

24   and how harsh the treatment is that I'm afraid you're

25   about to impose on companies in this situation.
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 1                   These are people that made decisions in

 2   2015 to do something, to spend some money to upgrade

 3   their plant to keep their plant modernized and

 4   sufficient to probably retain some jobs at their plant.

 5   This was -- okay.  Pick a date in 2015, but it was a

 6   very good chance it was a year, give or take a couple

 7   months, prior to the executive order being issued, and

 8   so there was no intent or no indication whatsoever that

 9   there was some sort of requirement that all of the

10   requirements of the executive order created on June

11   24th, 2016.  Certainly no indication that the creation

12   of jobs was a requirement, and now it appears that they

13   might be, maybe in the next few minutes, you might

14   penalize them for not creating jobs and for not meeting

15   some requirements that didn't exist when they made the

16   decision to spend this million dollars.

17                   I'm just pointing that out to you, and I

18   think I'm being real candid with you, but I think that's

19   a very harsh treatment to tell somebody here in 2017

20   that something they did in 2015 under the rules that

21   existed in 2015 now doesn't qualify them for what they

22   really thought they qualified for and by all means

23   should have qualified for based on what they did when

24   they did it.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Thank you.

 2                   Secretary Pierson.

 3               SECRETARY PIERSON:

 4                   Mr. Allison, I greatly appreciate you

 5   pointing that out, and we certainly do want certainty

 6   for our business community.

 7                   Where the Board could possibly take

 8   issue with you about saying following a rule that was

 9   not published or did not exist.  Our constitution

10   clearly sates that in order to allow a benefit to be

11   received by a company, there must be a corresponding

12   benefit afforded back to the public bodies, and when

13   there's no job, it very is it makes it very, very

14   difficult to forecast a pathway that would allocate a

15   benefit back to a company having seen very little in

16   terms of exchange for the public body.

17                   Now, that was not the practice at the

18   time.  We all get that.  But the executive order changed

19   to provide accountability, and in this instance, it's

20   that element that's lacking in the exchange -- of fair

21   exchange between industry and the abatement that is

22   being provided on behalf of local communities.  So I

23   think that's where our pathways diverge relative to this

24   issue.  It is complex.  We do regret that there was an

25   impression at the time that everything was right, but it
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 1   is now the viewpoint from this administration that we

 2   seek the public benefit, and it's oftentimes represented

 3   in terms of jobs.  And if there's another way to

 4   represent that, then that's where I would encourage you

 5   to look at what you might be able to make as a case, but

 6   just to say that the rules then were the only rules and

 7   that was the only interpretation doesn't provide us the

 8   chance to right the situation.

 9               MR. ALLISON:

10                   I understand.  Look, you-all as a Board

11   have done a really good job of making sure that you

12   honored the decisions that were made by companies prior

13   to the executive order, and I commend you for that.  And

14   in keeping the State's word in making sure the companies

15   make decisions based on the rules at the time they make

16   the decisions were not damaged, again, I commend you for

17   doing that.  I think this is an example, this is a case

18   where that just didn't happen.  I know that's important

19   to you.  I want to bring to your attention the facts of

20   this situation because I think that's what's about to

21   happen to these people if they get denied.  They made a

22   decision in '15 based on the facts at the time, and now

23   they're being told something different and not being

24   given what they really, you know, thought they were

25   earning at the time.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Mr. Adley.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   Don, you've made an excellent argument,

 5   and, as always, I've listened to it carefully and we're

 6   certainly going to deliver it back to the Governor's

 7   office, but to support what Secretary Pierson just said,

 8   it was a benefit that was supposed to come to the State.

 9   The existing rules at the time didn't have just one

10   process.  You make it almost sound like we only this one

11   process to go through.  If your client chose to go

12   through an advanced notice wherein advance of doing all

13   of this, they actually went to LED and said this is the

14   benefit, this is what you're going to get, they would be

15   on that list today for approval.  What created a problem

16   from the Governor's perspective is that we had a process

17   where people can simply sit at their computer or go up

18   on the internet, push a button and there it was.  You

19   had it, you want and did whatever work you wanted to do

20   and that's how the MCAs started.  You didn't have to

21   give any advance notice is what I'm telling you.  You

22   had to give some number when you got the number and you

23   went and did the work.  That's what drove him to this

24   point of saying what Mr. Pierson said.  There has to be

25   some benefit you're required to give some benefit and
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 1   the creation oaf jobs was the issue and that's how we

 2   got to this point.

 3                   I want the members of the community to

 4   at least know that that's what his thought processes

 5   were.

 6               MR. ALLISON:

 7                   I understand.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   And the Board has been very careful of

10   all of those that had the advanced notices that turned

11   them in that, regardless of what the rules were at that

12   time.

13               MR. ALLISON:

14                   The process they followed that you

15   described was a perfectly legitimate process at the

16   time.  They followed the process that was in place, but

17   now it looks like they might be penalized for following

18   that process.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Mr. Slone.

21               MR. SLONE:

22                   So just for my clarification, I guess,

23   the process if they're denied is they have to file an

24   appeal?

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   If they want to appeal.

 2               MR. SLONE:

 3                    If they want to appeal.

 4                   Also, so we're saying that Great Raft

 5   Brewing has an opportunity to come back to the table

 6   since they were listed here as zero jobs to show where

 7   us where their jobs are?

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   That's correct.

10               MR. SLONE:

11                   So what's the harm maybe in the other

12   ones given the opportunity, they may or my not even be

13   here, to, you know, to state their case?  Because a

14   project can, you know, be started and finished prior to

15   6/24, and, now, similar to what Mr. Allison is saying,

16   started and finished, and with the expectation that this

17   was happening, shouldn't we allow them an opportunity,

18   those other five, maybe, to -- five total, I guess, to

19   come back to the table instead of just denying and

20   starting the whole process over again?

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   I couldn't agree with you more because

23   I'm a little concerned in the process.  If these

24   applications, which were MCAs, were received March 31st

25   of last year and they were brought to the first Board
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 1   meeting of last year in 2016, this question wouldn't be

 2   coming up because they were filed in 2016, which is the

 3   reason I was pointing out the 2016 versus the 2017

 4   point, that these were ones that were submitted timely

 5   for March 31st of 2016, if -- and I'm not bashing staff.

 6   You know that.  But if staff had everything in order,

 7   they would have come before a year later.

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   These would have -- these applications

10   may have had some issues with them.  I may have asked

11   the company a few questions, they hadn't gotten back to

12   us at that point, so they were not.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   So that's the reason, in my eyes, I'm

15   thinking, well, maybe these should be approved under the

16   previous MCA concept as if the executive order hadn't

17   even existed.

18               MR. HOUSE:

19                   Let me address that because in

20   formulating the executive order, we had to consider what

21   the dates of effectiveness would be, and it wasn't

22   pulled out of the sky, it wasn't not taking into account

23   many of the things that are said.  It was discussed back

24   and forth, and you have to have a date, Mr. Windham.

25   You know, you can make that date -- we could have made
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 1   the date August 24th instead of June 24th.  In my

 2   experience, as a lawyer in public practice and in

 3   private practice, there would be people who would come

 4   in here in perfect good faith and tell you that August

 5   24th is an unfair date.  In fract, you heard this

 6   morning on the Blake Drilling question that there was

 7   litigation about when rules were effective and what they

 8   believed and everything else.  And these are always

 9   legitimate issues.  I'm not putting that aside.

10                   The other issue that you have, if you

11   put a date down as what I qualify as placeholders,

12   people will come in and say, "Well, I might be doing

13   something, I'm going to file something," that's not in

14   bad faith, but that also opens up a whole bunch of

15   issues that all of you have to decide as to whether or

16   not, "Well, what were they thinking then?  What was

17   going on?  How do we do this?"

18                   In fact, right now, we have a case in

19   the 19th Judicial District Court pertaining to the movie

20   legislation that took effect December 31st, 2005 and

21   certain people applied to be placeholders or whatever.

22   They say they weren't really placeholders.  And we're

23   still litigating that issue.  So it wasn't -- June 24th

24   wasn't picked out of the air.  There was consideration

25   given to it, and I think -- and, again, this is --
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 1   you're the Board, but the new rules are going to pretty

 2   much follow the executive order in dealing with the old

 3   issues.  All I would advise -- and I know everybody here

 4   is in good faith and everybody wants to do the right

 5   thing, but when you open that door, just make sure that

 6   when it closes behind you, you're in the room that you

 7   want to be in because, otherwise, this can go on and on

 8   and on.

 9                   And it's sort of the same principle we

10   used with respect to renewals.  We believe that there

11   were contracts in place.  We believe that they had

12   renewal provisions in there that were enforceable going

13   forward.  It was believed that maybe there are 100 bad

14   contracts or 10 bad contracts or whatever that maybe if

15   you wouldn't have done in the first place if you were

16   this Board and maybe we shouldn't renew them, but the

17   provisions of the contract said one thing, and so to

18   continue the litigation and relitigate the

19   appropriateness of that as opposed to having business

20   certainty, the Governor and the Board decided that we

21   are going to go forward in what we've done.  And that

22   has a long-term impact in and of itself.

23                   So everybody has a competing position

24   here in terms of how you look at these, but the June

25   24th 2016 date was chosen.  It was chosen in order to
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 1   try and be fair and to try and avoid many of these

 2   issues that go forward.  It wasn't arbitrarily picked.

 3   It wasn't done with a lack of consideration for any of

 4   these factors that are going forward, and whatever date

 5   or however you may want to look at that, they're going

 6   to be further exceptions and other reasons and other

 7   parties -- and I'm not saying people are making things

 8   up.  They're going to have their reasons for why they're

 9   telling you what they're telling you just as Mr. Allison

10   does, so just keep that in mind.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Let me see ask one question in relation

13   to that.

14                   So these MCA applications were in prior

15   to June 24th of 2016, they are subject to the executive

16   order?

17               MR. HOUSE:

18                   The Governor -- they're subject to the

19   executive order because the Governor has said as to what

20   he's going to do, and he said if it's an MCA and it has

21   jobs, I'm going to sign them.  And, again, you can go

22   back.  There are a lot of reasons why the MCA process

23   may not have been the most perfect process that we've

24   had.  Again, using it doesn't mean you're in bad faith

25   or not using it or whatever.  That's just a way of
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 1   looking at what has been around in economic development

 2   long before we got in these positions.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Thank you.  Mr. Barham, you have a

 5   question?

 6               MR. BARHAM:

 7                   In listening to the discussion, I

 8   understand your comments about the date and the order,

 9   but what I'm getting uneasy about is I think these cases

10   are a case where the rules have changed and they came

11   here under one set of rules or the applications were and

12   the rules have changed.  I don't think we can ever avoid

13   situations where there will be exceptions or usual

14   situations to consider.  That's our job.  They will

15   continue to come in a host of situations.

16                   I honestly would feel more comfortable

17   if we reconsider the vote on CertainTeed Corporation.

18   Let them come in and explain to us what their decision

19   was.  And the other four.  And let them come back.

20   We're here.  That's what we do.  I would feel a lot more

21   comfortable to let them do that.

22               MR. ADLEY:

23                   And, Mr. Barham, I certainly don't

24   object to a new motion to remove that and go through the

25   deferral.  The only reason I didn't move for deferral is
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 1   we get back to where we've been in the past.  Every time

 2   we get down to it, you've got to make a decision on the

 3   executive order and we defer them and they all keep

 4   coming back, but that's okay.  We're here.

 5                   I do want to make one very important

 6   point.  Everyone who filed an MCA or an ITEP did so

 7   under the rule and under the understanding that you

 8   don't get anything else until it's approved by this

 9   Board.  Many people were doing the things that they did

10   just believing that whatever they did is always going to

11   be approved, but that's not what the rules said when you

12   filed it.  The rules were very clear and the law was

13   very clear, whatever you did was always subject to what

14   this Board wanted to do.  So when you spent the money,

15   you knew that.  It's just that for so many years it's

16   just how the way it works.  It's just how it worked.

17   Everybody walked in and everything got approved.

18                   I've got one Board member here, I'll

19   never forget, first meeting we had, I had walked in,

20   Mayor, and you said to me, you said, "Wow.  We've never

21   been in one of these meetings over an hour."  Because

22   nobody ever said anything.  It was just what the staff

23   said and they filled it out.  Then that's just the way

24   it was done.

25                   I just want to make it clear, no one
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 1   violated a rule here, Mr. Barham, because the rules were

 2   clear.  When you submitted, you were subjecting yourself

 3   to approval or disapproval by this board.

 4                   But with that said, I personally won't

 5   clearly object to if you want to defer them and go back

 6   through them.  Okay?  And I'll spend time back with the

 7   Governor and ask him what he thinks.  If he thinks it's

 8   a good idea, we can do that, but I don't think he does.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Mr. House.

11               MR. HOUSE:

12                   In prior meetings, similar applications

13   have been rejected, so you are taking an action now that

14   is inconsistent with what you did in a prior meeting or

15   prior meetings.  So, again, that's -- and we discussed

16   this in connection with renewals of contracts.  At some

17   point in time, when you start acting inconsistently, you

18   get into an area called arbitrary and capricious.  I'm

19   not saying you're there or whatever, but what I am

20   saying is you need to -- again, like I say, about

21   opening that door, that these things were given some

22   thought.  They may not meet particular popular and

23   certain situations, and so, you know, and that's

24   probably why I can tell you I wrote it because if it

25   were popular, other people would say they wrote it.  But
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 1   at the end of the day, you've got to make these

 2   decisions and try to do these things, but I'm not trying

 3   to limit what the Board does, but you have prior acts

 4   you have taken to reject similar applications.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   Thank you.  And I do want to make sure

 7   that we stay consistent.  That's part of the reason I'd

 8   like to defer them, that we're treating everyone the

 9   same across the board, all of the rules are applied the

10   same.

11                   Mr. Slone.

12               MR. SLONE:

13                   That's what I was going to say,

14   consistency, I think we all want that, but we should

15   also maybe take a look and see if those that were

16   rejected were done prior to 6/24.  I mean, there's ways

17   to look at this.

18               MR. HOUSE:

19                   They were.  And you even had an issue

20   with respect to Motiva in a prior meeting where they had

21   new jobs, but they did not have new direct jobs within

22   the meaning of the executive order.  So then the

23   representative said, "No, I can't say that these are

24   direct jobs resulting from what was done with the MCA."

25   So, you know, I just -- we just wanted you to be aware
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 1   of that.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   Thank you.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   I would ask Mr. Barham, when you make

 6   your motion, at least to protect me, if you will, if you

 7   would make a motion, the lady that came up that said

 8   clearly we added some jobs, but it was not on the

 9   application and we gave them an opportunity to bring

10   that back, if you want to defer to give people an

11   opportunity to come show that they've created jobs,

12   that's one thing, but just to have a deferral is

13   another.  At least I'm going to try to follow his

14   executive order.

15               MR. HOUSE:

16                   The executive order also says new direct

17   jobs.  That is the issue you had with Motive where you

18   rejected the application.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Yeah.  We've already had a motion made

21   and approved to defer and let her come back.  And I

22   think Mr. Barham was talking about the other four.

23                   So is that a substitute motion, I

24   believe?

25               MR. BARHAM:

0125

 1                   We have one we took action to reject

 2   CertainTeed.  I would like to reconsider that to include

 3   them.

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   We didn't actually take a vote on that.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   That's when Mr. Allison started talking

 8   in general.

 9                   So that's a substitute motion.

10               MR. BARHAM:

11                   The remaining four --

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Remaining four.

14               MR. BARHAM:

15                   -- that have the job creation at issue

16   and their circumstance and the application time, we

17   allow them to come talk to us.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Seconded by Mr. Slone.

20                   All in favor of that motion, indicate

21   with an "aye."

22               (Several members respond "aye.")

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   All opposed with a "nay."

25               MR. WINDHAM:

0126

 1                   Nay.

 2               MR. COLEMAN:

 3                   Nay.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Make sure that the record is clear that

 6   Major Coleman and Mr. Adley are nays.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   I'm going to try my best to follow that

 9   executive order, and y'all have to do whatever you deem

10   is appropriate.  I get that.  I don't have a problem

11   with that at all, but I do want to be recorded as no

12   because at some point -- I think you're right,

13   Mr. House.  I mean, sooner or later, you can't just --

14   we can't coming in here and just keep coming and keep

15   doing it, so I'm just going to vote not.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   And, also, Mr. Coleman, Major Coleman,

18   voted no.

19               MR. COLEMAN:

20                   Yes, I did.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All right.

23               MR. FABRA:

24                   Let thee record reflect that I voted no

25   as well.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   I'm sorry.  Mr. Fabra voted no also.

 3                   Anything else?  I'm sorry.  I guess we

 4   should do a rollcall vote, please, Mr. Favaloro.

 5               MR. FAVALORO:

 6                   Mr. Barham.

 7               MR. BARHAM:

 8                   Yes.

 9               MR. FAVALORO:

10                   Millie Atkins.

11               MS. ATKINS:

12                   Yes.

13                   For clarification, are we voting on

14   deferment.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Deferment.

17               MS. ATKINS:

18                   I vote yes.

19               MR. FAVALORO:

20                   I'm sorry?

21               MS. ATKINS:

22                   Yes.

23               MR. FAVALORO:

24                   Mayor Brasseaux.

25               MAYOR BRASSEAUX:
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 1                   Yes.

 2               MR. FAVALORO:

 3                   Representative Carmody.

 4               MR. CARMODY:

 5                   Yes.

 6               MR. FAVALORO:

 7                   Major Coleman.

 8               MR. COLEMAN:

 9                   No.

10               MR. FAVALORO:

11                   Ricky Fabra.

12               MR. FABRA:

13                   No.

14               MR. FAVALORO:

15                   Mr. Fajardo.

16               MR. FAJARDO:

17                   No.

18               MR. FAVALORO:

19                   Heather Malone.

20               MS. MALONE:

21                   Yes.

22               MR. FAVALORO:

23                   Robby Miller.

24               MR. MILLER:

25                   Yes.
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 1               MR. FAVALORO:

 2                   Jan Moller.

 3               MR. MOLLER:

 4                   No.

 5               MR. FAVALORO:

 6                   Secretary Pierson.

 7               SECRETARY PIERSON:

 8                   No.

 9               MR. FAVALORO:

10                   Ronnie Slone.

11               MR. SLONE:

12                   Yes.

13               MR. FAVALORO:

14                   Bobby Williams.

15               MR. WILLIAMS:

16                   No.

17               MR. FAVALORO:

18                   Steven Windham.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Yes.

21               MR. FAVALORO:

22                   Dr. Wilson.

23               DR. WILSON:

24                   Yes.

25               MR. FAVALORO:
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 1                   Nine yes, six no.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   So the motion carries.  So the ones with

 4   zero jobs are deferred other than the CertainTeed

 5   Corporation, which will come back with additional

 6   information.

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   That was the Great Raft Brewing Company.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Oh, I'm sorry.  Great Raft Brewing.

11                   All right.  Please proceed with the ones

12   that have jobs.

13               MS. CHENG:

14                   We approved those already.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   We approved those.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   We approved those.

19               MS. CHENG:

20                   We have 40 MCAs that were received after

21   the executive order issued on 6/24/2016.

22                   ASH Industries does want to defer,

23   20170187.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Okay.  We are on the 40, and I know
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 1   there are a number of comments to come from the public.

 2   There's some questions and confusions about the timing

 3   of some of the these.

 4                   And these are MCAs filed after June

 5   24th, so they were filed between January and March 31st

 6   of this year, the applications, the MCA applications?

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   Yes, sir.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Okay.  So the ones that have zero jobs,

11   because this was after the June 24th, I would entertain

12   a motion to deny those.

13               MR. MOLLER:

14                   Motion.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Made by Mr. Moller; seconded by

17   Mr. Fajardo.

18                   Is there any discussion -- I'll be very

19   clear on that these were MCAs, Miscellaneous Capital

20   Additions, that were received after June 24th, which

21   basically means that they were received between January

22   1st of this year and March 31st of this year, 2017, and

23   the motion is to deny them if they had zero jobs.

24                   We have a motion and a second.

25                   Any comments from the public on the ones
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 1   with zero jobs?

 2               MR. BAGERT:

 3                   It would seem to us, Mr. Chairman, that

 4   for these, the distinction between having or not having

 5   jobs is not relevant because they were submitted after

 6   the signing of the executive order, and in that

 7   scenario, all MCAs are disallowed under the Governor's

 8   executive order and the pending rules, so there wouldn't

 9   be -- at least in terms of following the Governor's

10   executive order, the distinction between those that did

11   and did not create jobs, these are categorically not in

12   step with what's going to be approved.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   All right.  Thank you.

15                   Any other questions or comments on the

16   ones that have zero jobs?

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   Only one.  I really got to ask this.  I

19   just got to know.

20                   Out of these that created zero jobs,

21   there's a company here, Dolese Bros., St. Helena,

22   whatever it is.  It's a ready-mix concrete manufacturer.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Is there a representative from Dolese

25   here?
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 1               (No response).

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   I just want to make -- I'm trying to

 4   understand from the staff, we received this after 6/24?

 5               MS. CHENG:

 6                   Yes, sir.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   And this is creating a property tax

 9   exemption if you run concrete trucks; is that right or

10   wrong?

11               MS. CHENG:

12                   They've, I believe --

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Are they manufacturing --

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   I believe they're --

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   -- the package that you buy in the

19   store?  I need to know what's going on here.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   They do have a manufacturing NAICS Code.

22   It's not the trucks that are being exempted because they

23   leave the site.

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   That means that somebody who made a cup
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 1   of coffee in the cafe gets the same exemption as the guy

 2   making concrete.  I just don't believe we meant that to

 3   be manufacturing.  If they're manufacturing these little

 4   bags that go to Home Depot or whatever, ready-mix

 5   concrete, that's a different issue, but if you're

 6   running a concrete truck, I need to know if this is

 7   about mixing concrete and trucks that's just being

 8   delivered to various different places.

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   In the past, they've always been

11   allowed --

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   I understand they have been in the past,

14   but these are after 6/24, aren't they?  Did I hear that

15   right?

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   Yeah, but they don't have advances

18   either.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   They don't what?

21               MS. CHENG:

22                   They don't have advanced notifications.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   They don't have what?

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   Advanced notification.

 2               MR. ADLEY:

 3                   I got that, but this happened since the

 4   executive order.  If this is mixing concrete and sending

 5   it out to a job somewhere that's being poured, I'm going

 6   to vote no against that one because I don't think that's

 7   manufacturing.  If they're making those bags or

 8   ready-mix concrete that goes off somewhere to be sold,

 9   that's manufacturing.  I get it.  I just need to know

10   which one it is.

11               MS. CLAPINSKI:

12                   I don't know that we're for sure whether

13   it is the mixing to send out in trucks or it's the bags,

14   but the definition under the current rules even for

15   manufacturing is, "Working raw materials by means of

16   mass or custom production, including fabrication,

17   applying manual labor or machinery into wares suitable

18   for use or which gives shape, quality or a combination

19   to matter which already has gone through some artificial

20   process.  The resulting product must be," quote,

21   "suitable for use as manufactured products that are

22   placed into commerce for sale or sold for the use of a

23   component of another product to be placed into commerce

24   for sale."

25                   And I believe that definition is based
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 1   upon established cases under the ITEP Program as well as

 2   the constitutional definition of manufacturing.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   I got that.  That's why we went through

 5   the rule change to try to implement at least what the

 6   Governor thought, but, look --

 7               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 8                   Sure.  I understand, but what I'm --

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   Let me say this to you:  I know what the

11   current rules say.  That's what got us in this mess, but

12   I've been directed and my concern is I do not believe

13   running concrete is -- that doesn't mean that everybody

14   else has to vote no, but I'm telling you, mixing

15   concrete in cement trucks is not what the people of

16   Louisiana believe we ought to be giving the ITEP

17   exemption for.  I just don't believe that.

18               MS. CLAPINSKI:

19                   I understand.  And that definition is

20   from the current rules that we're following.  This is

21   not from the old rules.  These are the ones that we're

22   currently --

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   These are the new rules.

25               MS. CLAPINSKI:
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 1                   And so what I'm saying is that with the

 2   manufacturing NAICS code, and -- that is a broad

 3   definition.  That means they take an item, they add or

 4   remove something from it and it becomes a ware suitable

 5   for use.

 6                   Just from the department's perspective,

 7   we don't have that discretion to say --

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   We do.  That's why I'm sitting here and

10   making the point.  Bear with me.  If you would let us

11   argue among ourselves what we believe it to be, then we

12   can make that discretion.  That's all I'm asking.

13                   If under the description of what you

14   just described, if I own a restaurant and I make coffee

15   or I make tea, I'm eligible for ITEP.  We have to be, in

16   my view, very -- under that description you just gave,

17   that's what it does.  It takes one thing and makes it

18   into something else.

19               SECRETARY PIERSON:

20                   I would offer that where is the

21   representative of the company?  The staff is here to

22   answer the questions with regards to the rules that we

23   are provided.  The company would need to be the one that

24   would respond to your specific questions, Senator Adley.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   I agree.  Is the concrete company here?

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   No.  No one stepped forward, so we'll

 4   look more into that because there were, in the past,

 5   there was some discussions and decisions and processes

 6   that determined McDonalds would not qualify for an

 7   exemption because it was deemed not to be a

 8   manufacturer.

 9               SENATOR PIERSON:

10                   And as a note to the consensus here in

11   the room today how important it is to have your clients

12   prepared to answer these questions to the Board,

13   because, as you can see, the pathway that we've been on

14   in the past is different than the pathway we're on

15   today, and these members want to know specifics about

16   the manufacturing operations.

17               MR. MOLLER:

18                   Could someone on the staff address

19   Mr. Bagert's questions about why we're even considering

20   these MCAs when they were filed after 6/24?

21               MS. CHENG:

22                   The final rules haven't been

23   promulgated.  It was stated in the February meeting they

24   needed today come to the Board.  The Board has to take

25   action on them.  They cannot just sit at LED.
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 1               MR. MOLLER:

 2                   Okay.  But so...

 3               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 4                   Once the rules are final, the Board will

 5   no longer see post-6/24 MCAs.

 6               MR. MOLLER:

 7                   Okay.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Sir, please identify yourself.

10               MR. DAVIS:

11                   My name is William Davis.  I'm the

12   controller of the Stupp Corporation.  We have an

13   application that falls in this group.  Respectfully I'd

14   like to request that application be deferred for further

15   review and submission by the Board, and it's Application

16   Number 20170150.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   What's the name of the company?

19               MR. DAVIS:

20                   Stupp Corporation.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   S-T-U-P-P.

23                   Two of them?

24               MR. DAVIS:

25                   We have two.  One with jobs, one
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 1   without.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   One with jobs and one without?

 4               MR. DAVIS:

 5                   Yes, sir.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   All right.  You want to defer the 150,

 8   the one that has zero jobs?

 9               MR. DAVIS:

10                   That's correct, sir.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Both?

13               MR. DAVIS:

14                   No, sir.  Just the one without jobs,

15   150.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All right.  We can defer that.

18                   Motion has been made by Representative

19   Carmody; seconded by Secretary Pierson.

20                   Any further discussion on that deferral

21   of Stupp Corporation ending 150?

22               (No response.)

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

25               (Several members respond "aye.")
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   All opposed with a "nay."

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Motion carries.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   I couldn't understand the name of the

 8   company.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Stupp.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   Bear with me, Mr. Chairman.  For some

13   reason, I can't hear you.  You whisper.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   Spell it out.

16               MR. DAVIS:

17                   Stupp, S-T-U-P-P.

18               MS. CHENG:

19                   It's on the second pages of the

20   applications, 20170150, Stupp, S-T-U-P-P, Corporation in

21   East Baton Rouge Parish.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   All right.  That one has been deferred.

24                   Sir, please step forward and identify

25   yourself.
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 1               MR. MILLS:

 2                   Good morning.  My name is Robert Mills.

 3   I'm with Calumet Specialty Products in Shreveport, the

 4   parent company of Calumet Lubricants Company and Calumet

 5   Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes.  We have several

 6   applications in front of you, one of which I found

 7   several clerical errors in, and I'd like to ask for

 8   deferral of Application 20101889, Calumet Lubricants

 9   Company in Bossier Parish.  There were some numbers

10   carried over from other applications that are incorrect.

11   We'd like to bring that back to you, please.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   Mr. Mills, as I understand, I remember

14   you had a couple applications.  You had one that has

15   some jobs and one that didn't.

16               MR. MILLS:

17                   It's Calumet Lubricant's application,

18   which shows an error, 27 employees.  That should be

19   zero.  And full-time employees in the plant, that number

20   was carried over from another location as well.  275 is

21   incorrect.  It's going to be -- I don't have that exact

22   number.  It's going to be maybe 125.  And construction

23   jobs is in correct.  That was carried over from a prior

24   application.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   You've got four of them that you want to

 2   defer?

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Do you want to defer all of them?

 5               MR. MILLS:

 6                   No.  This is incorrect.  I'd like to go

 7   ahead and go forward with Calumet Shreveport Lubricants

 8   & Waxes that are correct.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Okay.  Because I do have questions about

11   those.  All of those have the same number of jobs, 27.

12               MR. MILLS:

13                   That's correct.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   So that's 114 new jobs?

16               MR. MILLS:

17                   No, sir.  That's, as I understand, that

18   was ADP payroll information for the entire plant, 27

19   jobs.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   So that's for the entire plant?

22               MR. MILLS:

23                   That's correct.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   So some of these four or three have zero
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 1   jobs?

 2               MR. MILLS:

 3                   I cannot answer that question.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   But do you want to defer them all?

 6               MR. MILLS:

 7                   We should defer them all because there

 8   were some jobs, but I could not give you that number

 9   today.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All right.  So Calumet is requesting

12   that all of their applications be deferred.

13               MR. MILLS:

14                   Yes, sir, please.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Motion by Representative Carmody;

17   seconded by Dr. Wilson.

18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye" for

19   that deferral.

20               (Several members respond "aye.")

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All opposed with a "nay."

23               (No response.)

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Motion carries.
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 1               MR. MILLS:

 2                   Thank you.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Calumet is deferred.

 5                   Now, we still have a motion on the floor

 6   for the ones that have zero jobs to be denied because

 7   they were filed after the date and had zero jobs.

 8                   Any further discussion from the public

 9   concerning that motion?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   And all these were filed after June the

13   24th?

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   These have all been filed between --

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   Yes.  These were all filed after June

18   the 24th.  We cannot not accept them because the final

19   rules haven't been promulgated.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

22               (Several members respond "aye.")

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   All opposed with a "nay."

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   No.  This was a deferral; is that

 2   correct?

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   No.  This was for denial.

 5               MR. ADLEY:

 6                   Oh, no, if it's for denial, no.  I'm for

 7   that.  Don't tell him I said that.  I'm for that.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   For the record, Robert is not voting

10   against denying.  He is voting to deny the ones that had

11   zero jobs.  Robert Adley.

12                   Motion carries.

13                   Now, we'll take up the ones that had

14   jobs that were Miscellaneous Capital Additions starting

15   with the, I guess, Bancroft, all of the ones -- Ms.

16   Cheng, all of the ones with zero jobs have been denied

17   unless they were deferred.

18               MS. CHENG:

19                   20170138, Bancroft Bag, Inc. in Ouachita

20   Parish.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   So it had six jobs.

23                   Is there a representative from Bancroft

24   Bag?

25                   Again, I'm going to point this out, this
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 1   was a Miscellaneous Capital Addition application that

 2   was received after the executive order.

 3                   Is there a motion to deny?

 4                   Made by Mr. Moller.

 5                   Is there a second?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   It was made after the executive order.

 9   MCAs are no more.

10               MR. BARHAM:

11                   Okay.  All right.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Seconded by Mr. Fajardo.

14                   Is there any comment from the public

15   concerning Bancroft Bag motion to deny?

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

19               (No response.)

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   I think we'll have to do a rollcall

22   vote.

23               MR. FAVALORO:

24                   Mr. Adley.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   I'm sorry.  We have questions.

 2                   Yes, Dr. Wilson.

 3               DR. WILSON:

 4                   Do the rules call for whether or --

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   That is my understanding of the new

 7   rules.

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   We have to take these up because the new

10   rules have not been promulgated and we cannot hold on to

11   them at LED.  The Board has to take action on them.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Ms. Malone.

14               MS. MALONE:

15                   Do we have to take action individually?

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   There are some I believe that would like

18   to have their voices heard.

19               SECRETARY PIERSON:

20                   So would you take those that are present

21   and --

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   That will be fine.  Good idea.  All

24   right.

25               MR. FABRA:
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 1                   Just a question for clarity for me, Mr.

 2   Chairman.  If the new rules are not promulgated, does

 3   the executive order take preference?  I mean, I'm just,

 4   you know.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   I'm going to let the attorneys --

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   Just to make this clear, regardless of

 9   whether the rules have been promulgated or not, when it

10   hits his desk, he's going to act according to these new

11   rules.  We can dance around it all we want to, and if

12   you want to send it to him, that's fine, but he's going

13   to follow the rules and I'm going to vote with him.

14               MS. CLAPINSKI:

15                   So the executive order right now is in

16   place governs what the Governor said his action will be

17   on these items.  The rules were written to be in

18   compliance with the executive order, so right now, the

19   rules do not bind the Board to deny, but the intention

20   of the Governor, even if they hit his desk, is to deny

21   these applications.

22               MR. FABRA:

23                   Thank you.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   All right.  In this case, we're going to
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 1   divert from this.  We are going to have the people that

 2   would like to speak that are on this list for

 3   Miscellaneous Capital Additions made during the year

 4   2016, application submitted timely, to plead their case

 5   specifically to their own applications.

 6               MR. MANN:

 7                   Good morning.  Melissa Mann with

 8   CenturyLink.

 9                   CenturyLink made this investment

10   beginning in January of 2016 --

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Which one are we doing?  Is this

13   Marketing?

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   This is 20170114, Century Marketing

16   Solutions in Ouachita Parish.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Please proceed, Ms. Mann.

19               MS. MANN:

20                   As I said, this project was started

21   January of 2016.  The installation was completed in May

22   of 2016, then the, you know, the executive order came

23   out in June 24th of 2016, so this project, the

24   investment was made in advance of the executive order,

25   but under the previous process with MCAs, when you made
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 1   your investment, you then applied by March 31st of the

 2   following year.  So that's the reason that this

 3   application came after the executive order, although

 4   this investment was all made in advance.  So that's why

 5   we're here today in this position.

 6                   This was a $3.5-million investment that

 7   resulted in six direct new jobs.  This was work that was

 8   being done in Texas.  We brought work back to Louisiana

 9   through this under this Century Marketing Solutions.

10               MR. ADLEY:

11                   So, in essence, what has occurred with

12   your application is no different than what had occurred

13   with those that we took up earlier that were actually

14   filed and completed prior to 24th where we said if

15   they're tied to jobs, we accept it.  If they don't have

16   any jobs, we don't.  It's my understanding that you have

17   added new jobs.

18               MS. MANN:

19                   Correct.

20               MR. ADLEY:

21                   And so if you were in that rule, by our

22   own action, we would have approved that.

23               MS. MANN:

24                   Correct.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   And I have to tell you, I don't think

 2   that the Governor's office has any objection whatsoever

 3   to doing that with your application simply because that

 4   is what we had done with the others.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All right.  Thank you, Mr. Adley.

 7                   Representative Carmody.

 8               MR. CARMODY:

 9                   Yes, sir.  I'll go ahead and move in

10   favor of Century Marketing Solutions in that they

11   created jobs.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   All right.  Seconded by Secretary

14   Pierson.

15                   Any comments from the public?

16                   Please step forward.  Please identify

17   yourself.

18               MR. BAGERT:

19                   Roderick Bagert with Together Louisiana.

20                   There's a strange sensation of being in

21   this situation because at some point one starts to hope

22   that some things are settled, and the Governor's

23   executive order couldn't be more clear and explicit on

24   directly this point.  Section 2 reads, "For all pending

25   contractural applications for which no advanced
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 1   notification is required under the rules of the Board of

 2   Commerce & Industry, except for such contracts that

 3   provide for new jobs at completed manufacturing plants

 4   or establishments.  This order is effective

 5   immediately."  And then further on, it explicitly says,

 6   "Any further applications submitted subsequent to June

 7   24th, 2016 that are Miscellaneous Capital Additions that

 8   do not have advanced notices are no longer eligible."

 9                   On the day that the Governor announced

10   and signed his executive order, he sat right there and

11   he said, "We have scratched the constitutional

12   definition of addition and expansion beyond all

13   reasonable interpretation."  Where routine replacements

14   of machinery are being considered additions and

15   expansions of new manufacturing, this entire category of

16   Industrial Tax Exemption, one could argue is not

17   acceptable under the constitution.

18                   The Governor now has said, "We're

19   setting the deadline.  Any created jobs -- that created

20   jobs before that we can consider."  This is clearly not

21   an in that category.  This was not submitted at the time

22   that the Governor signed his executive order, and to

23   make this exception would be to do something that this

24   Board has not yet done, which was to explicitly and

25   directly counteract the intention of the Governor.
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 1               MR. PIERSON:

 2                   You said she said January '16, not

 3   January '17.

 4               MR. BAGERT:

 5                   When she made the investments.  When

 6   they made the investment, not the submission of

 7   application.  Most of the MCAs are retroactive in terms

 8   of when the actual investments were being made.  This

 9   entire year we'll see MCAs or applications submitted in

10   Calendar Year 2017 on investments made in the prior

11   calendar year because that's how MCAs are structured.

12   So to create this loophole would be to say, "We are

13   going to have a different interpretation from what the

14   Governor said and we're not going to make it not when

15   they were submitted, but when the investments were

16   made," which is categorically not what the Governor's

17   executive order intended.

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   I'm going to back up and make it very

20   clear that the Governor felt very strongly that those

21   that -- we never expected nor saw those that came in did

22   the work before and then they filed at the end because

23   that the process.  When I discussed this issue with him,

24   the language that you just read a minute ago about jobs,

25   what he pointed to, he told me, if they create jobs,
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 1   yes.  If they don't create jobs, no.  I went to this

 2   application and looked to make sure jobs were being

 3   created here, and I see that they are.  So is your

 4   objection to the fact that the jobs that they were lying

 5   on jobs or is it that you're saying this is not

 6   manufacturing?

 7               MR. BAGERT:

 8                   The standard of job creation or no job

 9   creation is in play in the executive order for

10   Miscellaneous Capital Addition applications submitted

11   prior to June 24th, 2016.  That standard is not relevant

12   to applications submitted subsequent to June 24th, 2016.

13   This application was submitted subsequent to June 24th,

14   2016, therefore, the distinction between whether or not

15   it created jobs isn't relative in the view of the

16   Governor's executive order.  It is a new application

17   submitted after the Governor's executive order.  The

18   executive order applies Miscellaneous Capital Additions

19   for when the initial exemption was submitted should not

20   be eligible.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Secretary Pierson.

23               SECRETARY PIERSON:

24                   I hear part of your argument as an

25   interpretation of what the Governor seeks to address
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 1   here.  The Governor will get that chance.  This will

 2   pass across his desk.  It's a motion and we're happy to

 3   receive the discussion today, but it's the Board that's

 4   taking that position as to their interpretation of this.

 5   We're seeing jobs come to Louisiana from Texas that are

 6   created by this investment that was money spent, the

 7   pathway forward prior to this executive order being at

 8   issue.  So we recognize the difference of opinion, but

 9   we don't have the final say.  This is part of the

10   process.

11               MR. BARHAM:

12                   And in this case, all of the work was

13   completed prior to the executive order being issued.

14               MR. BAGERT:

15                   Under that standard, Miscellaneous

16   Capital Additions would still apply for time in

17   mourning, but this is a very troubling precedent and

18   something this Board has not yet done.

19               SECRETARY PIERSON:

20                   So they'll sign them in the future as

21   projects because they'll know that they're projects, and

22   that's the way that we'll want them packaged and they

23   will file advanced notifications and they will come to

24   us with more than five jobs and they'll qualify.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Mr. Miller.

 2               MR. MILLER:

 3                   My question is for Century Marketing.

 4                   This is a project.  It wasn't

 5   necessarily a Miscellaneous Capital Addition; is that

 6   correct?  It was going to be under $5-million, so you

 7   didn't have to do an advanced notification.

 8               MS. MANN:

 9                   That is correct.  This was a new

10   investment, a new project that we felt was under the

11   $5-million threshold, so we went through the MCA

12   process.

13               MR. MILLER:

14                   Okay.  If so, I think that answers my

15   question.  It's a brand new project.  It's not even a

16   Miscellaneous Capital Addition.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   That's what I'm reading here.

19               MR. MILLER:

20                   It was a small project and so...

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   It says, Century Marketing Solutions

23   placed in service two new pieces of equipment in 2016 to

24   further enhance their operations and allow them to make

25   consumer demand."  This Board encourages that.  I mean,
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 1   that's what we're here for, to meet consumer demand,

 2   create jobs.

 3               MR. MILLER:

 4                   And I guess that's it.

 5                   Mr. Roderick, you're asking us -- in

 6   meetings previously you asked us to put it in front of

 7   the Governor and do something different, don't just

 8   follow rules.  That's what we're doing.  We're taking on

 9   our responsibility to the Board what we believe is

10   beneficial to Louisiana, and I believe these people came

11   in good faith, did everything they thought they were

12   supposed to do.  If they had done just an advance

13   notification, even though it was under $5-million,

14   they'd be fine right now.  There wouldn't be any

15   question whatever.  And there's a lot of these questions

16   in meetings before that many of these Miscellaneous

17   Capital Additions truly are projects, they just dont --

18   they're going in underneath, so they just did it this

19   way and they added them up.  So I think this is one of

20   those exceptions.  You don't make rules for the

21   exception.  You have rules, then there are exceptions.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   All right.  Question's been called.

24                   Any further discussion?

25               (No response.)
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 1                   All in favor of -- I'm sorry.  Go back

 2   to the motion.  The motion was to approve all of the

 3   ones with jobs.

 4                   Any further discussions?

 5               (No response.)

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   From the public?

 8                   Yes, one more gentleman that wants to

 9   address the board.

10                   I'm sorry.  This one is Century

11   Marketing specific.  Let's do Century Marketing

12   specifically.

13                   Question has been called.

14                   All in favor of passing the request for

15   exemption for Century Marketing Solutions indicate with

16   an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed.

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.

23                   All right.  So are there any other

24   members of the public that are here associated with

25   Miscellaneous Capital Additions that created jobs who

0160

 1   would like to address this situation?  If so, please

 2   come forward.

 3                   Sir.

 4               MR. DAVIS:

 5                   My name is William Davis.  I'm with the

 6   Stupp Corporation.  This is in regards to Application

 7   20170149, what's called as a Miscellaneous Capital

 8   Addition.  This is new manufacturing capacity.  It is

 9   not replacement.  It is not environmental requirements.

10   It does provide six new jobs, and production was

11   completed in 2016.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   And when was it completed?

14               MR. DAVIS:

15                   In June of 2016, and I don't have the

16   exact date unfortunately.  I know it falls within a very

17   time limited.

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   You're suggesting to us that you're

20   creating new jobs, but your application says zero; is

21   that correct?

22               MR. DAVIS:

23                   No, sir.  It says six.  The application

24   says six.

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   We deferred the one that had zero jobs,

 2   and we left the one that --

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   You created six jobs?

 5               MR. DAVIS:

 6                   Yes, sir.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   We're fixing to approve it.

 9               MR. DAVIS:

10                   Oh, I'm sorry.  That wasn't my

11   understanding.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   But I think that's part of the

14   confusion, Robert.  It still had to be completed before

15   June 24th.  All of the rest of these had to be completed

16   before June 24th, also.  Even though these created jobs,

17   June 24th is the drop dead date.

18                   In the case of Century Marketing, their

19   project was initiated and completed prior to June 24th.

20   Yours is going to need to be evidenced that you were

21   completed before June 24th.

22               MR. DAVIS:

23                   The project was initiated in 2015, but

24   it wasn't completed until June 2016.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Before June 24th?

 2               MR. DAVIS:

 3                   I can't confirm that date,

 4   unfortunately.

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   I think that's an important factor.

 7               MR. DAVIS:

 8                   I understand.  And it wasn't -- because

 9   it was under $5-million, it wasn't filed with an advance

10   notification attached.  It was filed as an individual

11   project, but it is -- it's a standalone, new expansion

12   in a manufacturing capacity of the current existing one.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   So what's the pleasure of the Board?

15                   The motion has been made to defer the

16   Stupp application until you can validate and verify the

17   completion date.

18               MR. DAVIS:

19                   Yes, sir.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   Second by Dr. Wilson.  The motion was

22   made by Robert Barham, Mr. Barham.

23                   Any further discussion?

24               (No response.)

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   Any comments from the public?

 2                   I'm sorry.

 3               MR. FAJARDO:

 4                   I want to make it clear.  I know that we

 5   have two applications, so we're going to defer the one

 6   application, but we're denying the other?

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   No.  Ultimately both of them will be

 9   deferred for no job creation.

10               MR. FAJARDO:

11                   Okay.  I'm just making sure.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Correct.

14                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

15               (Several members respond "aye.")

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   All opposed with a "nay."

18               (No response.)

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Motion carries.

21               MR. DAVIS:

22                   Thank you.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Now, we have the ones -- I'm sorry.

25   Please step forward, identify yourself and your
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 1   application.

 2               MR. PATE:

 3                   Good morning, or good afternoon, I

 4   guess, now.  My name is Bob Pate.  I'm the Accounting

 5   Manager for FMT Shipyard & Repair.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   FMT.  That's Application Number

 8   20170084, FMT Shipyard & Repair.

 9               MR. PATE:

10                   That is correct.  Thank you.  Thank you

11   for allowing me to speak today.  I just want to point

12   out a couple of things in our application.  Yes, we did

13   add jobs.  We added a new division to our company.  We

14   added approximately 30 jobs with this new division of

15   building 120-foot tow boats.  These jobs were moved from

16   Alabama to Louisiana.  We do think that's important.

17   The jobs -- excuse me.  The process of making these

18   asset acquisitions was begun approximately January 1st,

19   2016.  There were numerous components to this.  There

20   was equipment.  There were land improvements that were

21   made.  Some of those improvements -- and there is a list

22   that was attached to the application.  Slabs that had to

23   be constructed, electrical improvements that had to be

24   made, gas line expansions.  That, in total, took, that

25   was approximately a million two of the 2.5-million just
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 1   in those components.

 2                   That's not something that I can go buy

 3   off the shelf.  It takes a period of time, and I'm

 4   willing to -- I didn't look at the dates here, but they

 5   were begun in January, probably did not complete prior

 6   to June 24th.  Okay?

 7                   And, in addition, the equipment that was

 8   purchased here, there was one item here, $832,000 for a

 9   used crane.  That was purchased in March of 2016.  The

10   application for Miscellaneous Capital Additions does not

11   require a date or list a date.  I'd be happy to go back

12   and do that if that makes a difference in whether our

13   application would be approved, denied or deferred.

14                   As far as --

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   So let me ask you this related to the

17   crane.  Were you able to place the crane in service

18   prior to the completion of the rest of the construction?

19               MR. PATE:

20                   Yes, sir, we were.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   And did you?

23               MR. PATE:

24                   Yes, we did.  Yes.  It was delivered

25   early April 2016.  We purchased it, it was purchased
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 1   from an out-of-state company, so it would qualify for

 2   Industrial Tax Exemption, and it was purchased prior to

 3   April -- excuse me.  Well, in March of 2016 and was

 4   delivered April.  It was on eight trucks that it had to

 5   be delivered to our physical location.

 6                   So it, again, we were within the rules

 7   at the time, and the rules say that if it's less than

 8   $5-millian, you accumulate all of the purchases and then

 9   apply once after yearend and prior to March 31st of the

10   following year, which is what we did.  So I would ask

11   your consideration that we were within the rules.  We

12   had no prior knowledge of the Governor's decision to

13   change the rules after the fact.  And, you know, I

14   understand why you're making these decisions, and God

15   bless the -- but we would appreciate your consideration

16   of this activity.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Are there any questions by any Board

19   members of Mr. Pate?

20                   Motion has been made to approve by

21   Mr. Fabra.

22                   Is there a second?

23                   Seconded by Mr. Williams.

24                   And that's to approve it in its

25   entirety.

0167

 1               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 2                   Steve, we don't have a quorum.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   I don't think we have a quorum.  They'll

 5   be back in a moment.

 6                   So a lot of our quorum, we were talking

 7   about FMT Shipyard & Repairs and a motion was made to

 8   approve it in its entirety and I would like to entertain

 9   a discussion on that concerning what was spent.

10                   Mr. Pierson, you want to talk about it

11   or you want me to -- okay.

12                   So the motion has been made to approve

13   it in its entirety, and it's been properly seconded to

14   approve in its entirety.  The question that I have for

15   this Board is maybe a substitute motion.  The dollars

16   that were spent for assets that were received prior to

17   the issuance of the executive order, that those be

18   approved if it's not.  Mr. Bank, if it's 90 percent,

19   then it's 90 percent.  If it's 20 percent, then it's 20

20   percent.  But going back and forth in my head, I

21   understand the executive order, but our industries and

22   our companies who really do value spent money during

23   that period of time, and if they had known that this

24   executive order was coming, then the could have filed an

25   advance or they would have filed an advance and then
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 1   everything would have been eligible because these were

 2   projects.  So that's my thought.

 3                   Any discussion on that?

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   I have to get a second.  I don't know --

 7               MR. FABRA:

 8                   Mr. Chairman, I just got this little

 9   point of information.  I mean, if we are going to

10   continue to look at each one of these applications on an

11   individual basis, then we can't do a clean sweep.  We

12   are going to have to look at each one and find out the

13   exact completion date of each project.  I mean, if we

14   are going to go through that process, you know, if it's

15   got to meet that certain deadline, then we have to give

16   that consideration.  I was under the impression that --

17   I understand the fact that the MCAs in compliance with

18   the executive order are they're gone after that said

19   date, but I do understand that it was discussed that if

20   the Governor looks at these applications and these are

21   projects, not additions, and it creates jobs, then I

22   don't think he's going to have any issues with action

23   taken on job creation.

24                   So I'm just kind of confused on back and

25   forth, you know, first a clean sweep on a motion, if it
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 1   creates job now, there's some deadlines involved, and,

 2   you know.  So if we are going to do it, let's go

 3   individually and look at the completion dates of each

 4   project, or if the Governor's not going to have an issue

 5   and it creates jobs, let's just do a clean sweep across

 6   the board and move forward.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   All right.  So as we pointed out, we do

 9   have a motion and a second on FMT.  There's no

10   substitute motions on it, so we'll call for the vote.

11                   All in favor of approval for FMT

12   Shipyard & Repair, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.)

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.  FMT is approved.

19                   I think that is what I was trying to do

20   is have the companies that were here come up and plead

21   their cases.  The companies that are not here -- are

22   there any other companies that have not been heard.  If

23   so, raise your hand.

24                   One, two.  Just two companies.  So we're

25   kind of going along that line, and then we'll have to
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 1   decide what we'll do with the ones that are not here and

 2   are not pleading their case.

 3                   Ma'am, if you'll please step forward,

 4   and, sir, if you'll be on deck.

 5               MS.

 6                   I'm Melinda Maxwell.  I'm the Financial

 7   Director with Shield Pack in West Monroe.

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   I'm sorry.  Which one?

10               MS. MAXWELL:

11                   Shield Pack in West Monroe.

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   That's 20170083, Shield Pack, LLC in

14   Ouachita Parish.

15               MR. ADLEY:

16                   The name again, please.

17               MS. CHENG:

18                   Shield Pack.

19               MS. MAXWELL:

20                   Shield Pack, Shield, S-H-I-E-L-D.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   All right.  Go ahead, ma'am.  Don't wait

23   on me to be looking.

24               MS. MAXWELL:

25                   Okay.  We made several additions to
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 1   position and strengthen our company growth in the IBC

 2   market.  IBC is intermediate mediate bulk containers.

 3   We sell to chemical companies for hygroscopic resins.

 4                   We also are entering and growing into

 5   the market for aseptic and non-aseptic food products.

 6   This is not a market that we've served heavily in the

 7   past, but we've invested a lot into this market, and

 8   while we did create six jobs last year, we invested

 9   heavily in equipment.  You have to understand the

10   testing process in order to get into this market,

11   because what you would do, you would probably most

12   likely and what we have done is we will hand make five

13   to 10 packages and send to a food company and they will

14   test those.  If we pass that test, then the next year --

15   and we're talking about the harvest seasons of oranges

16   or tomatoes or sweet potatoes and all kinds of fruits.

17   And so then the next season, you may get to test 100

18   liners, and if you pass that, then you get maybe 10,000

19   liners.  And so it may be four years past your

20   investment where we will receive job growth tied to our

21   investment, so it's a lag there.  This makes it very

22   difficult for me to show these jobs that we are hoping

23   to create because, right now, we're sold out on the

24   first ship and we certainly hope and expect, you know,

25   if our studies come through, that we will be able to
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 1   sell out the second and third shipment of those

 2   machines, and that's what our goal is.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   Ma'am, I'm going to say this because I

 5   just think the committee needs to hear this.  A moment

 6   ago when we had our vote, our 9/6 vote, since that time,

 7   I've just kind of sat here and just waited for things to

 8   play out and let the Board do whatever it's going to do,

 9   but I'm here to tell you that when it gets to the

10   Governor's desk, there is no assurance that he's not

11   going to expressly interpret his executive order.  So,

12   you know, you can do whatever you want to.  It's still

13   got to go to him, and I just didn't want to get your

14   hopes that the Board's doing things with no assurance

15   that it's going to the Governor's approval.

16               MS. MAXWELL:

17                   You know, if I had a project that had

18   started, and some of these things that are included here

19   started early in last year, prior to the executive

20   order, there was no opportunity for me to file an

21   advanced notification because I was already into the

22   project.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   Right.

25               MS. MAXWELL:
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 1                   So I did not have the opportunity to

 2   file that.

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   Let me just -- when I read your

 5   application, which there's not many of them I didn't

 6   have questions on, I didn't have any on yours because it

 7   clearly looked like you were doing the right thing, for

 8   whatever it's worth.

 9               MS. MAXWELL:

10                   Thank you.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   Any other questions by any of the Board

13   members?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Do you have your expenditures scheduled

17   in when you put that equipment into service?  I'm going

18   to go back on that a bit because I do believe that's a

19   factor on how this is done for this Board.

20               MS. MAXWELL:

21                   When it's completed, no.  I don't have

22   the schedules with me, no, but it was completed, you

23   know, during this period.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   During the entire year?
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 1               MS. MAXWELL:

 2                   Yeah.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   So I hate to say this, and being --

 5               MS. MAXWELL:

 6                   I know one large piece of equipment was,

 7   I think it was, pretty early.  We spend anywhere from

 8   probably 40 to $120,000 on molds because every different

 9   customer that we go to has a different filling equipment

10   and we have to make molds, and so those were investments

11   that we're making throughout the year and had several of

12   those injection molds, equipment.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   I guess without knowing that, I'm

15   reluctant to approve these because these expenditures

16   could have began, you know, July the 1st and been on the

17   second half of year and people are just rolling the

18   dice.  I don't feel that that's fair to put the Governor

19   in that position.  I don't feel it's fair to this Board.

20   So without knowing that information personally, I'm

21   reluctant to vote for them.

22               MS. MAXWELL:

23                   I do think what we spent last year would

24   have been budgeted in the previous year, so it would

25   have been budgeted at the end of 2015 for the 2016
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 1   application, so even though the money was spent in '16,

 2   the process started in '15.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   But it still would have been, in my

 5   eyes, had to have been spent before the June 24th

 6   deadline, which everyone knew.  They knew after June

 7   24th MCAs are ineligible.  So if someone wanted to do

 8   something in that period of time, they --

 9               MS. MAXWELL:

10                   It's not like a down payment on a piece

11   of equipment in March and receive that piece of

12   equipment until December and it may not get installed,

13   so that, you know, I've got long time periods here that

14   I'm dealing with.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Sure.  I understand.

17               MS. MAXWELL:

18                   But definitely, we are, you know, we

19   want to grow our business and we're investing a lot of

20   money.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   We want you to, too.  Please don't take

23   this --

24               MS. MAXWELL:

25                   We're really working on that one.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   -- this line of questioning being

 3   opposed.  We want to support you.

 4                   So is there a motion or is there a

 5   discussion on the remaining ones in addition to this

 6   one?

 7               (Inaudible.)

 8               That's why we need verification that the

 9   investments they made prior to the executive order,

10   which is --

11               MS. MAXWELL:

12                   Was it made or was it started prior to

13   that.

14               MR. BARHAM:

15                   If you make a deposit, you said you made

16   a deposit.

17               MS. MAXWELL:

18                   I'm sorry.  I can't understand you.

19               MR. BARHAM:

20                   I'm sorry.  You said you made a deposit.

21   You believe you made a deposit.

22               MS. MAXWELL:

23                   We do that frequently.

24               MR. BARHAM:

25                   You want to defer and come back and

0177

 1   warrant to us the time that you're looking at on your

 2   investments?

 3               MS. MAXWELL:

 4                   Yeah, we can give a time limit on, you

 5   know, everything, definitely, you know, from the time

 6   that, you know, that the plans were drawn for and then,

 7   you know, the initial down payments to the delivery to

 8   the final selection.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   We have a motion to defer made by

11   Mr. Barham; seconded by Representative Carmody.

12                   Any further discussions on the deferral?

13               (No response.)

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All in favor of the deferral, indicate

16   with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed with a "nay."

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.  We look forward to

23   seeing you back here in June.

24                   All right.  We have -- there's some

25   more?  I'm sorry.  One more person.
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 1                   Oh, yes, sir.  Please step forward.

 2               MR.

 3                   Good afternoon.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Please identify yourself and who you

 6   represent.

 7               MR.

 8                   My name is Bernie David.  I represent

 9   Compass Minerals Louisiana.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Compass, C-O-M-P-A-S-S?

12               MR. DAVID:

13                   Yes, sir.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All right.  Bear with us.

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   20170169, Compass Minerals Louisiana,

18   Inc. in St. Mary Parish.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   All right.  Go ahead.

21               MR. DAVID:

22                   We just want to say couple things about

23   our application.  We, as you'll see on our application,

24   we did not add any full-time jobs because of any these

25   capital improvements, but we did spend, you know,
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 1   upwards of 5-million bucks on some things that really

 2   helped our manufacturing facility and helped out our

 3   local economy.  Again, going back to the lady who was

 4   before me, you know, these projects were completed at

 5   different times during 2016.  They weren't all completed

 6   before or after June.  If that has any impact.

 7                   We also made a general rule of thumb

 8   where we could use local suppliers and local vendors to

 9   complete these projects.  I have a listing of a lot of

10   those that we used and I think we submitted on our

11   application or some backup documentation.  We just want

12   you guys to consider us for acceptance of our

13   application.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All right.  Thank you.

16                   Any questions by any of the Board

17   members?

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   I show zero jobs; is that right?

20               MR. DAVID:

21                   That is correct, no additional jobs, but

22   we do employ about 170 people.  These were all capital

23   projects to help us out in manufacturing, become more

24   efficient, things like that, but, no, no direct hires

25   because of this.
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 1               MR. ADLEY:

 2                   Add when you say you manufacturing salt,

 3   just give me some example.  I assume you you're not

 4   making salt.  What are you doing?

 5               MR. DAVID:

 6                   We mine salt.

 7               MR. ADLEY:

 8                   You mine salt?

 9               MR. DAVID:

10                   Yes, sir.  We are a salt mine, so we are

11   a unique, I suppose, type of industry for Louisiana

12   because there's not a whole lot of salt mines, but part

13   of our operation, I suppose, could be considered mining

14   and some have, and the other part can be considered

15   manufacturing.  We're underground and we're actually

16   drilling and blasting for salt.  We run it through

17   different processes and then ship it out.  That part I

18   think would be considered manufacturing.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   But if you look at the other

21   applications that the Board has decided to either defer

22   or grant, they were all tied to jobs.  You're telling us

23   there are no jobs associated with this one?

24               MR. DAVID:

25                   No, sir.  That is correct.  Now, that
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 1   doesn't mean that potentially because of this in the

 2   future, we may have some jobs because of this, but right

 3   now, no.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   I got it.  Thank you.  I appreciate your

 6   honesty.  Thank you very much.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   I believe we've already voted on the

 9   ones that had zero jobs.

10               MS. CHENG:

11                   That's correct.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   I thought so.

14                   Is there any action to reconsider this

15   one?

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   No.

19                   Thank you for your comments.

20               MR. DAVID:

21                   All right.  Thank you.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Anyone else from the public for any of

24   the jobs or any of the companies?

25                   Please step forward.  I know you're not
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 1   with a company.  Please step forward, identify yourself.

 2               MS. DUNN:

 3                   My name is Ann Dunn and I'm with

 4   Together Louisiana and this is just a general comment on

 5   all of these that have been received after June the

 6   24th.  To reiterate what the executive order says, the

 7   Governor very specifically says the applications for

 8   Miscellaneous Capital Additions will not be approved or

 9   issued contracts by the Governor, and there's, of

10   course, an exception for those that were pending and

11   were filed before the June the 24th, but that does not

12   apply to these.

13                   I also want to point out that the

14   executive order also requires in Sections 5, 6 and 7

15   that the application include a cooperative endeavor

16   agreement with the State on a part of the applicant and

17   have an exhibit showing the approval of the local

18   government, and I know the rules are not yet in effect,

19   but the whole concept is a cooperative endeavor

20   agreement.

21                   As Secretary Pierson pointed out

22   earlier, it's really related to constitutional

23   provisions under the pledge of any kind of thing of

24   valuable belonging to the State, and this certainly is,

25   and so the whole idea of cooperative endeavor agreement
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 1   showing what the applicant will provide to the State as

 2   well as what the State is providing to the applicant is

 3   certainly something that ought to be very seriously

 4   considered by this Board.  And since the executive order

 5   is in effect and the Governor's going to be look at

 6   those issues, I particularly think that's important, as

 7   well as, of course, which we've talked about a lot in

 8   consideration of the committee, the commission's, rules,

 9   the whole idea of what do the local governments have to

10   say about this.

11                   So I just wanted to say, the executive

12   order is in effect.  There's an exception because we

13   know the ones here that were filed before June the 24th

14   and that did provide for jobs.  Aside from that, there's

15   no exceptions, so that's what the Governor has said.

16                   Thank you.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Thank you very much, Ms. Dunn.

19                   Are there any other questions at this

20   time from the Board?

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   All right.  At this time, we had a few

24   of the outliers and ones that did not have

25   representation here to address, so the Board now needs
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 1   to consider.  We had a package of zero jobs that had

 2   been eliminated.  We've had some deferrals.  We've

 3   approved one or two or three, but now we have some

 4   companies that were not represented here today, they do

 5   have jobs that they indicate that they have, but we

 6   don't know about the timing.  We don't have the ability

 7   to address the company specifically, so the Board is

 8   going to have to consider how they wish to proceed.

 9                   Representative Carmody.

10               MR. CARMODY:

11                   I would make a motion that these

12   applicants did show that they did create jobs, but

13   they're not here today, to go ahead and defer them to

14   allow them to come back before the Board and explain.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   All right.  And we'll notify them.

17               MR. CARMODY:

18                   Yes.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Is there a second to that?

21                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.

22                   All in favor of the motion to defer the

23   ones that were not discussed today, indicate with an

24   "aye."

25               (Several members respond "aye.")
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   All opposed with a "nay."

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Motion carries.

 6                   Please proceed.

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   I have 98 renewals --

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   Let me just ask a general question so we

11   don't have to go through all 98 of these.  These all

12   fall within prior to June 24th, the agreement that we

13   made on the five year and the five-year ITEP

14   applications and y'all have reviewed every one of them

15   and they meet all of the guidelines and requirements for

16   renewal?

17               MS. CHENG:

18                   Yes, sir.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   And they were done prior to the

21   executive order?

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   Correct.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Is there a motion to approve these in
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 1   globo?

 2                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by

 3   Major Coleman.

 4                   Any discussion from the public

 5   concerning the renewals?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any further discussion from the Board

 9   members?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.")

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.

19               MS. CHENG:

20                   I have 16 late renewals.  I do want to

21   mention, I provided y'all with a revised late renewal

22   agenda because there was an issue with the spreadsheet

23   showing 32,943,947 as the ad valorem.  That is

24   incorrect.  It's been corrected, and it would only be

25   610,835.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   And do we have representatives from the

 3   companies concerning their late renewals?

 4                   All right.  Please proceed.

 5               MS. CHENG:

 6                   We have 20100898, Blade Dynamics, LLC in

 7   Orleans Parish.  Their initial contract expired on 7/31

 8   of '16.  They requested their renewal on 9/21 of '16.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Is there a representative from Blade

11   Dynamics?

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   No representative from Blade Dynamics,

15   and they were two months late.  In the past, I believe

16   it's been one year when they're late, so is there a

17   motion to reduce their exemption by one year?

18               Mr. ADLEY:

19                   Now, wait a minute.  I'm trying to find

20   out exactly how we've been handling this.  When they

21   were late and they were here, we had penalized them by a

22   year?

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   Yes, sir.

25               MR. ADLEY:
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 1                   If they were not here at all --

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   They were denied.

 4               MR. ADLEY:

 5                   I believe we've been -- have we been

 6   denying them?

 7               MS. CHENG:

 8                   Yes, sir.

 9               MR. ADLEY:

10                   That's what I thought.  I think if we

11   follow consistency, we need to make a motion to deny

12   them because they have no representation here.

13               MR. PIERSON:

14                   What I would like to let the record

15   reflect, in terms of Blade Dynamics, they are located in

16   NASA Michoud where the tornado impacted their operations

17   with significant damage.  That is not a total excuse, I

18   do understand, but certainly I think it's a contributing

19   factor.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   This one was deferred at the last board

22   meeting already.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   This one was deferred?

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   At the last board meeting.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   Have we contacted them?

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   Yes, sir.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Is there a motion -- motion is to deny

 8   made by Mr. Fajardo; seconded by Dr. Wilson for denial

 9   of the renewal.

10                   Any discussion from the public?

11               (No response.)

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Any discussion from the Board?

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Motion carries.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   20100221, Hydra Tech Systems, Inc. in

22   Ouachita Parish.  Their initial contract expired on

23   12/31/15.  Their late renewal was received 12/21 of '16.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Is there a representative from Hydra
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 1   Tech?

 2                   Were they asked last time -- have they

 3   been deferred before?

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   No, sir.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Okay.

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   I do want to mention that we do notify

10   all applicants that their renewals and applications are

11   coming before the Bard.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   They have all been notified?

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   Yes.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   What's the pleasure?

18                   Millie.

19               MS. ATKINS:

20                   I'd like to make a motion to defer this

21   one.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Motion to defer?

24               MS. ATKINS:

25                   Yes.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Is there a second?

 3                   By Representative Carmody.

 4                   Any further discussion from the public

 5   on this deferral for Hydra Tech Systems?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Any further discussion from the Board

 9   members?

10               (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.")

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.

19               MR. CARMODY:

20                   Can I ask one question of the staff?

21                   When y'all contact these applicants and

22   let them know that the Board has moved to defer and we

23   will be convening at our next meeting and you give them

24   that date?

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   Yes, sir.

 2               MR. CARMODY:

 3                   They were aware that these are follow-up

 4   questions, you have a representative that will be

 5   attending and --

 6               MS. CHENG:

 7                   We tell them to have a representative

 8   attending and then -- we tell them it's been deferred

 9   and that it will go to the next board meeting.  And then

10   once we create this agenda, once it's final for the next

11   meeting, they're notified again.

12               MR. CARMODY:

13                   Okay.  That's proper notice, I would

14   think, constructive notice that the only other thing you

15   can tell them that the custom of the committee, that

16   those who don't appear, have been denied.  Just a

17   little -- all right.

18                   Thank you, sir.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   Mr. Williams.

21               MR. WILLIAMS:

22                   I just wanted to point out,

23   Mr. Chairman, Blade Dynamics, we denied that one when

24   they requested two months after the expiration date, and

25   Hydra Tech was a full year after their expiration date
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 1   and we deferred it.  Just wanted to point that out.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   And I believe we had already deferred

 4   Blade once in a previous meeting.

 5               SECRETARY PIERSON:

 6                   Once.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   They were given a chance.

 9               SECRETARY PIERSON:

10                   So we'll give Hydra Tech once.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   We'll give them one shot to be deferred,

13   which is why I had asked them to be deferred before.

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   We have 20110187, Ardagh Glass in

16   Lincoln Parish.  Initial contract expired 12/31 of '15.

17   Late renewal was requested on 11/15 of '16.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Is there a representative from Ardagh

20   Glass here?

21                   Please step forward and identify

22   yourself.  Please identify yourself.

23               MR. SHONKWILER:

24                   Jeff Shonkwiler.  I'm the Tax Director

25   for Ardagh Glass.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   All right.  Can you tell us why you were

 3   late?

 4               MR. SHONKWILER:

 5                   We've had several of these in the past

 6   that the process had been for years that Lori Weber with

 7   LED would just send us the renewal forms when one of

 8   these were coming up, and we didn't receive the renewal

 9   forms and realized the next year after we filed our

10   property tax return that that one should have probably

11   been renewed and that's why it's late.  So we should

12   have caught it, but I think it was just change in the

13   process is why it slipped through the cracks.

14               MR. ADLEY:

15                   I just want to say that all of these

16   prior to you that have come in like that that were

17   depending upon them telling them, albeit, I don't know

18   if they had or they hadn't, these exceptions are for the

19   benefit of the company.  And as we have always pointed

20   out that it's critical that you file and that you file

21   on time, and unlike what people seem to think, that it's

22   just automatic, they send you a notice and everything

23   gets renewed, I hope after sitting through five or six

24   hours today, you recognize that that's not the case.

25   Under the law, we are limited to certain things that we
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 1   can and cannot do, I guess, approve or deny or limit.

 2   Now, what the Board has done in the past on all late

 3   renewals is to remove one year of the exemption, which

 4   is a 20 percent reduction, and I would make that motion

 5   again today.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Secretary Pierson.

 8               SECRETARY PIERSON:

 9                   Mr. Shonkwiler, did Lori send those to

10   Ardagh or did she send these documents to Saint-Gobain?

11               MR. SHONKWILER:

12                   She sent them to both.  Ardagh is

13   nothing more than a name change to Saint-Gobain

14   Containers.

15               SECRETARY PIERSON:

16                   And how long has the name change been in

17   effect?

18               MR. SHONKWILER:

19                   2014.

20               SECRETARY PIERSON:

21                   I'm just trying to look for -- we always

22   working towards staff improvement and process

23   improvement, so I'm trying to understand why anything

24   would have changed.  Of course, Lori Weber is no longer

25   with the department due to retirement.  Your company has
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 1   had a change of name.  I don't know personally at

 2   Saint-Gobain or Ardagh, you know, whether there were any

 3   personnel changes there, but just trying to understand.

 4   We think the onus is on the company to follow through,

 5   but certainly as a staff courtesy and staff

 6   responsibility that I direct that we try to make the

 7   most supportive efforts that we can, but at the end of

 8   the day, I don't feel like we can manage in 64 parishes

 9   all of the companies and when their renewals aren't

10   present.  We have to allow the corporate folks to do

11   that.

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   Secretary Pierson, there was a process

14   change internally.  Prior to 2014, we did send all of

15   the renewal documents to the company, but in 2014, we

16   had the company start requesting renewals from the

17   department.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   There's a motion on the floor.

20               MR. SHONKWILER:

21                   We always got them, so it was just there

22   was no notice there was going to be a change in

23   procedure.  I think the 20 percent reduction is fair,

24   but you asked me to explain, and that's our response.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   I do appreciate your explanation.

 2                   Motion has been made to reduce by one

 3   year the Industrial Tax Program.

 4                   Representative Carmody has seconded the

 5   motion.

 6                   Is there any further discussion on the

 7   motion?

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

11               (Several members respond "aye.")

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   All opposed with a "nay."

14               (No response.)

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Motion carries.

17                   Thank you, sir.

18               MS. CHENG:

19                   20110384, Calumet Lubricants Company, LP

20   in Webster Parish.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                    Are all of the Calumets represented by

23   the same individual?

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   Yes, sir.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Please step forward.

 3                   And you can finish reading.

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   Calumet, 20110385, Calumet Lubricants

 6   Company, LP in Bossier Parish; 20100329, Calumet

 7   Packaging, LLC in Caddo Parish; 20110386, Calumet

 8   Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo Parish;

 9   20110387, Calumet Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in

10   Caddo Parish; 20110388, Calumet Shreveport Lubricants &

11   Waxes, LLC in Caddo Parish; 20110389, Calumet Shreveport

12   Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo Parish; and 20110392,

13   Calumet Shreveport Lubricants & Waxes, LLC in Caddo

14   Parish.  The initial contracts expired on 12/31 of '15.

15   We received late renewal on 12/19 of '16.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Please identify yourself and tell us why

18   you're late.

19               MR. MILLS:

20                   Robert Mills, Calumet Specialty Products

21   from Shreveport, and our tax director is in

22   Indianapolis, Indiana.  And I have heard a story that

23   involves prior, previous staff, and I really hate to get

24   into that she-said type of issue.  And if I can't, I

25   would respectfully ask to defer this, let my tax
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 1   director tell you that story.  I don't want to interpret

 2   what she told me, and I'm sure there's clerical error

 3   and oversight, especially on both parties' sides.  So,

 4   you know, if I can defer it and have her explain it,

 5   that's fine.  If you want to make a decision today, just

 6   treat me as you do everybody else, and I certainly can't

 7   complain about that.

 8               MR. ADLEY:

 9                   I want this committee to know something,

10   Robert.  I just told Mr. Carmody, you happen to be one

11   of the closest friends I have in the world, as you know,

12   and we've known each other for a long, long time and I

13   have all of the respect in the world for you.  And God

14   knows I hate to be standing here to vote against you,

15   but I have to tell you that it is the obligation of the

16   companies to get it in, and we have only three choices

17   by law.  We can either reject it outright or reduce it

18   or approve it, and we've not approved any that came in

19   late.  And early on, we decided that if it's a five-year

20   renewal, we remove one year, it's a 20 percent

21   reduction, meaning you'll get four years and not five.

22                   And in fairness, regardless of what they

23   would say, we really -- everybody's got a different

24   story about why and how it happens, but to be

25   consistent, I don't think we have any choice but to do
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 1   that.

 2               MR. MILLS:

 3                   As I said, just fair and consistent, and

 4   with 2,000 employees, I assure you, this is not my only

 5   problem.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   I'll take that as a motion.

 8               MR. CARMODY:

 9                   I'll second the motion.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Representative Carmody seconds.

12                   Any further discussion?

13               (No response.)

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

16               (Several members respond "aye.")

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.

19               MR. ADLEY:

20                   I am glad I told you to be sure and be

21   here today.  I am glad.  It would have been a denial

22   outright, so I'm glad you came.

23               MR. MOMS:

24                   There's a new day.

25               MR. WINDHAM:

0201

 1                   Ms. Cheng.

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   We have 20140960, CARBO Ceramics, Inc.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Is there a representative for CARBO

 6   Ceramics?

 7                   Please step forward and tell us why

 8   you're late.

 9               MS. TUCKER:

10                   I'm Katie Tucker, CARBO Ceramics' tax

11   manager.

12                   So we kind of sat here and explained why

13   we're late.  We actually requested renewal back in

14   before, I think, June 8th, 2016, before all of this kind

15   of went a different direction, but same excuse as

16   everyone else.  It just slipped through the cracks.  We

17   had, you know, personnel changes, and, also,

18   historically, before all of the changes, when you did

19   have a late renewal, it was just kind of automatically

20   approved.  It wasn't considered different, I think.  So,

21   I mean, we don't really have a good reason, but I will

22   say it was before June 24th, 2015, and hopefully that

23   would be considered.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Mr. Adley.
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 1               MR. ADLEY:

 2                   I appreciate your honesty and it gains

 3   you 80 percent being honest here today.

 4               MS. TUCKER:

 5                   It's been deferred many times because

 6   the first time that I did come and explain, you know,

 7   you guys had asked us to get local support, which we

 8   have done for the most part.  We haven't really been

 9   able to get in touch with the sheriff's office.  I

10   believe they have kind of their hands full with some

11   legal matters.

12                   Mr. Windham has kind of been helpful in

13   trying to help us contact them and get them, and it's

14   been unsuccessful, but I will say the parish council

15   approved the resolution to support all of our -- the

16   continuation of all of our contracts knowing that we are

17   in a downturn.  We have had some layoffs unfortunately.

18   The school aboard also approved it at a 12-to-1 vote, so

19   we do have local support for the most part.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All right.  Thank you, Ms. Tucker.

22                   Mr. Adley, I assume you are going to

23   make a motion?

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   Yes.  I think to be consistent, we
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 1   reduce it by 20 percent, meaning one year, and receive

 2   the ITEP for four.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.

 5                   Any further discussion?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   All in favor, please vote with an "aye."

 9               (Several members respond "aye.")

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All opposed with a "nay."

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion carries.

15               MS. TUCKER:

16                   While I'm up here, I just wanted to ask,

17   you know, again, months ago whenever we asked for just

18   our contract continuations --

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   We're going to do that all at once.

21               MS. TUCKER:

22                   I'm not sure I'm on there.

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   It's not on this one because they were

25   not in the group from December that were asked to come
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 1   back in April.  So the CARBO Ceramics contracts are not

 2   on this agenda.

 3               MS. TUCKER:

 4                   Is that able to change or we're done

 5   with CARBO for the day?

 6               MS. CHENG:

 7                   We're done.  We can add it to the June

 8   agenda.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Yeah, let's do it in June.

11               MS. TUCKER:

12                   Okay.  No problem.  Thank you.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Thank you.

15                   Ms. Cheng.

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   20110338, General Electric Company.  The

18   initial contract expired on 12/31/15 and late renewals

19   requested on 8/25 of '16.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   Is there a representative from GE,

22   General Electric?

23               (No response.)

24               MR. ADLEY:

25                   Holy moly.

0205

 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Wow.  All right.  Pleasure of the Board

 3   is to defer?

 4               MR. MILLER:

 5                   Is this their first time up or the

 6   second?

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Is this their first time?

 9               MS. CHENG:

10                   I believe it was up one time and they

11   requested to defer it.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   Did you say it's General Electric?

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   Yes, sir.

16               MR. ADLEY:

17                   Fellows, ladies, clearly there are

18   enough employees in that facility to have somebody here

19   if it was that important to them.

20                   I'm going to move to deny.  I mean,

21   sooner or later you have to do that.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Is there a second?

24                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.  Moved by

25   Mr. Adley.
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 1                   Any discussion on the denial of General

 2   Electric's renewal?

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 6               (Several members respond "aye.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   All opposed with a "nay."

 9               (No response.)

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Motion carries.

12               MS. CHENG:

13                   20110529, Southern Recycling in Orleans

14   Parish.  Initial contract expired on 7/31 of '16.  Late

15   renewal was requested 12/29 of '16.

16               MR. WINDHAM:

17                   Representative -- yes.  Please step

18   forward and identify yourself.

19               MR. LEONARD:

20                   Jimmy Leonard with Advantous Consulting.

21               MR. DIEFENTHAL:

22                   Eddie Diefenthal with Southern

23   Recycling.

24               MR. LEONARD:

25                   We had five locations approved many
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 1   years ago for the exemption.  All five of those

 2   locations got entered into the deadline.  They were

 3   faced with the same deadline of this coming up the last

 4   December.  It was not until we started processing those

 5   locations that the erroneous deadline date for the

 6   Orleans Parish application got entered in.  Orleans

 7   Parish is the one parish of the state that has a

 8   different deadline from all of the exemption

 9   applications, and as you can see, it was filed along

10   with all of the other renewals, so it was -- what

11   brought us here today was a misstep in our tax calendar.

12               MR. ADLEY:

13                   So it's reduced, it will only be reduced

14   under the one parish?

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   Yes.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   All of the others will be at 100

19   percent?

20               MR. LEONARD:

21                   Yes.  All of the other locations were

22   filed timely in December.

23               MR. ADLEY:

24                   Then I would make the same motion for

25   the one that was late.

0208

 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Motion made by Mr. Adley; seconded by

 3   Major Coleman.

 4                   Any further discussion on Southern

 5   Recycling?

 6               (No response.)

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 9               (Several members respond "aye.")

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All opposed with a "nay."

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion carries.

15               MS. CHENG:

16                   I have 10 changes in name.  This is for

17   Hunt Forest Products, Inc. for contracts 20090342,

18   20100314, 20110273, 20120364, 20130873, 20140314 and

19   20150381.  This is in Grant Parish.  They're changing

20   their name to Hunt Forest Products, LLC.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Is there a motion to approve the name

23   change?

24                   Made by Representative Carmody; seconded

25   by Mr. Williams.
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 1                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 2               (Several members respond "aye.")

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   All opposed with a "nay."

 5               (No response.)

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Motion carries.

 8               MS. CHENG:

 9                   We have Hunt Forest Products, Inc.,

10   Contracts 20100393, 20130874, 20150481 in LaSalle

11   Parish.  They're changing their name to Hunt Forest

12   Products, LLC.

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion made by Representative Carmody;

15   seconded by Mr. Miller.

16                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed with a "nay."

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   I have five transfers of Tax Exemption

25   contracts:  Nestle Health Sciences-Pamlab, Inc. in Caddo
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 1   Parish, 20120609, 20130503, 20140600, 20150395 and

 2   20161224.  They're being transferred to ALFASIGMA USA,

 3   Inc.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by

 6   Mr. Fajardo.

 7                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 8               (Several members respond "aye.")

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   All opposed with a "nay."

11               (No response.)

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Motion carries.

14               MS. CHENG:

15                   I have 15 contract cancelations.  I have

16   a correction to make on this first one, Entergy New

17   Orleans, Inc.-Michoud is not in Caddo Parish.  It's in

18   Orleans Parish.  And they're requesting to cancel all of

19   their active contracts because the facility is no longer

20   operational.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   So we'll take that motion in globo to

23   cancel all of their active contacts in the Orleans

24   facility.

25                   Is there are a motion?
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 1                   Motion made by Dr. Wilson; seconded by

 2   Mayor Brasseaux.

 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 4               (Several members respond "aye.")

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All opposed with a "nay."

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   Motion carries.

10               MS. CHENG:

11                   Halliburton Energy Services, Inc.,

12   20080132 and 20080878 in Vermilion Parish.  The facility

13   was closed.  The company requests cancelation.

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   Cancelation motion by Major Coleman;

16   seconded by Ms. Malone.

17                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

18               (Several members respond "aye.")

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   All oppose with a "nay."

21               (No response.)

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Motion carries.

24               MS. CHENG:

25                   I have 14 special requests.  These are
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 1   the contract continuations that were brought before

 2   y'all in December and they were asked to go to their

 3   local governing authorities to receive approval for

 4   these contracts to be continued as they're currently

 5   idle.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   And I believe we have representation for

 8   Halliburton.

 9                   Please step forward.

10                   As you guys will -- guys and ladies will

11   remember, this was the idle facility that needed to get

12   the local support from their local bodies being the

13   police jury, the sheriff's office or the school board so

14   that the continuation of exemption can exist during this

15   economic downturn that we have in these areas.

16                   So please identify yourself.

17               MR. LEBLEU:

18                   Mr. Chairman, members of the Board, my

19   name is Doug Lebleu.  I'm representing Halliburton on

20   these idle facility requests.  I think we should just

21   start with Bossier.  I mean, I have three parishes.

22                   We do not have today what you requested.

23   You requested a letter from the sheriff's office

24   supporting the continuation, a resolution from the

25   school board and a resolution from the police jury.
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 1                   We began discussions with these entities

 2   in January.  I think we were on a pretty good track to

 3   the point where on April the 6th I traveled to Bossier

 4   from Baton Rouge to answer questions and concerns of the

 5   school board.  They had a finance committee on April 6th

 6   followed by a board meeting where I believe they were

 7   going to vote an recommendation to the finance committee

 8   to approve of this continuation.  About five minutes

 9   before the meeting started, the attorney for the school

10   board came up, introduced himself to me and informed me

11   that the agenda item was being pulled for consideration.

12   And when I ask why, he told me there seemed to be

13   confusion as to whether LED was actually -- or the Board

14   of Commerce & Industry was actually requiring this

15   particular resolution.

16                   At that point, I didn't have a whole lot

17   of credibility with them other than to simply say I'm

18   here at the direction of the board.  The folks at the

19   department have a different interpretation of what I

20   had, so that was their side of the story.  And I'm glad

21   Kristen's here because Kristen received a phone call

22   right prior to that meeting from the local economic

23   development official with a completely different

24   question.  It didn't have anything to do with the

25   continuation.
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 1                   As you know, this request that you made

 2   was not in the rules.  It was made to be in the support

 3   of what the Governor is attempting to accomplish here

 4   and that us get local involvement in the process.

 5                   Subsequent to that, we have not been

 6   rescheduled on the school board.  At this point, I

 7   really have to thank Chairman Windham, who has been

 8   involved in this process, not as an advocate for

 9   Halliburton, but as one who has picked up the phone and

10   called officials to explain to them what the intent of

11   the Board is what can he do to move the process along.

12   We have a deadline of April 26th.  In fact, last week he

13   had discussions with Mr. Bill Altimus, that's who the

14   parish school board --

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Let me interrupt you right there.

17   He's -- the police jury did send me a letter that I was

18   unable to print out and it basically asks for a

19   continuation.  It says, "Dear, sir," per me.  I called

20   all of these parishes and all of these entities.  "May

21   4th, '17, May 4, 2017 meeting, the Bossier Parish Police

22   Jury will have an item on its agenda to discuss the

23   continuation of Halliburton Industry Services Industrial

24   Exemption Contracts Numbers 24 and 24A for one

25   additional year.  This date is the first available date
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 1   for the police jury to meet and take any official action

 2   on this matter.  I apologize for any inconvenience this

 3   may cause.  If you have any questions or need any

 4   information, please let me know."

 5                   So we can defer again?

 6               MR. LEBLEU:

 7                   Mr. Chairman, that's what we would like

 8   to request, another deferment for two more months to see

 9   if we can wrap this process up, and we would really

10   appreciate your consideration for this.

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   And that's just the Bossier because the

13   other ones came through.  I think we got something from

14   them.

15               MR. LEBLEU:

16                   We have everything done with them.

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   So there's been a motion by

19   Representative Carmody; seconded by Dr. Wilson to defer

20   that one till the next board meeting to get those

21   letters of support.

22               MR. LEBLEU:

23                   Thank you very much.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Is there any discussion?
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 1               (No response.)

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 4               (Several members respond "aye.")

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All opposed with a "nay."

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. LEBLEU:

 9                   Cameron Parish, we have everything from

10   Cameron Parish that the Board required, and Ms. Cheng

11   has a copy of the resolutions and the letter from the

12   sheriff.

13                   The third one, Plaquemines Parish --

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All right.  Let's take care of the

16   second one then.

17               MR. LEBLEU:

18                   I'm sorry.

19               MR. WINDHAM:

20                   For the second one, you have all of the

21   information, Ms. Cheng?

22               MS. CHENG:

23                   I do have it.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   And it's all in support?
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 1               MS. CHENG:

 2                   Yes.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   Is there a motion to allow the

 5   continuation for the Cameron Parish contracts?

 6                   Made by Ms. Millie; seconded by Mr.

 7   Coleman.

 8                        All in favor -- any further

 9   discussion on that one?

10                   (No response.)

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.")

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   That continuation is approved.

19               MR. LEBLEU:

20                   Thank you very much.

21                   Item number three for us is Plaquemines

22   Parish.  Again, we began discussions with Plaquemines

23   Parish officials back in the middle of January.  My

24   initial discussions were with the attorney for the

25   sheriff's office.  He informed me that there was going
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 1   to be a meeting between the school board, the police

 2   jury and the sheriff's office to discuss this issue.

 3   That meeting occurred.  They had a second meeting where

 4   they asked a member of LED staff to come in and explain

 5   exactly what was being required and what the

 6   implications were.  Then there was a third meeting on

 7   March 31st with that same group where I traveled to

 8   Belle Chasse, met with that group and answered their

 9   questions.

10                   We have not heard anything from any of

11   these entities since March 30th.  I spoke with

12   Representative Chris Leopold on Monday, and, again, I

13   can't tell you Chris Leopold, Representative Leopold, is

14   for this issue, but he's advocating the decision be

15   made.  So I know he's making the phone calls to try to

16   move the process along.  So we would request

17   consideration as we did for Bossier on this one, also,

18   for another two months to see if we can wrap the process

19   up.

20               MR. COLEMAN:

21                   Make a motion.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   Motion has been made by Mr. Coleman to

24   defer for one more board meeting, two months; seconded

25   by Dr. Wilson.
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 1                   Any further discussion on this one?

 2                   Representative Carmody.

 3               MR. CARMODY:

 4                   Affirmation that Representative Leopold

 5   approached me and said that there was an effort on his

 6   part to try to get resolution for this, and he did ask

 7   for consideration for deferment today.

 8               MR. LEBLEU:

 9                   Thank you very much.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All right.  Thank you.

12                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

13               (Several members respond "aye.")

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   All opposed with a "nay."

16               (No response.)

17               MR. WINDHAM:

18                   Motion carries.

19               MR. LEBLEU:

20                   Thank you very much.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Thank you, Mr. Lebleu.

23                   I think that's going to be one of the

24   changes these rules move forward is getting some of

25   these bodies because I know personally I called Altimus
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 1   one, two, three times and sent him three or four

 2   e-mails, you know, just describing it.  I sent him

 3   copies of the minutes showing what we had asked so that,

 4   you know, as Doug said, what it required.  Well, no.  It

 5   was requested for one of your companies here, and if you

 6   want to support them, then we need something, and that's

 7   all we needed.

 8               MR. LEBLEU:

 9                   You know, if I could make one comment.

10   I had a little discussion yesterday with Deputy Miller

11   at the sheriff's office in Bossier, and everyone is

12   taking this process very seriously because, you know,

13   it's coming home to roost they may lose revenues here,

14   so everyone's thinking very, very seriously.  As he

15   explained to me, he said, "Doug, you know, we don't have

16   to think just about this issue and this project.  We're

17   setting a precedent here.  We've got to ask the right

18   questions.  We've got to make the right decisions."

19                   So, Secretary Pierson, as you had

20   indicated, we are going through a learning curve here,

21   and I know you're -- the problem is going to be

22   providing direction and how the steps might go, the

23   considerations that might be made, but it's been an

24   interesting process.  I've got to meet a lot of great

25   people.  I admire the locals and the incent and due

0221

 1   diligence they're doing on these.  So thank you.

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   Thank you, Mr. Lebleu.

 4               MS. CHENG:

 5                   M-I SWACO, Contract 060022 in Cameron

 6   Parish.

 7               MR. WINDHAM:

 8                   Please identify yourself.

 9               MR. MURPHY:

10                   Richard Murphy, Duff & Phelps,

11   representing M-I SWACO.

12                   At the last April meeting, y'all asked

13   for the three resolutions and the letter, and I do have

14   those.  I've asked for photocopies of each.  We got that

15   e-mail last night.

16               MS. CHENG:

17                   If y'all want to see them, I can make

18   copies.

19               MR. MURPHY:

20                   We have the letters and the resolution.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   You'll verify them?

23               MS. CHENG:

24                   I do have them.

25               MR. WINDHAM:
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 1                   You do?  They're all good?

 2               MS. CHENG:

 3                   Yes.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Is there a motion to approve the

 6   continuation of M-I SWACO?

 7                   Made by Mr. Miller; seconded by

 8   Mr. Ricky.

 9                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

10               (Several members respond "aye.")

11               MR. WINDHAM:

12                   All opposed with a "nay."

13               (No response.)

14               MR. WINDHAM:

15                   Motion carries.

16               MR. MURPHY:

17                   Thank you.

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   Thank you, Richard.

20               MS. CHENG:

21                   Now, we have Quality Iron Fabricators,

22   Inc. in Livingston Parish.

23               MR. LEONARD:

24                   Thanks to the help of David Bennett and

25   the Livingston Economic Development Council, we also
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 1   appear before you today with the necessary resolutions

 2   and letter from the sheriff's office.  We were able to

 3   get support from all of the requisite parts.

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Great job.

 6                   Please identify yourself.

 7               MR. BENNETT:

 8                   David Bennett, President of the

 9   Livingston Economic Development Council.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All right.  Is there a motion to approve

12   for continuation?

13               MR. COLEMAN:

14                   I so move, sir.

15               MR. WINDHAM:

16                   Motion is made by Mr. Coleman; seconded

17   by Millie Atkins.

18                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

19               (Several members respond "aye.")

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All opposed with a "nay."

22               (No response.)

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Motion carries.  Thank you.

25               MS. CHENG:
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 1                   This concludes the Industrial Tax

 2   Exemption portion of the agenda.

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   All right.  Next on the agenda is

 5   Consideration of Public Comments on ITEP Program Rules

 6   from the March '17 Potpourri.

 7               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 8                   Good afternoon.

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Please identify yourself.

11               MS. CLAPINSKI:

12                   Danielle Clapinski, Staff Attorney at

13   LED.

14                   I'm sure all of you remember we met in

15   February and y'all approved some additional substantive

16   changes to the rules.  Those substantive changes were

17   published as Potpourri in the March 2017 Edition of the

18   Louisiana Register.  That also necessitated additional

19   public hearing and an additional public comment period.

20   That was public hearing was held last Thursday.  I

21   believe y'all received an e-mail Monday afternoon with a

22   copy of the Potpourri with the -- I'm sorry -- the

23   public comments received as well as LED's recommendation

24   to approve or not approve based upon the public

25   comments.
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 1                   I don't know how in depth you guys want

 2   me to go, comment by comment, or...

 3               MR. ADLEY:

 4                   It would really just be helpful if we

 5   heard whatever you heard because I think there were like

 6   three or four minor changes.

 7               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 8                   There were, I think, a total of five

 9   specific concerns addressed, and of those five, LED

10   recommends making changes based upon two of those

11   comments.

12               MR. WINDHAM:

13                   Secretary Pierson.

14               SECRETARY PIERSON:

15                   Please outline, just so there's

16   understanding in the record, the difference between a

17   substantive change and these, well, non-substantive or

18   tweaks or whatever.  I think it's important that

19   everyone understands that there's a boundary that we

20   can't change major things, but we can align better for

21   more efficiency.

22               MS. CLAPINSKI:

23                   Sure.  So I have spoken to the Louisiana

24   Register on a couple of the comments that we recommend

25   changes on.  They have deemed those changes
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 1   non-substantive.  That's because those changes are

 2   clarify or they don't change the intent or the action or

 3   what anyone has to do.

 4                   Some of the other suggested comments or

 5   suggested changes would be considered substantive

 6   changes.  For purposes of rule promulgation purposes, a

 7   non-substantive change, the next step for us is they are

 8   approved and only non-substantive changes are approved,

 9   an oversight committee report would be sent to the House

10   and Senate Commerce committees where they would have a

11   30-day period to call their own hearing on the rules,

12   and at that point in time, they either approve or

13   disapprove the rules.  If they choose not to call a

14   hearing during that 30-day period, we can pro/SWAED file

15   promulgation.

16                   If the Board decides to make any further

17   substantive changes to the rules, that will require us

18   to publish another Potpourri and have another public

19   hearing period and another public comment and public

20   hearing.  So that's the different tracks that we would

21   be on depending upon what you decide today.

22               MR. WINDHAM:

23                   All right.  And can you give us, of

24   those five, just a highlight of what those comments

25   were?
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 1               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 2                   Sure.  And I'll go through it.  I think

 3   everyone received that document that lays out who

 4   attended the hearing and who submitted the written

 5   comments, and I don't think there are really any

 6   comments that were different than the written comments.

 7   They were just reiterated at the public hearing.

 8                   So the first set of written comments was

 9   from LIDEA.  Their first comment was dealing with

10   Section 501(a)(1) where there was a redundant use of the

11   term "tax exemption" in a sentence.  That has been there

12   since the first version of the rules, however, the

13   Register does deem it a non-substantive change.  It

14   doesn't hurt anything to remove that.  It doesn't change

15   to intent.  So the Department has recommended adoption

16   of that change.

17                   The second is a concern by LIDEA that

18   there is a potential conflict because we allow, you

19   know -- we require now under these new rules new jobs or

20   a compelling reason for the retention of jobs.  However,

21   under the disallowance of environmentally-required

22   capital upgrades, we say that those are upgrades

23   required to avoid filing closure of a company.  I think

24   the problem is we still don't believe we should be

25   incentivising something the company has to do, and it's
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 1   a requirement.  It's not -- you know, they may retain

 2   some jobs, but they're still not necessarily creating

 3   new jobs.  So we do not recommend making that change.

 4                   The third comment from LIDEA is

 5   regarding posting -- I think at the last board meeting,

 6   one of the changes that was adopted was that LED and its

 7   website would be a central point for the publication of

 8   the written notices from the companies that they send

 9   out to the local governing authorities because we needed

10   a time to start that 120-day period for them to make a

11   decision.  And it was decided that LED would publish

12   those to be sort of a centralized location for those to

13   our website.

14                   There was a concern that LED being the

15   body to do that would somehow misrepresent our role in

16   that process and that we had some authority over the

17   locals.  I think, you know, LED's recommendation is to

18   not -- they wanted to require the locals to post it on

19   their website instead of LED.  We don't recommend making

20   that change.  We do think there is benefit to a

21   centralized location for all of these postings.  We will

22   place language that clearly states that this is for

23   information purposes only.  LED is not a part of the

24   local approval process, but our rules also cannot bind a

25   local governing authority on what they have to do.  So
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 1   even if they wanted to change that, we can't tell

 2   Cameron Parish Police Jury they have to publish it on

 3   their website.  So that was the reason we chose not

 4   recommend that change.

 5                   We also received two comments from

 6   Together Louisiana.  The first was that same issue about

 7   publication of a notice of the written request for

 8   governmental approval.  It doesn't proactively state on

 9   the website.  That was, I believe, the intent when we

10   discussed that.  It just on the website, it just says we

11   will post.  Where we will post did not get added.  We

12   have talked to Louisiana Register.  They've agreed that

13   on the website as a clarifying change to make the rule

14   clear where that's going to be published is

15   non-substantive.  We don't see any harm since that was

16   the intent all along, so we recommend making that

17   change.

18                   The last comment was that Together

19   Louisiana still believes that the part of the rules that

20   deals with compelling reason for the retention of jobs

21   is still very broad and allows for almost any situation

22   to potentially argue that there are compelling reason

23   for retention.  And I think, one, that would be a

24   substantive change and it would change the process that

25   we're under, but, additionally, LED does not recommend
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 1   making that change because the constitution allows the

 2   Board and the Governor that discretion.  And I think as

 3   you try to put very specific guidelines of "X" number of

 4   jobs or something like that to be retained, you limit

 5   that discretion.  And, you know, 25 jobs in North

 6   Louisiana and 25 jobs in Baton Rouge may not mean the

 7   same thing, and we did not want to pigeonhole ourself or

 8   the Board or the Governor into having that strict of

 9   requirements, so that's why we did not recommend that

10   change.

11                   There was a general comment received

12   from Mr. Patterson with LABI.  Not written, but just

13   verbal at the meeting.  It was a general comment about

14   the direction of the program, legislation that had been

15   passed last year dealing with inventory tax and ITEP.  I

16   have a little write-up for you on that page, but as

17   there were no specific requests to change language other

18   than a general concern about the direction of program,

19   he did not suggest any changes based upon that comment.

20   And Mr. Allison spoke.  He basically said echoes LIDEA's

21   comments and had some concerns about Together

22   Louisiana's comment wanting to more tightly define the

23   retention issue.

24               MR. WINDHAM:

25                   Are there any questions by any of the
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 1   Board members of any of the comments concerning the

 2   Potpourri rules?

 3               (No response.)

 4               MR. WINDHAM:

 5                   Any comments from the public concerning

 6   the comments?

 7                   Kind of redundant itself.

 8                   Please step forward, Ms. Dunn, and

 9   identify yourself.

10               MS. DUNN:

11                   I'm Anne Dunn with Together Louisiana.

12                   I particularly want to comment on the

13   concern about posting on the website things that the

14   Board was indicating was their intent and follow that up

15   with a statement and make sure that was a

16   non-substantiative change.

17                   What I want to says is that we do have

18   continuing concerns about how you go about determining

19   what a compelling reason is for retaining jobs, and I

20   think the discussion that we had at the rules meeting

21   was basically that this is really a tough call.  And

22   they asked us to bring a recommendation, and we're not

23   prepared to do that at this time, but we would like to

24   take the opportunity to see what's in the best practices

25   are around the country and see if we can come up with
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 1   something that would be helpful to the Board just to

 2   kind of, you know, give you a courage when you make the

 3   decisions.

 4                   So thank you very much.  We're pleased

 5   to see what's happening.

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   Thank you, Ms. Dunn.  Thank you,

 8   Together Louisiana for their input in this process,

 9   also.

10               All right.  With that, Mr. Adley, I believe

11   it's appropriate for you to make a motion to move the

12   rules to the next step.

13               SM. CLAPINSKI:

14                   I think we need to approve or not

15   approve any of the changes as recommended by the

16   Department and then to move forward with the rules

17   process.

18               MR. ADLEY:

19                   Let me move that we accept the

20   recommendations of the changes and get that done first.

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Is there a second?

23                   Seconded by Dr. Wilson.

24                   Is there any further discussion on the

25   new rules, Potpourri rules or any other rules with this
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 1   program?

 2               (No response.)

 3               MR. WINDHAM:

 4                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 5               (Several members respond "aye.")

 6               MR. WINDHAM:

 7                   All opposed with a "nay."

 8               (No response.)

 9               MR. WINDHAM:

10                   Motion carries.

11               MR. ADLEY:

12                   I would now move that we move forward

13   with the proper notification, whatever we have to do to

14   get --

15               MS. CLAPINSKI:

16                   Oversight committee, yes, sir.

17               MR. ADLEY:

18                   -- to move forward and follow the

19   Administrative Procedures Act.

20               MR. WINDHAM:

21                   All right.  So there's a motion and a

22   second made by Representative Carmody.

23                   Any further discussion on moving forward

24   for promulgation of these rules from the public or the

25   Board?
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 1               (No response.)

 2               MR. WINDHAM:

 3                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 4               (Several members respond "aye.")

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   All opposed with a "nay."

 7               (No response.)

 8               MR. WINDHAM:

 9                   I want to thank all of the staff for

10   their hard work with this, too.

11                   Now we're election of officers.

12                   Mr. Adley.

13               MR. ADLEY:

14                   Can I just make a comment?  What I've

15   been told is normally what happens is the Chairman

16   rules, the committee moves the chair and then we put

17   somebody in there.  I'm going to ask you, from the

18   Governor's office, if you will, if you'll allow us to

19   leave Steve in place until we finish this rules process.

20   We thought it would already be done.  We don't know when

21   it is going to be done, but I'd like make a motion that

22   we let him remain as chairman until the Board decides

23   what they want to do from there if that's okay.

24               MR. FABRA:

25                   So moved.
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 1               MR. WINDHAM:

 2                   Motion made and seconded.

 3                   Does anybody else want to run?

 4               (No response.)

 5               MR. WINDHAM:

 6                   I accept the nomination I guess is the

 7   proper procedure.

 8                   All in favor, indicate with an "aye."

 9               (Several members respond "aye.")

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   All opposed with a "nay."

12               (No response.)

13               MR. WINDHAM:

14                   Motion carries.

15                   All right.  Secretary Pierson, comments,

16   please.

17               SECRETARY PIERSON:

18                   I know the hour grows late, so I'll just

19   make these very brief remarks.  I apologize for my late

20   arrival this morning.  We are multitasking at the

21   Capital and other things going on.

22                   I want to echo Chairman Windham's

23   remarks regarding the staff that continue to operate on

24   two fronts.  One is the proper and appropriate adoption

25   of all of the rules that are associated with the
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 1   executive order and with the execution of all of the

 2   administrative elements with these very large numbers of

 3   contracts and notifications and all of the things that

 4   go into the day-to-day work that the staff has to do to

 5   cover 64 parishes.  So thank to each and every one of

 6   you for those efforts.

 7                   I want to call a note to just say that I

 8   hope it is observed, but we took all of the comments

 9   that came to us from the pubic and the public groups out

10   there very seriously.  We spent time with them.  We

11   spent dialog, and we want to continue to do that.  We

12   think it's a very important part of the process.

13                   I can recall times in the past where,

14   you know, we'd just check the blocks and said, "Yep, we

15   talked to them," and away we go.  I think this has been

16   a very engaged and active dialog that will continue, and

17   so I thank the Board for that opportunity and the

18   leadership that's been exhibited along the way.  And

19   certain what the board has stood for today, which is

20   what we're trying to implement relative to

21   accountability and bringing that statement from the

22   corporations as to what they're going to provide and

23   being sure that that has a return back to the public.

24   So thank you for all of people that have been very

25   active in that effort, certainly all of the members of
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 1   this Board.

 2                   Doug Lebleu, thanks for being the tip of

 3   the spear to go out there and begin the engagements with

 4   the communities, these political subdivisions.  I know

 5   this is not new territory to you, that probably 25 years

 6   ago you were standing in front of those same bodies

 7   asking if they wanted to grant a resolution to

 8   participate in the Enterprise Zone Program or all of the

 9   other programs that we've had out there, but that local

10   voice is back at the table.  And we know it's a learning

11   curve associated with it, as you noted, but that's

12   important and we'll get that job done.

13                   We are working internally at LED to

14   conduct these regional workshops throughout the state,

15   both with the economic development professionals and the

16   political subdivisions.  We've done some.  We have a lot

17   more to do, and as soon as we get everybody trained, a

18   lot of them will leave office and new people will be

19   training.  So we know it's an ongoing effort and we'll

20   be glad to have that.  That's what it takes to get the

21   program effectively working and we're pledged to that.

22                   Thank you very much.

23               MR. WINDHAM:

24                   Thank you, Mr. Secretary.

25                   Do we have a motion to adjourn?
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 1                   Oh, I'm sorry.  Don't adjourn.  Don't

 2   leave.

 3                   Ms. Clapinski.

 4               MS. CLAPINSKI:

 5                   Just because the board rules do require

 6   annual election of officers, there was a motion made on

 7   the chair, but not the vice chair position, so is the

 8   intent to have both stay?  I just need for a point of

 9   order just to have that clarified for us.

10               MR. WINDHAM:

11                   Yes.  Who's vice chair?  You are?  All

12   right.

13                   So I guess the motion has been made by

14   Representative Carmody; seconded by Dr. Wilson.

15                   All in favor of Robert Adley staying as

16   vice chair, indicate with an "aye."

17               (Several members respond "aye.")

18               MR. WINDHAM:

19                   All opposed with a "nay."

20               (No response.)

21               MR. WINDHAM:

22                   Motion carries.

23                   Meeting's adjourned based upon the

24   motion by Mr. Fajardo and seconded by Mr. Williams.

25               (Meeting concludes at 1:22 p.m.)
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