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) PRESENTATIONS OF PROPOSED

)
COUNTY, NEVADA. )

)

WRITTEN TESTIMONY

Pursuant to the State Engineer’s Interim Order on Pre-Hearing Scheduling, dated October
3, 2016, White Pine County et al. hereby file this Response to Southern Nevada Water Authority
Motion Regarding Schedule, Proper Parties and Offer of Exhibits, and to CPB Motion
Regarding Discovery and Mandatory Presentation of Proposed Written Testimony.

L SNWA and CPB Proposed Evidence Exchange and Presentation Procedures:

White Pine County et al. do not oppose either evidentiary exchange date scenario
proposed by the Southern Nevada Water Authority. White Pine County et al. agree with CPB
that in the interests of efficiency and economy the State Engineer should limit the presentation of
direct testimony to written submittals and limit oral testimony to rebuttal testimony, cross
examination, redirect, and State Engineer questioning. Accordingly, White Pine County et al.
Join CPB’s motion to the extent that CPB’s position is consistent with this approach. However,
White Pine County et al. do not believe that discovery is warranted in this proceeding, and
believe that it would result in wasted time and resources by the parties and the State Engineer.

We believe that cross examination will be a sufficient tool by which to challenge expert
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