
Department of Energy 
 

Bonneville Power Administration 
P.O. Box 3621 

Portland, Oregon 97208-3621 

                           

 PUBLIC AFFAIRS 
 

September 6, 2011 
 
In reply refer to:  DK-7 
 
Terry Constance 
 
Ex 6 
 

FOIA #BPA-2011-01701-F 
 
Dear Mr. Constance: 
 
This is a final response to your request for records that you made to the Bonneville Power 
Administration (BPA) under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), 5 U.S.C. 552. 
 
You have requested the following: 
Provide copies of all e-mails, memos, meeting minutes, presentations delivered by all 1-5 project 
opposition groups and hand written notes of Brian Silverstein, Larry Bekkedahl, Mark Korsness, 
Kathy Pierce and Luanna Grow taken before, during and after the meetings held with 
representatives of AnotherWayBPA on June 10, and June 28, 2011. The requested materials to 
include internal communications within BPA, BPA and DOE and BPA and representatives of 
EFSEC, whether acting in a private or public capacity. The date range for this request is from 
May 1, 2011 through to date of receipt of this request. 
 
Response: 
BPA has provided the responsive documents with some exclusions under Exemption 6 
 
BPA asserts this exemption for information which could reasonably be expected to constitute an 
unwarranted invasion of personal privacy if disclosed. The withheld information consists of the 
names and personal contact information (address, email, and/or phone numbers) of individual 
citizens who have expressed an interest in this Project, as well as the personal cell phone 
numbers and email addresses of various individuals working on this Project. Release of this 
information could subject these individuals to unwanted intrusions of privacy. There is no public 
interest in the disclosure of this information because it does not shed any light on how BPA has 
performed its statutory duties. 
 
Pursuant to 10 CFR 1004.8, if you are dissatisfied with this determination, or the adequacy of the 
search, you may appeal in writing within 30 calendar days of receipt of a final response letter. 
The appeal should be made to the Director, Office of Hearings and Appeals, HG-1, Department 
of Energy, 1000 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, DC 20585-1615. The written appeal, 
including the envelope, must clearly indicate that a FOIA Appeal is being made. 
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I appreciate the opportunity to assist you. Please contact Cheri Benson, FOIA/Privacy Act 
Specialist at (503) 230-7305 with any questions about this letter. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
/s/Christina J. Munro 
Freedom of Information Act/Privacy Act Officer 
 
Enclosure – Responsive documents 



Just to clarify our message: We urge BPA to build their project on their land.
The sign in no way says BPA has the right to do whatever they please. The
message that is intended is to simply say BPA—Use YOUR OWN Land! If
you know of anyone who might not "get it," please clue them in.  .

All Eastern BPA Routes Are Populated

It's All About Landowner Rights
Because we will be the landowners
losing the most if BPA bisects our
eastern rural properties, landowner
rights are first and foremost in the
level of importance to our board.
In addition to landowner rights, our
communities are important to us..
We are very concerned about the
impact these towers and lines will
have on our beautiful rural way of
life.
Realistically, more people will be
impacted by losing their land, de-
valuation of their land, and losing
their landowner rights if a new
eastern 1,273 acre route is chosen.

OCR APPROACH TO HIT P
YOU PROTECT YOUR
LANDOWNER RIGHTS

At our,zrieetings ind in Our work,
K e focus on education, re-

sources, and ideas of shat you
can do to protect your land. We

feel this best serves the no al
landowners whochose to live
away from infrastructure. We

put a lot of time;_ into seeking out
these resources and providing
you the tools you may need if
BPA decides to take your land

for their project.

In contrast, people who chose to live
along the existing corridor of routes
9 and 25 have had their land im-
pacted by a power line corridor for
decades! Along these routes, BPA
may need to purchase property in
four locations equaling only a few
hundred square feet.,
Seventy years ago, BPA secured a
power line easement by purchasing
land and the rights to build power
lines along routes 9 and 25. This
corridor was designed with future
expansion in mind and is wide
enough for the increased capacity
proposed by BPA for this project.
Don't you think it makes the most
sense from a private landowner
rights standpoint for BPA to use the
land they secured easement rights to
several decades ago?

Construction of the Ross Substation about 1938.
Those are mules or horses being used!

About that sign...

When some chant that the BPA route should go east in an "unpopulated area" or to "avoid heavily popu-
lated areas," what they are saying is to put the route in our rural communities. Take a look at BPA's pro-
ject map, that's your land and my land! How does that make you feel? We matter and we have every
right to say we don't want the lines and towers on our land.



"A Better Way for BPA
does not believe

impacting
additional new private

landowners in SW
Washington would be the

right
approach when BPA has

a viable
option on their existing
easement that they own

rights to."
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The Little `Grey' Route That Wasn't
"Positions Have Evolved"

As you know, much has hap
pened since BPA announced
its I-5 Corridor Reinforcement
Project. Since the initial roll
out, routes have been added
and dropped, some private
landowners have been released
from the project, and more
private landowners have been
added. Positions have evolved.

Months ago, it appeared like:
an easterly route would be the
solution, and if drawn car-
rectly, would possibly have the
least impact on private land-
owners. Then BPA announced
their final renditions of easterly
routes "0" and "P," which are
the major connecting points for
all eastern rural BPA routes,
and both of which are unac-
ceptable because of the addi-
tional NEW private land-
owners they impact.

"Routes "0 " and "P" are the
major

connecting points for ALL
eastern rural BPA routes "

Upon questioning BPA offi-
cials numerous times, they tell
us they are not considering any
additional route further east.
This was confirmed by BPA in
their February newsletter, by
Mark Korsness at our last com-
munity meeting, and several
emails and telephone conversa-
tions with them about this.

What we know about this fur-
ther east route is that it will
impact NEW landowners (as
admitted by the route creator to
the Cowlitz County Commis-
sioners' and by a former
Cowlitz County Commissioner
who owns property nearby this
route). We also know new pri-
vate landowners would be im-
pacted along the East Fork of
the Lewis River.

A Better Way for BPA does
not believe impacting addi-
tional new private landowners
would be the right approach
when BPA has a viable option
on their existing easement that
they own rights to.

How Easily Forgotten
A Better Way for BPA immediately removed the phrase "No Lines in Populated Areas" in response to the
Yale Valley area resident's concerns in a meeting they held and invited us to speak at on April .30, 2010. This
meeting was shortly after the downtown group had a meeting at Prairie. High School and had a subsequent
rally the following week. The Yale citizens voted to use our sign, but to remove "No Lines in Populated
Areas" because they felt the meeting the downtown group had and the news coverage was telling BPA to put
the lines out on the eastern rural routes, where thousands of private landowners would be impacted.



Donate

at meetings or by mail to help

further our cause

A Better Way for BPA
P.O. Box 704
Amboy, WA 98601

Phone: 360 686-3164
E-mail:abetterwayforbpa@gmail.com

We're On The Web. Our Web
site is updated frequently to

keep you informed of the latest
news, meetings, and ideas to

protect your landowner rights.

abetterway4bpa.org

Working To Preserve Our Landowner Rights

Get involved to protect

YOUR landowner rights.

Volunteer

There are many areas where a

small amount of your time is

needed. Contact us to learn what

you can do to help.

Write a letter.

Why is it okay for the
downtowners to say "go
east" and "avoid densely
populated areas?" Our
rural properties are the
only easterly routes on

BPA's map. Tell them
it's not okay to destroy
our land! We matter and
we have every right to
protect our land and our
landowner rights.

Contact your elected officials.

Address Lists , Sample Letters

addressed and ready to mail to

simply print and sign, and a list of

Letter Writing Ideas can be found

on our Web site under "Documents"

New Signs Are In
We have had new double-sided signs made up
that say BPA—Use YOUR Land!! The opposite
side says All BPA Routes Are POPULATED!!
You can get two and put them up "Burma
Shave" style. Now that really shows our age!
They are flag style signs with wooden stakes,
which are provided with the sign. These will
be available at our upcoming April Herbicide
meeting or you can email us:
abetterwayforbpa@gmail. com

mailto:abetterwayforbpa@gmail.com
http://abetterway4bpa.org


"If the
downtowners

are truly
sincere in

their concern
for the rural
landowner
we can only
hope that
they soon
realize the
importance
o f f finding
common
issues we

can all agree
upon to

protect our
private

property
landowner

rights. "
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Attempts To Find Common Ground With The Downtowners
A few people have come to us over the course of the last year questioning why A Better
Way for BPA does not work with the downtown group. Over the past two months we
have sent the downtowners several requests to come together with common ground is-
sues. Below is our latest attempt of seven simple issues which we developed from
concerns we heard from our members and felt all landowners could agree upon:

1. The project must minimize the impact on private property owners. Regardless of
which route is chosen, the corridor must follow property lines, running along edges or
borders, instead of bisecting private land.

2. Fish and wildlife habitat must be protected..

3. Water sources, both above and below ground cannot be adversely affected.

4. The project should be completed in the most financially responsible manner.

5. Property owners who lose real estate and property rights to this project must be ade-
quately compensated.

6. Owners of agricultural land should be paid for any present and future losses they may
incur.

7. Loss of scenery can have economic impact on property value, and that loss must be
fairly compensated.

Unfortunately, the final response we received from the downtowners was with total dis-
regard: "we cannot continue to remain engaged in efforts to find common ground with A
Better Way for BPA." This is one of several times our Board has received similar re-
sponses from the downtowners stating they will not work with us.

If the downtowners are truly sincere in their concern for the rural landowner, we can only
hope that they soon realize the importance of finding common issues we can all agree
upon to protect our private property landowner rights.

:...... ...................................................................................................... 	.....

REWARD
Our red signs are still being removed, cut up, dumped in ditches and along Forest Service roads, and
thrown in fields, while yellow signs from the downtowners remain standing along the same sections of
rural roadways. Be on the lookout, we are offering a $100.00 reward.for information leading to the arrest
and conviction of vandals to our signs. Report any suspicious activity to the Clark County Sheriff's Office
at 397-6195

.........................................................................................................................
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Brookshire,Sherry S - TE-DITT-2

From: Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2
Sent: Friday, June 03, 2011 7:37 AM
To: MacPherson-Coldwell,Carri A - TEL-TPP-3
Subject: FW: Thx for lunch - location for mtgs is impt

Carrie -

Here are the two people that I would like you to call this mo rning. We want to arrange for a meeting in
June (Brian Silverstein, Mark Korsness, Liz Klumpp, Kathy Reimer, and I) with them. We need to ask
the following questions:

1) Time of day for meeting - morning, afternoon, or evening?

2) Let them know that we will host it off site (Legacy Hospital, Fo rt Vancouver, etc)

3) We will have 5 people attending, how many do they expect?

4) Any particular days that are bad (Monday-Friday, specific dates).

Let them know that you will get back with them as soon as we have a date, time and location. It may
first of next week.

Remember that Erna is like your grandmother - ve ry nice. Cheryl can be rather cranky.

Thanks for doing this

Larry

From: James Luce [mailto: @comcast.net]
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2011 3:57 PM
To: Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2
Subject: RE: Thx for lunch - location for mtgs is impt

1 ^ 3n 0 / l ad 5'o -x',30Erna Sarashon is ^O ^ 5'^^0 " ^^ ^

,ter _ ^rr•,u;^ ^  

From: Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2 [mailto:lnbekkedahl@bpa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2011 12:27 PM
To: 'James Luce'
Subject: RE: Thx for lunch - location for mtgs is impt

Jim,

Do you have their phone numbers handy? That way I don't have to track down our PR folks.

Thanks

6/15/2011

(b) (4)
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Larry

From: James Luce [mailto:l @comcast.net]
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2011 9:31 AM
To: Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2
Subject: RE: Thx for lunch - location for mtgs is impt

I called them late yesterday and gave them a heads up.

Erna said they sometimes use the County Comm's board room.

Jim
From: Bekkedahl,Larry N = TE-DITT-2 [mailto:lnbekkedahl@bpa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2011 8:02 AM
To: 'James Luce'
Subject: RE: Thx for lunch - location for mtgs is impt

Jim,

Got your voice message and Frances Anderson's phone number. I agree that a neutral location would be
best. We have used Legacy Hospital's conference room as well or C-Tran or Clark PUD's rooms. I will
see what is available once we get a date nailed down.

It sounded like you were going to call Erna and Cheryl to give the heads up. Let me know when you
have called them and we will begin arranging the meeting.

Larry

From: James Luce [mailto:l @comcast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, June 01, 2011 1:29 PM
To: Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2
Subject: Thx for lunch - location for mtgs is impt

Larry-

Thx for getting together.

I strongly suggest you try and find a "neutral" location for these meetings. Just a "non BPA" site.

The Marshall House has a conference room which might well work. They do not charge for it when held for
public purposes. I can check on this if you want. The Murdoch Foundation also has such meeting rooms.

Just a non-BPA environment.

Best,

Ji m

6/15/2011
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1. BPA's Existing Right-of-Way
Early on, Bonneville Power Administration told us that they
could not use the transmission line corridor that they purchased
rights to 70 years ago along routes 9 and 25 for their I-5 Corridor
Reinforcement Project. Since then, BPA changed their story and
have admitted that their existing transmission line right-of-way
is wide enough for this project without taking homes. Research-
ing BPA's existing right-of-way, we discovered BPA will only
need a total of approximately 9 acres along the edges of some
agricultural and rural forestland. No where along BPA's exist-
ing right-of-way of routes 9 and 25 will they have to cut
through any neighborhoods as stated by some people who are
now unhappy that they chose to purchase property and live adja-
cent to BPA's existing transmission corridor.

2. A New Rural Transmission Corridor
If BPA chooses a new rural route where no transmission right-of
-way exists, they will cut through private land, bisecting or
quartering properties—rendering many pieces of private proper-
ties useless. Landowner rights will be stripped away, beautiful
communities will be blighted forever, and property values im-
pacted by this new transmission corridor will markedly decline.

—The Difference Between The Two
A New Corridor :

• :
A new transmission :

corridor would be
: 70-miles long, 150-
: feet wide, equaling
: approximately •

1,300 acres cutting
THROUGH private

properties.

BPA's Existing Corridor

Along BPA's existing
right-of-way of routes
9 and 25, BPA would
only need a total of

approximately 9 acres
along the EDGES of
some agricultural and

rural forest land.•



What You Can Do—Use Your Voice Loudly And Often (Once Is Not Enough)

Write, Call, Fax, Or Go Online To Submit Your Comments To BPA
Send a letter or call BPA any time to tell them it's not okay to take private
property when they have their own land they can use for this project.

I-5 Corridor Reinforcement Project
PO Box 9250
Portland, Oregon, 97207
Voicemail: (800) 230-6593
Fax: (888) 315-4503

Comment Online: http: //www.bpa.gov/corporate/i-5-eis/ecomment.cfm

It's critical for everyone who is concerned about landowner rights
and their community to send a letter to BPA when their Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) is released this fall. After the
release of their DEIS, watch for the announcements of BPA's public
meetings and plan to attend. —Numbers Do Make A Difference

Contact Your Elected Officials
Address Lists, Sample Letters addressed and
ready to mail, and a list of Letter Writing
Ideas can be found on our Web site under
"Documents" abetterway4bpa.org

Other Ways You Can Help
Volunteer
There are many areas where a small
amount of your time is needed. Contact us
to learn what you can do to help.
Donate
At our meetings or by mail to help us con-
tinue to advocate to protect property rights.

It's Been A Long 21 Months...
A few examples of what the board of A Better Way for BPA has been doing to advocate for private property rights

On June 21, 2011, we met with
our State Legislators Ed Orcutt,
Ann Rivers, and Senator Joseph
Zarelli, to discuss property rights
and what we stand to lose if
BPA chooses a new rural route.

On October 22, 2010, we invited
impacted citizens from several rural
routes spanning Clark and Cowlitz
counties to discuss our concerns with
BPA CEO Stephen Wright.

...And It's Not Over Yet

On May 20, 2011, we met with
our Congresswoman Jaime
Herrera Beutler to ask her
support us in protecting our
homes, our land, and our land-
owner rights.

The draft environmental impact statement is
scheduled for release in the fall of 2011,
after which another round of public meet-
ings and public comments will be conducted
before BPA finalizes the EIS and makes a
decision. Construction could begin in 2013
with completion as early as 2015.

Our web site is updated frequently to keep you informed of the latest news, meetings, and ideas to protect landowner rights
Web site: http: //abetterway4bpa.org/

Write: A Better Way for BPA, P.O. Box 704, Amboy, WA 98601
Call: (360) 686-3164 Email: abetterwayforbpa@gmail.com

http://www.bpa.gov/corporate/i-5-eis/ecomment.cfm
http://www.bpa.gov/corporate/i-5-eis/ecomment.cfm
http://www.bpa.gov/corporate/i-5-eis/ecomment.cfm
http://abetterway4bpa.org
http://abetterway4bpa.org/
http://abetterway4bpa.org/
http://abetterway4bpa.org/
mailto:abetterwayforbpa@gmail.com
mailto:abetterwayforbpa@gmail.com
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July 20 meeting with citizen group
A Better Way for BPA — Cheryl Brantley

1. Key issues raised in the attachment "Facts the Reader Will Learn"
Group desired outcomes/principles

• Uphold property rights
• Create the least impact on ratepayers
• Do not waste government resources
• Protect our water sources

Government waste
• Any route that is not built on the government-owned infrastructure that is already in place is

government waste.
o The existing corridor has been there for 70 years and the government acquired the

land with the intent to expand.
• Asking citizens to shoulder the burden and pay any more in rates for this project than it

would otherwise cost if built on existing government land is irresponsible.
Property rights

• Fewest number of property owners will be affected along existing corridor due to need for
BPA to purchase new easement rights

• Property values would be impacted more along a new corridor than existing
o Properties will be bisected by the right-of-way or access roads, rendering parts of the

property useless
o According to study of three metropolitan areas in the Northwest "....high-voltage

transmission lines had minimal impacts on residential property values..."
Health/safety

• BPA uses herbicides containing scientifically proven cancer-causing compounds
• A new corridor will be an absolute threat to drinking water, private wells, groundwater,

rivers, streams and wetlands
• Group states: EMF is being portrayed as a clear and present danger, when in fact there is no

proven epidemiological correlation between EMF and cancer.

2. Recent questions and conversations
Who owns the Tacoma-Raver and Tacoma-Covington lines? Is the land BPA-owned,
easements, or both?

• Maryam responded after checking with district: BPA owns the land where the substations
are sitting and the land under the lines as they come out of the substations. We have
easement rights for most of the length of these lines, the land is actually owned by other
people or companies.

Where do you stand with the "gray line" concept? We hear that you may add it.
• We are still accepting comments from people. We are considering the most recent

comments we received about routes farther east and gathering some additional
information. We update folks through our website and our mailing list if we make
changes to the project or we have new information available.

3. Lineman lessons learned — A T * - b ' -j 5,"772M'"5  

4. Recent media stories and letters to the editor
5. Examples of new outreach materials

{ ^^ ^' — /^. /^^, o Page 1 of 1



Step 1:.
From the project website
www.bpa.gov/go/i5,
select Interactive Map
under "News and
highlights" on the right
side of,the page.

B ONNEVILLE P O WER A D MINISTRATION

1-5 Corridor Reinforcement Project

Guide to finding
your propety online

http://www.bpa.gov/go/i5,


Step 4:
The map should zoom in

to your property and

allow you to see what

BPA is proposing with

alternatives near you. Use

the tools on the top left

corner of the map to

zoom in and out of the

area displayed or you may

drag the map to an area

you would like to view.

2



r ,

Battle Ground Reflector July 2011

Better Way for BPA releases new report
Brandy Grey staff reporter

Clark County homeowners continue to await the release of the Bonneville Power
Administration's (BPA) first draft environmental impact statement. After more than a
year of waiting, the report is scheduled for release this fall, which will be followed by
another round of meetings.

The report should outline impacts associated with the proposed 500-kilovolt (kV)
transmission line and associated substations that the BPA proposes to construct from
Troutdale, OR, to Castle Rock. The report will also bring the BPA closer to selecting
their preferred route.

Actual construction on a new line could begin in 2013.

Groups of homeowners such as Another Way BPA and Citizen's Against The Towers,
continue to challenge BPA officials to consider designing alternate routes. Members of A
Better Way for BPA, however, no longer suggest the BPA find an alternative to the
proposed route.

Rod Smith, a Vancouver resident now acting as spokesperson for A Better Way for BPA,
said their grassroots group has the same core values, but has evolved over the last year.

"I think we are finding our voice," he said.

The group recently completed a report with what Smith says are the Facts About BPA's
Right of Way. In it, Smith said, they propose that taxpayers already own and have access
to property to construct this project on the BPA's existing right of way.

A new 70-mile, 150-foot-wide, clear-cut corridor and new access roads would affect
1,300 acres of property, he said. A number of those access roads will divide properties
into small parcels and render them unusable by the landowners.

"We are looking for ways for the fewest number of property owners to be affected and.
the least economic impact for (electricity) ratepayers," he said. "Building a new line will
have more of an impact on property values than the BPA using their current right of
way."

Smith said BPA I-5 Corridor Reinforcement Project Manager Mark Korsness told A
Better Way For BPA members it would cost less to build on the existing right of way at a
meeting in Amboy last March. A new corridor, he said, can add significantly to the cost



of the project in terms of property acquisition, construction, engineering, road building
and wildlife mitigation.

Citizens Against the Towers and Another Way BPA held a public rally near the
Vancouver Mall June 24. More than 100 people attended to show their opposition to lines
being built in populated areas.

Potential health concerns continue to be stressed by members, but Smith said even though
some people portray Electromagnetic Fields (EMF) as a clear and present danger, "there
is no proven epidemiological correlation between EMF and cancer."

Doctor Alan Melnick from the Clark County Public Health office told A Better Way for
BPA members in an e-mail that he was not aware of any investigations of cancer clusters
associated with power lines in Clark County, and that "the studies that have shown weak
association between EMF and childhood leukemia have had methodological problems."

School districts have built facilities in the shadow of 500 kV lines in Federal Way and
Kent, said Smith, and no call has been made to shut down or relocate the schools.

Smith said he realizes their report may not be received favorably by homeowners who
live along the existing right of way.

"You'll hear that the BPA has never built in a populated area, but that isn't true," he said.
"The BPA has built corridors in populated areas in Kent, Auburn and Snoqualmie."

BPA representatives, however, say they have not ruled out there may be a threat from
EMF, therefore design projects in a manner that would minimize exposure. Household
appliances such as vacuum cleaners, hair dryers and microwave ovens can produce
stronger nearby magnetic fields than can be experienced near major transmission lines,
the BPA reports.

Still, the BPA said they intend to conduct an objective and thorough assessment of EMF
exposure for all potential power line routes and will share the results in detail.
Independent specialists will also be hired to examine the latest research on EMF, which
will be presented to the public for review and comment.

The full presentation released by a A Better Way For BPA can be found at
http://abetterway4bpa.org/ .

http://abetterway4bpa.org/.
http://abetterway4bpa.org/.


A letter to the editor was published. You can read that letter here:
http://www.thereflector.com/Opinion/letters.php

Do you want to pay more for electricity?
One group of property owners are determined to make our electric rates increase because
they made the decision to purchase property adjacent to an existing Bonneville Power
Administration power line corridor. They are unhappy because BPA wants to use its own
land. BPA bought easements rights and purchased the land years ago to build the existing
power line corridor, leaving room for future expansion. There have been no health, safety
or security issues along this existing corridor.

As BPA has stated, the existing corridor that it owns and has rights to is wide enough for
this project and would be the least costly alternative. It's the ratepayers who will pay for
this project. Stimulus money has been loaned to BPA for this project, which comes out of
our pockets as well.

Our group, A Better Way for BPA, is determined to make sure BPA does not waste our
ratepayer and taxpayer money on a longer, more expensive eastern route. We also believe
that any route other than the existing corridor that BPA owns will be an infringement on
property rights and will needlessly cut private properties into pieces.

We are alarmed at the possibility of our private property rights being violated and the
possible taking of those rights by BPA.

We are equally concerned that everyone who has an electric bill will pay more due to the
additional costs involved to develop a new eastern electrical corridor, which would be
passed down to us, the ratepayers and taxpayers.

Tell BPA we don't want to pay more for electricity because a few property owners are
unhappy that they chose to purchase property adjacent to an existing BPA power line
corridor.

Cheryl Brantley

Yacolt

Cheryl Brantley
A Better Way for BPA
http://abetterway4bpa.org

http://www.thereflector.com/Opinion/letters.php
http://abetterway4bpa.org
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Also appeared in the Columbian

BPA should follow admonitions of public
representatives
"BPA must take the concerns of local residents seriously as it moves forward," said
Senator Murray. "That's why I've continued to push Mr. Wright to engage local
communities and to take into consideration how these transmission lines will impact
Southwestern Washington." Senator Patty Murray Sept 2010
"BPA has not satisfactorily explained why its suggested routes make the most sense. I
believe all available options should be explored in an attempt to limit impact to residents
of Clark and Cowlitz counties, including options that would enable BPA to work with the
State Department of Natural Resources." Representative Jaimie Herrera Beutler May
2011
"The county has suggested that BPA design and conduct a more complete public
involvement effort. The County has also urged BPA to form a BPA Citizen Advisory
Committee in order to be fully informed and to provide input. This would allow
immediate dissemination .of definitive information on the project." Cowlitz County Board
of Commissioners. May 2011
So has the BPA followed the guidelines, dictates and admonitions of any of our public
representatives? Have they considered the citizens will as required by the National
Environmental Protection Agency ( NEPA)? "The public has an important role in the
NEPA process, particularly during scoping, in providing input on what issues should be
addressed in an EIS and in commenting on the findings in an agency's NEPA documents.
The lead agency must take into consideration all comments received from the public and
other parties on NEPA documents during the comment."
Have they heard our voices? As of yet there is no sign of a citizen advisory committee.
Again regarding the citizen's will, it should be obvious that none of the proposed lines
goes unopposed and the Grey Line proposal is a win-win for all. There are high
expectations for BPA and we hope they are listening closely. We are. Now we are asking
all citizens to demand that BPA practice due diligence, do a thorough unbiased study of
the Grey Line and come back to us with transparency and true costs, which should make
it clear the Grey Line may be very feasible.
We say "no lines in populated areas". What does that drive? It drives the line right out to
the timberlands. Engineers have told us early on it is not only feasible, but a relatively
simple application and the best alternative, minimal population impact,
Three to five homes can easily be mitigated or avoided completely with a little bit of
clever engineering.
We say TAKE THE BEAST EAST and stop the agony.
Ardie Stein
Yale Valley Coalition
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FACTS THE READER WILL LEARN
After reading this material, you will come away with a clear understanding regarding the
amount of additional land needed along the existing right of way along routes 9 and 25.

You will learn it is a small fraction of land that will be added when compared with what would
be taken for a new corridor along a rural route.

You will see that property rights are being violated along all of the proposed rural route
segments. We do not use nuance when referencing property rights. We are talking about
property that will be accessed by BPA for this project and will no longer be in control of the
original landowner.

We show you precise locations in the state of Washington in an area more populated than
Vancouver where BPA has built 500kV and 230-345kV lines together, in corridors identical to
those along lines 25 and 9.

We show you the exact locations of schools which have been built right next door to power
transmission corridors containing 500kV and 230-345kV lines.

You will see that a Portland State University study shows that the EMF readings under proposed
500kV lines will in fact be less than the 230kV lines which already exist along lines 25 and 9.

We emphasize four things:

• Any route that is not built on the government-owned infrastructure that is
already in place is government waste .

• Any route that is not built on the government-owned existing transmission

corridor is anti property rights .
• Asking citizens to shoulder the burden and pay any more in rates for this

project than it would otherwise cost if built on existing government land is
irresponsible. That amounts to a completely unwarranted tax increase .

• A new corridor will be an absolute threat to drinking water, private wells,
groundwater, rivers, streams and wetlands; because BPA will use herbicides
containing scientifically proven cancer-causing compounds.
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PROPERTY RIGHTS:
It is not necessary for new private land to
be taken and used for the Bonneville Power
Administration's 1-5 Corridor Reinforcement
Project.

The U.S. taxpayer already owns and has
access to property to construct this project.
Use of this existing right of way is the most
responsible choice for the project.

The fewest number of property owners will
be affected and the economic impact will
be least for ratepayers overall if the existing
corridor is used.
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ANEW CORRIDOR:
A 70-mile, 150-foot wide clear-cut corridor
with many miles of new access roads
represents over 1,300 acres.

The swath will cut property owners land in
half1, and in yman  cases, new access. roads
will divide parcels into quarters 2 . These
properties, whereportions are-or haned3p p
from the rest of the property, will be
rendered worthless.

Access'roads will intrude^ and create
situations property owners never
envisioned nor intended. They will lose
control of their roert^- 4 .p p v

1 Satellite image, Route 26, tower 19-24
2Satellite image, Route 35, tower 4-8
3 Satellite image, Route K, tower 78-84
° Satellite image, Route 0, tower 45-47
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One example is the new home owned by Bolton
Minister on Vinemaple Road:

BPA will use his brand new driveway, and build
an access road over his new drain field in order
to access towers on the "P" Route.5

Large trees Minister left on his property will
be cut to make room for maintenance
vehicles, and a security gate system will have to
be removed to enable BPA's free access.

5 
Satellite image of Bolton Minister property, with BPA access road overlay
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BPA'S LAND:
The present Route 25/9 corridor has existed
for 70 years 6 . The government acquired the
land with the intent to expand.

BPA has built power lines in corridors in the
most populated areas of the state of
Washington ? combining 500kV8 and either
230kV to 3.45kV9, in the exact configuration
proposed for the existing Route 25 and Route 9
corridor.

6 Archive image, Ross Lexington line under construction in the 1930's
Ground photo and satellite image, 24th St. NW AND 58TH Ave. S, Auburn, WA 500kV + 230kV to 345kV

8 Ground photo and satellite image, 500kV line surrounded by subdivision at Snoqualmie Ridge, Snoqualmie, WA
9 Ground photo and satellite image, SE 296th Way and 124th Ave SE, Kent, WA 500kV + 230kV to 345kV line
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EXISTING CORRIDOR:

A minimal amount of land 1° will need to be
added to the existing right of way, 12.511

feet, 22.5 12 feet, and 30 feet13

All of this land is adjacent to the current
right of way 14 . Additions to the right of way
will be ONLY at these locations.

Contrast that with the 150 foot wide 70
mile minimum swath, over 1,300 acres in
size, for a new corridor.

10 BPA 1-5 Corridor Reinfrocement Project Existing and Proposed Right-of Way Configurations-November, 2010
Il Satellite image Route 25, Tower 17-18 (isolated property not accessible)
12 Satellite Route 9, Tower 20-21 (isolated property not accessible)
13 Satellite image Route 25, Tower 141-152
14 Photos Route 25 looking East and West from 162nd
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BRA 1-5 Corridor Reinforcement Project
Existing and Proposed Right-of•Way (ROW)-Conflgurations - November 2010
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COST:
BPA 1-5 Corridor Reinforcement Project Manager Mark
Korsness says it will cost less to build on the existing right
of way1s

Building a new corridor will add significantly to the cost
of the project in terms of property acquisition,
construction, engineering, road building and wildlife
mitigation.

These added costs will be in the millions of dollars, and
will be passed on to ratepayers in Clark County,
Southwest Washington, the state of Washington and
BPA's service area.

Ratepayers would not be forced to pay these extra costs
if BPA uses its existing corridor. The added cost for a
new route runs counter to Senator Patty Murray's
request of BPA Administrator Stephen Wright, to "...keep
power rates low in Southwest Washington "16

is Quote from public meeting in Amboy, WA on March 19, 2011,
http://abetterway4bpa.org/index.php?option=com_phocagallery&view=category&id=2&ltemid=74  "facts on cost"
16 Senator Murray letter to BPA Administrator Wright, July 13, 2010

http://abetterway4bpa.org/index.php?option=com_phocagallery&view=category&id=2&ltemid=74
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PAIIY MURi AY

ilflitfll rate. 2tnatt
*A9tfd4,Ti*. or 705tQ4704

July 13.201 0

Stephen). Wright
Administrator
Bonneville Power Administration
05 NE 11 `" Ave

Portland. OR 97232

Dear Atlutinistrntor Writ ht.

1 write regarding the Honnevilfe Power Administration's proposed 1-3 Corridor Reinfi^rcement
Project. which involves the construction of a new elcetric. transmission line from the Castle Rock
area in Cowlitz Count y. \Vashington vatoutdale. Oregon.

Southwest Washington has grown considerably in the last decade. which has resulted in
increased demand for electricity and related infraatrueture. I understand the Bonneville Power
Administration (BPA) believes this project is essential to hrip keep the lights on for the residents
of Southwest Washington while at the same time provide much-needed additional capacity for
suture economic growth.

At the same time. I share the eoncerns, particularly around route locations, that many , of my
constituents have raised regarding this project. I know BPA has made an effort to engage local
communities through a public comment process urr+und the Environmental Impact Statement as
pan of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). I appreciate that you have already
responded to my earlier request and extended that comment period to ensure that more residents
could participate. I encourage you to continue to take the concerns of al •fceted residents
seriousl y as you move forward with this process.

As you continue to narro the viable routes. I strongly urge }eau to work toward identifying t
path forward that impacts the least numt^rr of people in Soutiiwcst Washington as possiHe, O
Ktuti lruc Ittntt. tliar}Ld the NmeI)t, -ci, i, rc;ti3ahl4 rtritr' ctty t'rrfrn ttl' `1, and I .ini
te'c inirtcd Ii  kccp tIti'lt hetttit* ► IS pt:e.:. 1 .q'reiah' the role ti and I1l't h ai a phased .i o
partn r in vItilrtc t o k xp pii cr rutca law In ►ouch' ens 1ita .̂^un^,tc.txt.

I look fiinvard to hearing from you on the steps you will take to determine appropriate mules
throughout this prcieess and how }uu will work to ensure the least impact on the rlttalit} of life of
individuals and families in Southwest Washington.

^„r crt^:f} ,

1'.ttt r'4^Ai rx^ty
United States Senator



HEALTH AND
ENVIRONMENT:

BPA uses herbicides with scientifically proven
carcinogens to keep vegetation down17,
The use of these dangerous compounds will
dramatically increase if new land is taken for a
route.

These compounds are approved by BPA to be
used as close as 50 feet from water wells,
creating a health risk and a threat to Clark
County's so-le source aquifer.

The compounds are used up to the water's
edge at lakes, rivers and streams, threatening
steelhead, bull trout and other fish species18.

17 Herbicide Fact Sheet Triclopyr/JOURNAL OF PESTICIDE REFORM/ WINTER 2000 • VOL. 20, NO. 4
18 Supplement Analysis for the Transmission System Vegetation Management Program FEIS
(DOE/EIS-0285/SA-437 Tacoma-Raver #1) PP&A Project #1784



Ci I l /^/ O-NH(CH2CH3)3*
N

O

triethylamine salt of triotopyr

21

JOURNAL OF PESTICIDE REFORM/WINTER 2000 • VOL. 20, NO. 4

• HERBICIDE FACTSHEET

TRICLOPYR
Triclopyr is a broadleaf herbicide used primarily on pastures, woodlands, and rights of way. Garlon 3A and
Garlon 4 are brand names of common triclopyr herbicides. Two forms of triclopyr are used as herbicides: the
triethylamine salt (found in Garlon 3A) and the butoxyethyl ester (found in Garlon 4) .

The amine salt of t riclopyr is corrosive to eyes. Both the amine salt and the ester are sensitizers and can
cause allergic skin reactions.

In laboratory tests, triclopyr caused an increase in the incidence of breast cancer as well as an increase in a
type of genetic damage called dominant lethal mutations. Triclopyr also is damaging to kidneys and has
caused a va riety of reproductive problems.

The ester form of triclopyr is highly toxic to fish and inhibits behaviors in frogs that help them avoid predators.
Feeding triclopyr to birds decreases the su rvival of their nestlings.

Triclopyr inhibits the growth of mycorrhizal fungi, beneficial fungi that increase plants' ability to take up
nutrients. Triclopyr also interferes with one step in the process by which atmospheric nit rogen is transformed
by microorganisms into a form that is usable by plants.

Triclopyr is mobile In soil and has contaminated wells, streams, and rivers. Contaminated water has been
found near areas where triclopyr is used in agriculture, in forest ry, on urban landscapes, and on golf courses.

The major breakdown product of triclopyr (3,5,6-trichloro•2-pyridinol) disrupts the normal g rowth and
development of the nervous system. In laborato ry tests, it also accumulates in fetal brains when pregnant
animals are exposed.

BY CAROLINE COX

Telopyr is a selective herbicide
used to kill unwanted broadleaf plants.
Triclopyr herbicides contain one of two
forms of triclopyr, either the triethylamine
salt or the butoxyethyl ester. (See Figure
1.) Triclopyr was first registered as a pes-
ticide in the U.S. in 1979 and its ma-
jor manufacturer is Dow AgroSciences.1
It is sold under a variety of trade names,
including Carlon 3A, 2 Garton 4, 3 Path-
finder, 4 Remedy,' Turflon, 6 and (in
Canada) Release.' Garton 3A contains the
triethylamine salt, the others contain the
butoxyethyl ester. 2-7 Triclopyr is in the
carboxylic acid chemical family.8

Use

C I "Ci

Ci N OH
N II

O

trictopyr
((3, 5, 6-trlchloro-2-

pyridinyf)oxy)acetic acid

Figure 1
Triclopyr, Its Triethylamine Salt, and Its Butoxyethyl Ester

N O

butoxyethyl ester of triclopyr

According to estimates from the U.S.  Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), almost three-quarters of this use while rice
use of triclopyr in the U.S. totals almost is the major agricultural use. 9 An
700,000 pounds per year. 9 Pastures, estimated 455.000 applications are made

Caroline Cox is NCAP's staff scientist 	woodlands, and tights of way account for  annually to U.S. lawns and yards)

NORTHWEST COALITION FOR ALTERNATIVES TO PESTICIDES/NCAP12 P.O. BOX 1393, EUGENE, OREGON 97440 I (541)344-5044
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DOE F17?5.$a EI yoWc Form Appm* by CGIR • Ol/2Q4
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United States Government Department of Energy

memorandum Bonneville Power Administration

DATE: October 28, 2010
REPLY TO
ATTN OF: KEP-4

SUBJECT: Supplement Analysis for the Transmission System Vegetation Management Program FEIS
(DOE/EIS-0285/SA-437 Tacoma-Raver #1) PP&A Project #1784

TO: Jason Hunt
Natural Resource Specialist — TFBV-Covington

Proposed Action : Vegetation management and access road maintenance activities along the
entire right-of-way (ROW) corridors and associated access roads of the Tacoma-Raver #1
500-kV transmission line.

Location : The transmission lines are located in King and Pierce counties, Washington, in. the
Covington District.

Proposed by : Bonneville Power Administration (I3PA)

Description of the Proposal : BPA proposes to clear unwanted vegetation along and adjacent to
the transmission line corridor, and access roads of the 500-kV Tacoma — Raver #1 transmission
line from Tacoma Substation to Covington Substation (15/6). Other lines that are present within
the corridor are the 500-kV Tacoma - Raver #2, 230-kV Tacoma — Covington #2, 230-kV
Tacoma — Covington #3, and the 230-kV Tacoma — Covington #4 transmission lines. The ROW
corridor in the proposed project area measures 2623 feet in width and crosses approximately

5 miles of terrain through dense urban and heavy industrial properties.

In order to comply with Western Electricity Coordinating Council (WECC) standards, BPA
proposes to manage vegetation with the goal of removing tall growing vegetation that is
currently, or will soon become, a hazard to the transmission line (a hazard is defined as one or
more branches, tops, and/or whole trees that could fall or grow into the minimum safety zone of
the transmission line(s) causing an electrical arc, relay and/or outage). The overall goal of BPA
is to establish low-growing plant communities along the rights-of-way to control the
development of potentially threatening vegetation.

A combination of selective and nonselective vegetation control methods would be used to
perform the work. All methods including selective cutting, mowing, and herbicide treatments
are consistent with the methods approved in the Vegetation Management Program EIS. Debris
would be disposed of using onsite chip, lop and scatter, or mulching techniques. All onsite
debris would be scattered along the ROW.

Analysis : A Vegetation Control Prescription & Checklist was developed for this corridor that
incorporates the requirements identified in the Bonneville Power Administration Transmission
System Vegetation Management Program FEIS (DOE/EIS-0285). .The following summarizes
natural resources occurring in the project area along with applicable mitigation measures
outlined in the Vegetation Control Prescription & Checklist.
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JU uRgst^tsrs cti: WattrLodies.tctr ri erc v .tali , tthind) t ttrrm- in t4ie r eel wren
are noted in the V ctattom control Pre ertption, As conservation and n^ d;incc nitmsurr>, rml^,
Spot and localized treatment «ith Cattrlott ' A ( Iridopvr'1'k 3A) ss uuld he ustc} «ithn a IUt ► -fool
bull r up to the. t4' te'r'c tti c t any s r tim containing th t ric ! or:endangered Spec-mm
in riparian zones %could he selectively cut to include only those that \+ill grow into the minimum
approach distances of the conductor at maximum sag. Shrubs that are less than 11) feet high
%%Ould not be cut where ground to conductor clearance allows. No ground disturbing vegetation
management methods would he implemented. thus eliminating the risk for soil erosion and
scc4imcntaiictn near the streams Pm :rte  atr wrfis springs erc identified ;aloag the R W, No
hcrhictdL  a ppiicatiun would madt a wain >t ; f ► loot t aint art the r eItieadispnng11 h4 feet
when using h.crhicidcs with a around surface water ach isory i. For location information. see the
Vegetation Control Prescript km.

`f hrcaten d and Endangered 5 ► : Pursuant to its obligations under the Endangered
Specie Act (USA), EIPA has made it determination of%%hethcr its proposed project would base
any of ects an any listed species. A sf eeks list was obtained For federally listed, proposed
and candidate species potentially occurring within the prxijeCt boundaries from the United
Suites Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS). Based on the ESA review conducted. HP,\ made
a determination that the project would base No lit1rxt" lur all ESA listed species under
uSF'w'Sjurisdiction. Rf'A also conducted a review of species under the jurisdiction. ol'thc
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration. National Marine Fisheries Bernice (NOAA
i isheries). A determination ol"No Effect" was made for all ESA listed species under NOAA
l isheries jurisdiction.

t`%scntial i. ftalai • : A rciw ot'the NOAA Fishtriesdatahase identified Essential fish
Habitat ( EF H) streams occurring in the project area. Measures identified for water resources
would he followed for FEH. A determination cal1'No Uit xt" was made for FEll waters that
occur in the project area.

Cultural Resources : No cultural resources are known tar the project area. If :t site is discoscred
during the course t-if vegetation control, work would be stopped in the vicinity and the HPA
Ensironancntal Specialist, and the [WA archeologist would he contacted.

-V ,ctjition: Native grasses are present on the entire ROW and are expected to naturally seed
into the areas that would have lightl y disturbed soil predominately located on the ROW roads,

Monitorirg : the entire project would he inspected during the work period. Additional
monitoring f^►r fallow-up tree ment would be conducted as necessary. A diary ot'inspection
results would he used to document fl ?retail inspections and will be filed with the contracting
off jeer,
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EMF:

EMF is being portrayed as a clear and
present danger, when in fact there is no
proven epidemiological correlation
between EMF and cancer19.

In Clark County, there have been no li nks
between power transmission li nes and
incidents of cancer according to Clark
County Public Health20.

School districts have built schools in the
shadow 21 of 500kV , lines paired with 230kV
to 345kV lines and there are no calls to
close those velementar schools22.

19 Interview with Drew Thatcher, Senior Health Physicist with the Washington State Department of Health
http://www.yo utube.com/watch?v=6wnVT7u485Q
20 25 Jan 2011 Email from Clark Public Health, information from Dr. Alan Melnick/Health Officer via Melanie Payne,
MPH/Epidemiologist
21 Ground photo and Satellite image, Sherwood Forest Elementary, 34600 12th Ave. SW, Federal Way, WA
22 Ground photo and Satellite image, Grass Lake Elementary, 28700 191st Place Southeast Kent, WA

http://www.yo
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Subject: FW: EMF from power lines
Date: Tue, 25 Jan 2011 14:03:01 -0800

From: Melanie.Payne@clark.wa.goov.
To: ckbrant@msn.com

Hi Cheryl,
I was able to speak with our Health Officer, Dr. Alan Melnick, this afternoon about your question regarding
health effects from EMF exposure from power lines. He said it is often an area of concern in the public;
however, there is no scientific evidence of an association between EMF from power lines and cancer. The
studies that have shown weak associations between EMF and childhood leukemia have had
methodological problems. Laboratory studies have not established a plausible biologic mechanism for
health effects from EMF exposures He is not aware of any investigations of cancer clusters associated
with power lines in Clark County.

Again, I hope this information is helpful. Please let know if I can be of further assistance.

Thanks!
-Melanie

Melanie M. Payne, MPH
Epidemiologist
Clark County Public Health
PO Box 9825
Vancouver, WA 98666-8825
Tel:. (360) 397-8491
Fax: (360) 759-7073
melanie.Dayne(a clark.wa..gov

ftp://To:_ckbrant@msn.com
ftp://To:_ckbrant@msn.com
ftp://To:_ckbrant@msn.com
ftp://To:_ckbrant@msn.com
ftp://To:_ckbrant@msn.com
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EMF readings are not an issue. A Portland
State University study measured readings of
60Hz magnetic fields near 230kV and 500kV
transmission lines.

Among the conclusions, the study reports
that "...measures are higher for 230kV
spans than for 500kV spans because of
lower conductor heights" 23•

The study also outlines the advantages of
the proposed "delta" configuration for this
project and how it will drastically minimize
EMF readings.

23 Survey of Magnetic Fields near BPA 230kV and 500kV Transmission Lines, prepared by Portland State
University, Portland, OR
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PROPERTY VALUES:

There is little doubt that a new corridor which
bisects or quarters, private properties will have
substantial negative impact on property values.

In contrast,.those living along the existing right
of way will see minimal if any loss of value.

In an article in "Right of Way" magazine cites a
study that shows areas in metropolitan Seattle
and Vancouver with transmission li ne corridors
will see little if any decrease in property value.
The article states "...high-voltage transmission
li nes had minimal impacts on residential
property values... ".24

0

24 JULY/AUGUST 2000 • RIGHT OF WAY
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PLANNING FOR THE 1-5 CORRIDOR
REINFORCEMENT PROJECT

During our research, we found steps local governments
can take to make sure land use conflicts can be
minimized. The Public Service Commission of Wisconsin
suggests cities, counties and towns do the following:

• Dedicating a strip of land along existing transmission
corridors for potential future right-of-way expansions

• Identifying future potential transmission corridors and
substation sites in new developments

• Defining set-backs or lot sizes for properties adjacent to
transmission lines so that buildings don't constrain future
use of the right-of-ways25

These three things have already happened for this
project. BPA recognized long ago that the existing
transmission corridor would someday need to be
upgraded, and the above steps were taken in concert
with city and county governments to make the existing
right of way the best option in terms of property rights
and cost.

Z5 http://psc.wi.gov/thelibrary/publications/electric/electric09.pdf

http://psc.wi.gov/thelibrary/publications/electric/electric09.pdf
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E lectricity: From Power Plants to Consumers
The Nature of Elect ricity

l.lr c[ticrri is g nr.rattd as ii is trscd. Unlike trrhe t • cc ittlos. thurc is vin little ahtliry tip stir' e fcctrtc.rrv.
Rccatxsi of the 1ll"rtnt:inctsus nature of the clectm s%stcn7, e+^tistant:telju%tnrrnit must be made rte assury
that t 1gclicrnntitn if power matches the c(mistitnptl+ u tit +'+fpttl t'.r. The Cdeer.r1C s ystem wc 'Vc MT(tiwn t+)
depend on is vet r1117lks and dt'nanite;. ever adittrrtng ir -, 'nest t:b;uit^rng nictls,

1'he attt:xtnt of power on :t line at arts• tivt:n ntrtment depertcic t.in c=,t^ncratiatn puxlueri+rtt and dispatch.
enstonwr use. the sratus of other tra[isrttissitin line' and their ass 'c:r;itccl iquipmctir. a nd evctl the weathe r.
11w tra nsmission stem m u st at trtrntxlarr ch:lnt.ting r1cctriiiiri snppiv and demand crrticli[itms,
unespeered ottiagcs. planned shutc.it.rw•ns of generators t:r trattsmi ii.+n equipment trt r mttutenanrr, tivcachet
extremes. litel shortages. and Falter clral)rngcs.

The Transmission G rid

.I he electrical tr:trtsmission s y stem t- m+tre r„rnpl" and elrnamit: than tither utilitt ;lsra to . such as water r ► r
natural gas. I'.lerrricils , flows from power plants. through trat tort ' rs and trtn cmrssion line`, to
,til.lsta[.trins, clist.rihurj+,n line ' , and then finally its the vkcrriu. ity e+in+utner (l igitre 1). The electric sc'tmi is
lughly interconnected.
'I'hc' ltiteic r [iccta elttc 15 of the St'ste n ttte'an that the trr11smissi'tn grid tuntt[t,ns is inc+ 	Cri[lr1'. Ilt+\1•tir
entering the sysretn t1a.,w • s al+,rrg all m ailabk path. teat hest from Point to Point I. '['lie s3 •stern doss n+ 4
recta iii%t dlvt%ii ns bctwceu service areas. cnlltntl's, :imtes, or even countri4es,

11hc current rrtnsttussat Hi grid includes nor only transmission lines that nun from power plant: to load
centers. but also trt_,rn trrrtsntission line t0 transmission line, providing a redundant s ystem that hdp assure
the smooch tlow [if prwe •r. If 't transmissrtrn lin e is rxkvn r,ui t ,t^ service in uric part of tht- I-xi ergrid. the
power nortn,rlly rerrrume itseli'through outer power Iineu it+ continue ciclkcrin}, pt rw'er to the customer,

In essence, the ellctrtciry from many power punts is •• `+rtd.l" in the r.rrtnsmission cssuem and each
distribution system draws from this pool. This networked Al stain heirs tea achieve a high reliabilit y ii it
power detivery siricc an ' ,err power plant tinit' ct>nstttutr, :t fraction it' the lister f i'n'e delivered in the
p ester grid to m eet the instantaneous demand tryu[rrmt:ntC.
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Community Planning
In pnnr keculcs. cicrtric tt astnhtsk^n l ines were cc'nstructrd front Point , tta Point l. in the most direct
manner possible with limited concern fir crsmtnttniti , cn.ps. narttrni r coutt;cs. or prtcatr projivnt issue.
1s t.t :t; (older hnc< require iniprovenivats, the ma y be reroutr.l tr. ► share corridors with rt iids and to_, avcnicl.
where pr.tctit.abtr. Lxnnruunin and natural rr:smirce itnpacts. 1t the :acne bane:, continucd griiv th in energy
usage will require ncw el ctric suhsratiuns and tratnsmisid n Linea ui Lie in ,d and a ,nstrt .Led. New and
upgraded electric fucilitics may trNmet. many rrYrrt nuunea and many prnpccry" t ncr&
'I'ta meet future gn,wt.h, +Cniiununitie, often draft plans tip° r.;; roads, and tievelcapmcnt di^tticts, bill tew
cries, towns. or counties include trattstuission lines in their plans. mitsion to lines are costl y to build and
clti iicuult rr° irt . t .ttie c. towns, and cttuntic i can he lp reduce lance a r. ccmflitrtx h

• Dcdicatitrg A strip of land a14 tip c ti.irrng t utsmi isi rtt et ir'rith ►rs for hntemial future right-tf-war
cspansions,

• Identifying future ixotcntial trtnsntsa%icrn corrtdora and subst:,tettin sim iu new do 3npments. And

0 Defining se°t•ts lcs *jr lest sirxa for p "4.-mes adjacent to t.ransi fission line s so that buildings dun`i
c+.rrturrIin future u.e r,f the right-.af . vay%.

Being an active panicipartt in the tketoonwmaking prrxc.1s will tmprotic. the nines crf r orrimuniut.c to
mann};c future growth and ptrurct their resources.

Advanced Transmission. Technologies
Not all new electric trati aissiun tcrchnrdogirs are currcnth° r t1 for cote m4rcial use. Many are still to the
experimental and pro n it►-pe stage. i he new rechat)Wgies mostl y fall Into two cawgort — new material-. than
may utcre se the atnr'tint of lux ► ur that can hr salikl y transfem it through right-rxi-wu ,,. and devices that
more finely control the flow of power. New power control d evises nnprove the capacity of existing lines.
Thtr dbad%antagv of ratan} t,f i st: ricw t tlitu•s and systems is that they are still being; researched and their
cwt is extremel y high.

High Temperature Superconducting Conductivity (UTS)
11w ctlndr}rwo in t" ( • S devices operate at c.ttrenicly lees' resisrances and can carry five times as much power
as tracittir ►nal copper wires with die s;ursc dirrtcrr  ns, Thy greatly reduces the number of new rransmissuln
Lines and the amount of new t ht-, ►f wav required. I luwe er. they reijuire refrigeration (generally Liquid
nit tog ri) to sup r r. xtl the c+mclurtnri which increases the maintrnancr t5b and the ctimnptcxiry 4.11 the
system, :\ few sh, i rt demonstration Projects have been instatt°d to-date,

Composite Material Conductors
Usually tr,tnsinisssiu n line c' ntr ►in steel -cure cartes that support strand- cad'atu.ttti.num wires which are the
prim in conductors of ekt;tricitti. New Cores do CIOfItCI from composite materials reduce the sage► rag that is
associated with the high temperatures when more power goes through t.kt transmission Cutts. This crook be
caused by a change in the network or additirinal gene—canon added in one area. If the riyht.^of-way width is
Limited, one might change the conductors out but keep the Voltage the :came. 'Thi s wurtkl be less expensive
tF ^r :t Limited number of miles. I afc -cycle ci isms iii the newer conductors are high. tnsatallatHtn and
maintenance procedures continue to be ik-vehrl>ed be-cause of the difficulty in ¶hying tttc different mar mall
wide mainlainittg the necessary yarn nit.
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WHAT WE WANT
As landowners along the rural routes, we made a conscious choice to purchase land that was not
adjacent to or in the vicinity of a BPA power transmission corridor.

We believe in personal responsibility. We do not believe we should be made to accept this project
when we are not the ones who made a decision to live near a transmission corridor.

What we do want is for you to hold BPA accountable in terms of upholding property rights, creating the
least impact on ratepayers, not wasting government resources, and protecting our water sources.

We want to believe you are not anti property rights and that you oppose projects that will cost the
ratepayer/taxpayer more than it should.

Although you are not the decision maker on this project, we do think it is reasonable for you to take a
position that is in line with our core points, for BPA to construct this project:

• In a way that is most economical for citizens in the Clark County, the state of Washington and
the entire BPA service area, and that everything is done to keep electric rates as low as possible

• That property rights are respected
• ' That every step is made to minimize the use of herbicides with cancer-causing compounds

We believe you agree with these points. We ask that you make it known that you support these values.

Up to this point, we feel our views on BPA's project have not been represented. Our membership now
has a voice, and you have just read our message.

We would like to see a letter that reinforces our views as outlined above. We understand that you will
not write a letter that specifically supports building this project on the existing right of way, lines 9 and
25. Politically, that's not feasible, and we would not ask that of you. What is feasible is a letter that
supports property rights, demands the project be built in an economically responsible way, keeps the
cost to ratepayers as small as possible and demands BPA stop dangerous herbicides.

These are not controversial viewpoints. We believe a letter can be written in a way that will support
these ideas, and will be agreed upon by everyone who might be affected by this project, regardless of
where they live.



B O N N E VILLE P O WER A D M I N I STRATI ON

The 1-5 Corridor Reinforcement Project
has a direct link to keeping the lights
on and serving the energy needs of
homes and businesses from Longview,
Wash., to points south of Portland, Ore.
Over 80 percent of the power flowing
through the proposed 1-5 Corridor
Reinforcement Project would be used
to serve local needs in Clark and
Cowlitz counties and the greater
Portland area.
It is difficult to see how electricity makes its way from
large 500-kilovolt power lines to homes and businesses.
Electrons on a high-voltage grid are a lot like cars on a
major interstate highway. When you enter a major
highway like Interstate 5, you are surrounded by some
cars on short local trips and others on longer journeys.
The 500-kilovolt system is similar, because it moves large
amounts of electrons from where power is generated to
where it is needed. The Bonneville Power Administration's
500-kilovolt substations are like the freeway off-ramps to
local areas.

Clark Public Utilities and Cowlitz County PUD get the
majority of their power through BPA's transmission
system. Electricity is delivered to homes and businesses
by lower-voltage feeder lines connected to BPA's existing
500-kilovolt system. The majority of the power consumed
in the area comes from sources outside the southwest-
Washington and northwest-Oregon area and must travel
on BPA's 500-kilovolt system to the lower voltage
system. That is why having adequate transmission
capacity in the I-5 Corridor area is so important.

The map on the back indicates where the numbered
substations are to show how power from the 1-5 Corridor
Reinforcement project would be connected to the lower
voltage system to help serve customers of Cowlitz PUD
and Clark PUD.

Clark Public Utilities receives most of its power from
the main grid 500-kilovolt system that runs through the
I-5 Corridor. The proposed line would reinforce that
system. The new Castle Rock 1. substation north of
Longview would connect to BP s existing Allston O
substation through the 500-kilovolt system, where power
would be transformed into 230 kilovolts, and delivered to
Clark Public Utilities at the Ross and Sifton
substations.

Clark County also receives power from an existing
115-kilovolt network connected to the Troutdale
substation, so the new substation would reinforce the
southern portion of the energy loop into Clark County
as well.

Cowlitz County Public Utility District receives nearly all
of its power from BPA's 500-kilovolt and 230-kilovolt
system. The newly proposed Castle Rock substation
would reinforce the system, ensuring that Cowlitz PUD
would have the necessary access to BPA power and
the energy marketplace. The new substation 1O. would
be connected to Allston 22. where the power would be
converted into 230-kilovolts at BPA's Longview 3. and
Lexington 4O, substations to feed into Cowlitz PUD's
network.

As important as this project would be for Clark and
Cowlitz counties, the I-5 Corridor Reinforcement Project
will benefit utilities throughout the southwest-Washington
and northwest-Oregon area. The primary purpose of this
project is to keep pace with the increasing energy needs
in the project area. In the event of outages on the existing
500-kilovolt system, this reinforcement would allow
energy to flow along another path and allow Cowlitz
PUD and Clark Public Utilities to adequately serve their
customer's energy needs.
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Brookshire,Sherry S - TE-DITT-2

From: James Luce @comcast.net ]
Sent: Monday, June 20, 2011 8:31 AM
To: Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2
Subject: FW: 1-5/Brantley : What you're not being told

From: Cheryl Brantley [mailto: @msn.com]
Sent: Sunday, June 19, 2011 8:34 PM
Subject: What you're not being told

Hi Neighbor,

We've heard a lot of information throughout this project and it's been really
difficult to sort through the muck. Our board has worked many, many hours
to bring you the facts so you can. make your own decisions about the
information out there. We've interviewed experts, researched hours upon
hours, traveled hundreds of miles, and taken hundreds of photos to get you
that truth. We've conducted numerous meetings for you, providing experts in
many fields for you get your questions answered. We have met with our
political representatives numerous times and met with BPA CEO Stephen
Wright and other administrative executives from BPA to have your voices
heard.

Attached is some pictures we put together to show another bit of critical
information regarding BPA's existing right of way. In these pictures from
BPA's Interactive Map, you will see (without a doubt) the exact areas where
BPA may need to purchase a few feet in a few places. You will be absolutely
shocked by these pictures, because one area is on agricultural lands and the
other areas are in heavily forested lands. All of these properties BPA may
need to purchase are along the edges of the existing corridor of routes 9 and
25.

Counter this with 70 miles of a 150-foot clear-cut through our properties!
Once you've seen these satellite pictures from BPA's Interactive Map, you will
be convinced that a new rural route will have the largest impact on the most
people.

6/20/2011
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We hope this helps you understand just exactly what is at stake when it comes
to property rights and loss of those rights if BPA cuts our land into pieces.

Attached
1) 1-5 ROW-Nov2010 Spreadsheet from BPA that's been highlighted showing
the areas along routes 9 and 25 where BPA needs a few feet
2) Routes 9 and 25 BPA Existing Right of Way Taken from BPA's online
Interactive Map. You can click here to search this info for yourself:
http:jjgis bpa.goy1g j 5Lgmviewer.html

Take care,
Cheryl

Cheryl Brantley
A Better Way for BPA
btp:Habetterway4bpa. o rg

"Every accomplishment starts with the decision to try."

6/20/2011



BPA 1-5 Corridor Reinforcement Project
Existing and Proposed Right-of-Way (ROW) Configurations - November 2010

SEGMENT
DRAWI No,

(click a link below to
see the drawin )

SECTION
(Tower to Tower)

EXISTING ROW WIDTH
(Feet)

ADDITIONAL ROW
REQUIRED (Feet)

1, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 18, 23,
26, 28, 30, 35, 43, B, F, G, H, I, J, K, L, M,

N, 0, P. Q, S, T, U, V. W
NEW ROW Varies N/A 150

2 RC1V 2-1 2/1-2/18 300 0
ROW 2-< 2/18-2/28 412.5 0

9

ROW 9-1 9/1-9/11 250 0
ROW 9-2 9/11-9/20 250 0

ROW 9-3 9/20'9/21 300 22.5
1 ____  9/21-9/32 100 0

25

ROW 25-1 25/1-25/11 300 0
RO1,V 25-2 25/11-25/105 250 0

25/1725/18 5O 125

ROVVF 25-4 25/105-25/109 300 D
RQ. ^J 25-5 25/109-25/140 300 0

25JI4 Cr 00 30

ROW 25=7 25/15025/151 300 30'
6 0110.230 3611-36/2 300 30

36A
ROW 36A-1 36A/1-36A/4 300 30

ROW 360-2 36A/4-36A/6 300 0
3lb zcS L', 39 L3 1-3662 ;00 155

37 ROW 37-1 37/1-37/2 300 0
RO`,^ 37,2 37/2-3714 300 0

33 SOW 30 33./1-.3S./5 30 0 0

39
R0 1

vV 39-1 39/1-39/20 300 0
RO W  39-2 39/20-39/23 300 105
R OW 39-3 39/23-39/27 300 105

40 NEW ROW 40/1-40/11 N/A 150
ROW 40-1 40/11-40/14 300 0

41 ROW 41 41/1-41/8 100 50

45
ROW 45-1 45/1-45/3 100 50

N EW ROW 45/3-45/6 N/A 150
46 ROW 46 46/1-46/3 300 0
47 V C ,.^: • '- 47.1-4774 300 0
48 48/1-48/14 300 0

49

NEW ROW 49/1-49/7 N/A 150
ROW 49-1 49/7-49/10 300 105

ROW 49-2 49/10-49/15 300 0

50
N EW ROW 50/1-50/5 N/A 150
ROW 5 0-1 50/5-50/13; 50/21-50/26 100 130
ROW 50-2 50/13-50/21 100 50

51  // 5.1 51/1-51/11 250 0

52

R_OVJ 52 -1 52/1-52/2, 52/9-52/17 250 0
ROW 52-2 52/2-52/9 325 0
PJ 'W ROW 52/17-52/19 N/A 150
ROW 52-3 52/19-52/24 Varies 0

A SO IV ^ A/1-A/12 529 125
C 30950 C/1-C/17 525 0
D SW D/1-D/17 525 125

E ROW E - E/1-E/7 525 0
R NEW ROW R/1-R/10 N/A 150

ROW R R/10-R/18 300 105
The following segments were either modified into other segments or removed from further consideration:
6, 13, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 27, 29, 31, 32, 33, 34, 42 and 44



Satellite image from BPA's Interactive Map showing BPA's existing right of way (route 25)
where an additional 30 feet (in turquoise) is needed between proposed towers 141 and 152.
Note that these additional 30 feet are along the edges of agricultural land.

Compare this to the 150 feet BPA will take on a new route that cuts through private properties.

ROUTE 25. TOWERS 141-152



Satellite image from BPA's Interactive Map showing BPA's existing right of way (route 25)
where an additional 12-1/2 feet (in turquoise) is needed between proposed towers 18 and 19.
Note that these additional 12-1/2 feet are along the edge of the existing corridor.

Compare this to the 150 feet BPA will take on a new route that will cut through private
properties.



Satellite image from BPA's Interactive Map showing BPA's existing right of way (route 9) where an additional
22-1/2 feet (in turquoise) is needed between proposed towers 20 and 21. Note that these additional 22-1/2 feet
are along the edge of the existing corridor.

Compare this to the 150 feet BPA will take on a new route that will cut through private properties.
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Another Way BPA P.O. Box 820152 Vancouver, WA
Citizens Against the Towers 13023 NE Hwy 99 Ste. 7
Yale Valley Coalition PO Box 44 Cougar, WA 98616

Bonneville Power Administration I-5 Corridor Proposal

Citizen's Desired Outcomes and Principals

Principals:

1. Human Impact Assessment

A. Elevate human impacts over marginal increases in the delivered cost of electricity to the final
consumers over the minimal impact it would have on the natural environment.

B. Minimize electrocution risks of lines fallen by wind, ice, landslides, earthquakes or accidents;
consider two thirds of the span between towers as the minimum clearance for new electric
transmission lines from homes and schools.

C. Subject to 1A above, adopt California's prudent avoidance approach regarding possible EMF
health risks for homes and schools.

• See NEPA footnote.

2. Economic Impact Assessment:

Consider the long-term and recurring lost economic opportunity costs of the routes to the
Southwest Washington public and local governments. This analysis should determine the impact of
the lines on local economies within a date range, including the economic impacts on the local
communities who may or may not benefit from the new transmission lines. These regional costs of
degrading economically more valuable lands could be compared to the marginal increases or
decreases in the delivered cost of electricity to final consumers.

Impact to property owners must be minimized and at the same time the most cost effective
approach should be used. The grey line, although longer, is the least expensive due to being
unpopulated and timberlands being assessed at a much lower valuation. Due to The planned
removal of existing towers and lines within existing easements, will be prohibitive and would subject
property owners to excessive burden and ratepayers to additional expense over other alternatives in
unpopulated areas. The litigation that would be generated should also be part of the cost analysis
for this project.

1 NEPA footnote:
Throughout NEPA, envi ronment is referred to In three ways: natural environment, human envi ronment and envi ronment. When just the
natural or human environment is Intended in the text, it Is so Identified. When "environment" is used alone It must, therefore, be intended to
refer to both the human and natural environment. That is the result of just common sense reading of the statutory language. The general
term means the "whole," the specific term means the "part of the whole." Those of us/ram the property rights perspective tend to react to
the word "environment" as something only for nature. When reading NEPA, "environment" Includes both the human and natural.
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Another Way BPA P.O. Box 820152 Vancouver, WA
Citizens Against the Towers 13023 NE Hwy 99 Ste. 7
Yale Valley Coalition PO Box 44 Cougar, WA 98616

3. Full Individual Compensation:

Develop fair compensation for affected property owners for their actual cost of granting easements
or their actual cost of moving to avoid safety risks from new power lines. Include these costs in the
evaluation of different routes. An unbiased board made up of an uneven number of members
should administer the compensation. These members should not be affiliated with government
agencies or be their representatives.

A. Compensation should include expenses and resettlement losses to property owners who are
displaced.

B. Compensate property owners to cover the recurring property taxes property owners must pay
for the land rendered unusable for their intended residential or business purposes.

C. Compensate tree and other agricultural farmers and ranchers based on the actuarial of lost
income, plus the higher operating costs. Compensation to include those that are not only
farmers and ranchers, but are using properties as businesses or for other income.

D. The project must have minimal impact on private individual property owners. Regardless of
which proposed BPA route is chosen, the lines must follow property lines, running along
edges/borders, instead of bisecting properties. Any new easements must also have minimal
impact and not disect their land. Private property owners have the same rights as government
land owners.

E. Property owners who lose real estate to this project should be financially compensated for
losses of homes and land. In instances where agricultural and farmland properties are
concerned, landowners should be compensated and made whole for the present and future
losses they'll incur. Loss of scenic, aesthetic value is important as well and should be factored in
to the financial loss a property owner may experience. This loss in value should be assessed by
an independent property consultant, or Realtor.

4. Natural Impact assessment:

A. Protection of wildlife, habitat and wetlands.
B. Protection of water sources, above and below ground.
C. No clear cutting of trees beyond defined line easement boundaries.

• See NEPA footnote

2 NEPA footnote:
Throughout NEPA, environment is referred to in three ways: natural environment, human environment and environment. When just the
natural or human environment Is Intended In the text, it is so Identified. When "environment" Is used alone it must, therefore, be intended to
refer to both the human and natural environment. That Is the result of just common sense reading of the statutory language. The general
term means the "whole," the specific term means the "part of the whole." Those of us from the property rights perspective tend to react to
the word "environment" as something only/or nature. When reading NEPA, "environment" Includes both the human and natural.
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Another Way BPA P.O. Box 820152 Vancouver, WA
Citizens Against the Towers 13023 NE Hwy 99 Ste. 7
Yale Valley Coalition PO Box 44 Cougar, WA 98616

Desired Outcomes:

1. Add gray line concept preferred by citizens to BPA map

A. This concept minimizes human safety risks and regional economic impacts. Provides for increased
electrical reliability, low security risks and allows the expansion room for future grid
i mprovements.

B. BPA must adequately mitigate fire risks, erosion from off-road vehicle access, and water pollution
from herbicide maintenance practices of power line easements on all routes.

C. Consider public/private partnerships and similar mechanisms of citizen involvement to ensure
proper environmental and wildlife stewardship, fire safety, and line security in all areas.

D. The easterly grey line is unpopulated and mostly timberlands. The assessed valuation is much
lower so although longer in length, costs would be less.

2. Full Evaluation of Connection Options by Using the Existing Crossing at Camas and Bonneville Dam

A. Include cost comparisons and impacts of any needed substations for utilizing existing river
crossing at Camas and comparison to Bonneville Dam.

B. The Bonneville Dam option minimizes the human impact and reliability risks of a Camas area
Columbia River crossing due to population, existing lines and local issues.

C. Engineering ingenuity should be used, and lines could be buried in areas of county or city or
where statute or code requires them underground.

3. Remove the following proposed sectors from consideration, as they are inessential and not in
compliance with NEPA minimum alternative requirements.
10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 18, 23, 26, 28, 30, 35, P. H, G, J, and possibly others.

Another Way BPA Citizens Against the Towers Yale Valley Coalition

3 NEPA footnote:
Throughout NEPA, environment Is referred to in three ways: natural environment, human environment and environment. When just the
natural or human environment Is Intended In the text, It is so Identified. When "environment" Is used alone it must, therefore, be Intended to
refer to both the human and natural environment. That Is the result of just common sense reading of the statutory language. The general
term means the "whole," the specific term means the "part of the whole. Those of us from the property rights perspective tend to react to
the word "environment" as something only for nature. When reading NEPA, "environment" includes both the human and natural,
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December 3, 2010

Mr. Steven Wright, Administrator
Bonneville Power Administration
P.O. Box 3621
Portland OR 97208-3621

Dear Mr. Wright:

As elected president of the Washington, Education Association, I represent more
than 80,000 public school employees in the state of Washington. At the WEA
Representative Assembly in May 2010, a member expressed deep concern that
BPA would place a 500-kilovolt transmission line near schools. In response, the
delegates adopted a new business item regarding BPA's proposed new 500-
kilovolt transmission line in southwest Washington. The new business item
directed WEA to study the impact of high voltage lines on children's and school
employee's health.

WEA's Indoor Environmental Quality work team reviewed scientific literature *
pertinent to this issue. One study, done in Australia in 2007 on a small number
of participants, greatly in fluenced the work team. The Australian study tracked
the delayed effect on adults of childhood exposure to magnetic fields of lines up
to 220kv. It found a significant increase in lymph cancer occurrence rates for
adults who had had residential exposure to such fields. Other studies have not
demonstrated that low level exposure to electro magnetic fields is safe. There
appears to be no scientific consensus that long term exposure to high voltage
lines is not harmful to humans.

It would be wise to apply the precautiona ry principle in deciding where to place
the new 500-kilovolt transmission line. This principle holds that if proposed
action risks harm to public health, and science cannot demonstrate that the
action is not harmful, the action should not be taken. An example of this
precautiona ry principle is the state of California's School Site Selection and
Approval Guide, which states that because EMF fields may or may not be



hazardous to human health, school districts should be conservative and not
place new schools within 350 feet of 500kv lines.

Accordingly, the WEA requests that BPA place the new 500kv southwest
Washington line in the east, on unpopulated public land, entirely away from
homes and schools. If this is impossible, the new 500kv line should be placed far
away from any existing schools or sites chosen for new schools on the date BPA
finalizes the route. Children spend many hours a week at school, and children
may stay in one school for 6 years; employees work in schools for longer hours
and may stay 20 or more years at the same school. Adding exposure at school
to residential exposure may be devastating the health of some individuals,
particularly children. By siting its lines away from homes and schools, BPA can
demonstrate its willingness to avoid an action that might adversely affect human
health.

Thank you.

Mary Lindquist'

C: Rae Ann Engdahl, Chair, IEQ WorkTeam
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A cut and paste to p rotect your computer (and mine). Our en tire human system is run by electricity. When outside electrical
forces disrupt our own electrical generation (think about d riving your car under high-voltage lines when the car radio is on)
Imagine the developing fetus in the mother who lives In close proximity to high-voltage lines. The re may well be a connection
between outside EMF and brain/nerve elec trical wave Impulses. Sort of like getting struck by lightning-just a much softer
version, yet it still causes irreversible damage in some cases, especially when the exposure is sustained. (Not just 7-9 months
for a deve loping fetus, but the neonatal pe riod and early childhood years 1-3 when cri tical brain development takes place.)
Bonneville Power should act on the side of caution; until they can p rove that EMF does NOT harm a developing fetus and/or a

young, developing child between 1-3 years, THEY SHOULD NOT CONSTRUCT HIGH-VOLTAGE LINES AND TOWERS
ANYWHERE NEAR RESIDENTIAL AREAS OR SCHOOLS. THIS SHOULD BECOME A LAW IN THE STATE OF
WASHINGTON. PERIOD

If you think this info and a plea for the sake of children in SoWest WA will make a difference, I will write to Maria Cantwell and
Jaime Herrera with a cc to Steven Wright. If not I Will not include it. Much of EMF into is contained in the Bi o-Initiative Report
($2.00 online); in it we learn about EMF from microwave ovens, televisions, radios, cellphones, etc. These things don 't have a
kV after their description; all is micro. Living near a 500 kV high-voltage line is unacceptable. This is America, not Russia, not
China, not Egypt, not Syria. We have the right to NOT have our children born brain-damaged. We have the right to p rotect our
children from leukemia and other childhood cancers. Our children deserve a chance to g row up and become fine, upstanding
citizens of this wonderful count ry—full of grace and character. They do not deserve to be maimed by electromagne tic field
radiation when we all know the towers can be placed elsewhe re, out of harms way. IT IS ONLY A MATTER OF MONEY.
AMERICAN GREED. I receive frequent pleas from Save the Children to donate money; well, Ema, we need to save our own
children from a medical catast rophel This Is a crisis, and it is totally unacceptable; we need answers TO OUR CHILDREN'S
DEVELOPMENTAL DISABILITIES and we need those ANSWERS soon. In the meantime, NO TOWERS IN ANY POPULATED
AREAS. NO EXCEPTIONS. WE GIVE BILLIONS OF DOLLARS TO DICTATORS; CUT A BILLION OFF FROM ONE OF
THOSE DICTATORS AND CONSTRUCT THE TOWERS IN UNPOPULATED AREAS out in the middle of nowhere where the
EMF cannot kill or maim our children.
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Proposed Response to
Citizen Group Leaders

June 28, 2011

Thank you for taking the time to research and document your views
presented at the recent meeting arranged by Jim Luce, chair of the Washington
Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council.

In our meeting last week, you asked for feedback on your presentation.

In that presentation, you state that we are neither following the intent nor the
spirit of the National Environmental Policy Act. This is not true.

NEPA

First, it is important to remember NEPA is a learning process. As we evaluate
and consider alternatives, we are continually learning both pros and cons
associated with each alternative. We have followed the NEPA process to help us
evaluate many projects and know from experience that the process has value.

As you know, we will analyze the impacts of each alternative we have
discovered through field evaluation, as well as the potential impacts brought to
our attention through public meetings and comments. We will use this
information to compare the alternatives and what we could to mitigate impacts
and will document our findings in the draft Environmental Impact Statement. We
expect to issue the draft EIS later this year and will provide you and other
interested parties with another chance to review and comment on our findings.

Principles

At the meeting, you also presented us with principles you would like us to
follow over the next six months, as well as three desired outcomes.

Your principles are in line with the impacts we consider in BPA
environmental reviews. I am pleased to say that I expect that we will fully
address each of your desired outcomes in the draft EIS.



Requests from Citizen Groups

While your principles align well with the NEPA process, some of your specific
suggestions and timing requests are not possible at this time.

Grey Line

At this stage of our analysis, we are not prepared to add a new alternative
such as the "grey line" to the map of alternatives, nor are we eliminating any
of the segments that make up the current alternatives being considered. We have
reviewed possible locations for alternatives north and east of project alternatives
currently being considered. To date, none have been added to the current range
of alternatives. We will consider the additional comments we have received on
the grey line concept. We also will address the grey line concept and any
segments added or eliminated in the draft EIS.

Adding and Dropping Segments

We do not rule out adding or dropping segments during environmental
review if our NEPA analysis supports either. Also, as we have said before we
cannot accommodate a river crossing further east near Bonneville Dam because it
is not environmentally feasible and essentially doubles the length of the proposed
line.

Power flow and load growth

We have identified inconsistencies in the power flow and load growth
projections BPA has received from Portland/Vancouver area utilities and
those in your presentation. We would like to work with you to reconcile these
differences and avoid confusion about these issues.

Schedule

We understand that you and landowners impacted by the project with whom you
have communicated are frustrated by the length of the process. We want to assure
you that we are working as fast as we can to evaluate the alternatives we have
identified so that we can release the draft EIS later this year and move the
process forward.

Our I-5 Corridor Project Manager, Mark Korsness has a written response to
some of these same points and included a set of questions and answers that may
further assist you in explaining some of the issues.
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Another Way BPA P.O. Box 820152 Vancouver, WA 98682
Citizens Against the;Towers 13023 NE Hwy 99 Ste. 7 Vancouver, WA 98686
Yale Valley Coalition PO Box 44 Cougar, WA 98616

Bonneville Power Administration 1-5 Corridor Proposal

Citizen's Desired Outcomes and Principals

Principals:

1. Human Impact Assessment

A. Elevate human impacts over marginal increases in the delivered cost of electricity to the final
consumers over the minimal impact it would have on the natural environment.

B. Minimize electrocution risks of lines fallen by wind, ice, landslides, earthquakes or accidents;
consider two thirds of the span between towers as the minimum clearance for new electric
transmission lines from homes and schools.

C. Subject to 1A above, adopt California's prudent avoidance approach regarding possible EMF
health risks for homes and schools.

• See NEPA footnote.

2. Economic Impact Assessment:

Consider the long-term and recurring lost economic opportunity costs of the routes to the
Southwest Washington public and local governments. This analysis should determine the impact of
the lines on local economies within a date range, including the economic impacts on the local
communities who may or may not benefit from the new transmission lines. These regional costs of
degrading economically more valuable lands could be compared to the marginal increases or
decreases in the delivered cost of electricity to final consumers.

I mpact to property owners must be minimized and at the same time the most cost effective
approach should be used. The grey line, although longer, is the least expensive due to being
unpopulated and timberlands being assessed at a much lower valuation. Due to The planned
removal of existing towers and lines within existing easements, will be prohibitive and would subject
property owners to excessive burden and ratepayers to additional expense over other alternatives , in
unpopulated areas. The litigation that would be generated should also be part of the cost analysis
for this project.

I NEPA footnote:
Throughout NEPA, environment Is referred to In three ways: natural environment, human environment and environment When Just the
natural or human environment is Intended In the text, It Is so Identified. When "environment" is used alone it must, therefore, be intended to
refer to both the human and natural environment. That Is the result of just common sense reading of the statutory language. The general
term means the "whole, " the specific term means the "part of the whole. Those 0/us/ram the property rights perspective tend to react to
the word "environment" as something only for nature. When reading NEPA, "environment" includes both the human and natural.



98682
Vancouver, WA 98686

Another Way BPA P.O. Box 820152 Vancouver, WA
Citizens Against the Towers 13023 NE Hwy 99 Ste. 7
Yale Valley Coalition PO Box 44 Cougar, WA 98616

3. Full Individual Compensation:

Develop fair compensation for affected property owners for their actual cost of granting easements
or their actual cost of moving to avoid safety risks from new power lines. Include these costs in the
evaluation of different routes. An unbiased board made up of an uneven number of members
should administer the compensation. These members should not be affiliated with government
agencies or be their representatives.

A. Compensation should include expenses and resettlement losses to property owners who are
displaced.

B. Compensate property owners to cover the recurring property taxes property owners must pay
for the land rendered unusable for their intended residential or business purposes.

C. Compensate tree and other agricultural farmers and ranchers based on the actuarial of lost
income, plus the higher operating costs. Compensation to include those that are not only
farmers and ranchers, but are using properties as businesses or for other income.

D. The project must have minimal impact on private individual property owners. Regardless of
which proposed BPA route is chosen, the lines must follow property lines, running along
edges/borders, instead of bisecting properties. Any new easements must also have minimal
impact and not disect their land. Private property owners have the same rights as government
land owners.

E. Property owners who lose real estate to this project should be financially compensated for
losses of homes and land. In instances where agricultural and farmland properties are
concerned, landowners should be compensated and made whole for the present and future
losses they'll incur. Loss of scenic, aesthetic value is important as well and should be factored in
to the financial loss a property owner may experience. This loss in value should be assessed by
an independent property consultant, or Realtor.

4. Natural Impact assessment:

A. Protection of wildlife, habitat and wetlands.
B. Protection of water sources, above and below ground.
C. No clear cutting of trees beyond defined line easement boundaries.

• See NEPA footnote

2 NEPA footnote:
Throughout NEPA. environment is referred to In three ways: natural environment, human environment and environment. When just the
natural or human environment Is Intended In the text, it Is so Identified. When "envi ronment" is used alone It must, therefore, be Intended to
refer to both the human and natural environment. That Is the result of just common sense reading of the statutory language. The general
term means the "whole," the specific term means the "part of the whole." Those of us from the property rights perspective tend to react to
the word "environment" as something only for nature. When reading NEPA, "environment"includes both the human and natural.
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Another Way BPA P.O. Box 820152 Vancouver, WA 98682
Citizens Against the Towers 13023 NE Hwy 99 Ste. 7 Vancouver, WA 98686
Yale Valley Coalition PO Box 44 Cougar, WA 98616

Desired Outcomes:

1. Add gray line concept preferred by citizens to BPA map

A. This concept minimizes human safety risks and regional economic impacts. Provides for increased
electrical reliability, low security risks and allows the expansion room for future grid
improvements.

B. BPA must adequately mitigate fire risks, erosion from off-road vehicle access, and water pollution
from herbicide maintenance practices of power line easements on all routes.

C. Consider public/private partnerships and similar mechanisms of citizen involvement to ensure
proper environmental and wildlife stewardship, fire safety, and line security in all areas.

D. The easterly grey line is unpopulated and mostly timberlands. The assessed valuation is much
lower so although longer in length, costs would be less.

2. Full Evaluation of Connection Options by Using the Existing Crossing at Camas and Bonneville Dam

A. Include cost comparisons and impacts of any needed substations for utilizing existing river
crossing at Camas and comparison to Bonneville Dam.

B. The Bonneville Dam option minimizes the human impact and reliability risks of a Camas area
Columbia River crossing due to population, existing lines and local issues.

C. Engineering ingenuity should be used, and lines could be buried in areas of county or city or
where statute or code requires them underground.

S

3. Remove the following proposed sectors from consideration, as they are inessential and not in
compliance with NEPA minimum alternative requirements.
10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 18, 23, 26, 28, 30, 35, P, H, G, J, and possibly others.

Another Way BPA Citizens Against the Towers Yale Valley Coalition

3 NEPA footnote:
Throughout NEPA, environment Is referred to In three ways: natural environment, human environment and environment. When Just the
natural or human environment Is Intended In the text, It is so identified. When "environment" is used alone It must, therefore, be Intended to
refer to both the human ad natural environment. That Is the result of Just common sense reading of the statutory language. The general
term means the "whole, " the specific term means the "part of the whole." Those of us from the property rights perspective tend to react to
the word "environment" as something only for nature. When reading NEPA, "environment" Includes both the human and natural.
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As a Public Utilityid the State of Washington we area "cost of service : based utility. We don't
generate pry for shareholders and.our rates our set at a level which w f ensure;that we can
Corer our costs providing g electrical and 1. ater service to our customers. The electric and
water utility separate utilities for purposes of rate settingand each stands on its oven as far
as cwt recovery.

i'm, attachinga pie chart to this message which shows the relative percentages of the total costs
we projected for our 2010. budget for the electric utility, and another pie chart which shows
percentages of costs of our electric power supply only.

As you can seefrom the Electric System chart, roughly 70% of each dollar collected from rates
is used to pay the cost"ofpurchasing or producing electricity. That number includes the costs;
we are -charged by the Bonneville Power Adminisrat1onr for deliveringelectricity to our service
territory, i.e. transmission services. For the year 2010 we have,projected d we will spend

1$,875,662 for transmission services from BP Sim the total Cost of our electric supply is
projected to be $273,500,000 in 2010, the transmission costs equal :6: ► of the total electric
supply Costs. Going one step further, since our total projected costs for the ;electric utility for ..
2010 are projected to be $388,203,000, the transmission costs would equal roughly 4.3*-%:Of the
total amounts that are used in the rate setting process.

While I attempted to give you a brief explanation of how our rates are' apt at the meeting you
attended, i , do want you to know that the explanation was quite simplistic. We go through h a
ratherelaborate process determine the true "host of s rvics"" for a number of different rate
classes such as large industrial,; commercial and residential customers. Each .class actually
costs different amounts to serve based on how they receive their :electricity.; l :don't think that
has any impart on the Information you were looking for, butI wanted to make sure you
understood the rate setting pr os is lengthy and complex.

A very rough calculation using the above numbers would indicate that it
:; .ectu1 Ka 1% rate increase in_electric-rates. I do want to stress

these are very rough estimates. How the costs that 8PA have projected for the construction of
the transmission line pity into our numbers requires another set of calculations.
BRwouIdIncurfor the qtr ofjtrapsmisstc lines uJ „ e .recovered,from all its
tra capital as those under consideration would
undoubtedly be of r a per od^of y Those are costs and decisions which are not
readily available to".us However, as you can see from the above numbers it
t o increase in B, PA rants aissiq costs to Clan . Utilitiesto1causet pa ss a 1'%'ate

3
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High Voltage Power Lines and Impact on Property Values

All residential properties, urban, suburban or rural depreciate. Depreciation to which residential property
is subject and which must be given consideration in every residential appraisal, is divided into three
categories:

•
1.) Physical deterioration
2.) Functional obsolescence
3.) Economic obsolescence

Physical deterioration and functional obsolescence deals with the dwelling and all items within its
respective boundary or lot line.

Economic obsolescence is defined as loss in value arising from economic forces. It is always evidenced
by conditions outside the property lines.

In case of a high voltage power line that might cross over a certain property or a large tower supporting
the lines on the property is a nuisance and a potential for a hazard in the area or neighborhood. The
actual presence has a negative external influence on the property's value and its marketability. In a case
study of two identical properties, similar in size, age, functional utility, style and condition, one exposed to
the external influence of power lines and one lacking the economic factor, one would sell for less and
would take longer ( loss of money ) to market. The loss of value would be estimated by doing a pared
sale analysis as stated. The present market place does not have this full external influence in order to
measure the loss of value. Being mindful that all properties have their own unique amenities, each
properties loss of value would have to be estimated on their individual bases.

Qjeetn IN4Ilwa hi h v,aita = ;power line access have a ne • ative effect on indi lidual ro ernes that are
e c osed to it? The answer is "Yes ' , a, loss of value and a longer marketing term is kine ritebie.

Dick Riley
President and Owner of Riley and Marks, Inc. Real Estate Appraisal Firm
Over 35 years of residential appraising in Southwest Washington
25 years on The Columbian Economic Forecast Panel
Guest lecture (WSU and Clark College) and on any form concerning residential real estate

,z'



PAT IV MURMY
WASHINGTON

Ui:.ttU•.tattz
WASHINGTON, DC 2O1Q-474

July 13, 2010

Stephen L Wright
Administrator

BonnevillC Povver.Administration.
905 NE 10'. Ave
Portland, OR 97232

Dear Administrator W right:

I write regarding the Bonneville Power Administration's proposed I-S Corridor Reinforcement
Project, which involves the construction of a new electric, transmission: line from the Castle Rock,
airrea;inCowittzz County`, Washington to Troutdale, Oregon.

Southwest Washifgton has grown considerably in the last decade, which bias resulted in
increased demand for electricity and related infrastructure;. I understand the Bonneville Power-
Adnumst ation (EPA) sieves this project is essential to help keep the lights owfor the residents
of Southwest. Washington while At be same time provide much-needed additional capacity for
future economic growth.

At the same time, I share the concerns, particularly around route locations, that many of my
constituents have raised regarding this project.. I know BPA has made an effort to engage local
communities through a public comment process around the Environmental Impact Statement as
part of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). I appreciate pp 'cciate that you have already
respo ded to my earlier request and extended that comment period to lure that more residents
cpuld participate. I encourage you to continue to take the concerns of affected residents
seriously as you move forward with this process.

As your eont ue'to narrow the viable routes,

state has long enjoyed the benefits-of low-cost, re liable electricity from BPA, and I am
determined to keep those bene fits in; place. I appreciate the role you and BPA have played as a
partner in efforts to keep power rates law in Southwest Washington.

I look forward to nearing; from you on the steps you will take to deter- ne. appropriate routes
throughout this process and l  r,► ... r c ^c

? _ . t o .:r

cerely,

G1.^Patt ay
United States Senator

eMtttc PN crCu i;^p i
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Brookshire,Sherry S - TE-DITT-2

From: Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7
Sent: Tuesday, June 14, 2011 3:27 PM
To: Silverstein, Brian L - T-DITT2; Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2; Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3;

Pierce,Kathy - KEC-4; Brookshire,Sher ry S - TE-DITT-2
Cc: Asgharian,Maryam A - DKE-7; Johnson,G Douglas - DKPM-7; Klumpp,Elizabeth C - DKR-

WSGL; Marker,Douglas R - DKR-7; Munro,Christy - DK-7; Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7
Subject: FW: Citizens meeting with BPA last Friday
Attachments: 2011_ 0223Grey_Line_to_Share.kmz; Low Impact High Voltage Line Solution final (3).pdf;

Desired Outcomes - joint.pdf; Grey Line Coordinates CorrectedMayl 3,2011 .doc; Another Way
Map grey line area 8.pdf; Final_BPA_PResentation_20110609A.pptx

Attached are the materials from the meeting we had Friday, June 10 with the citizen group representatives. We
promised to meet with them again in the near future to provide them answers to their direct requests and provide
further clarification as necessary.
Brian Silverstein and I chatted today on how to proceed. Brian would like to have those of us who were at the
meeting get together ASAP to decide what we should respond to, who has the assignment, etc. Sher ry
Brookshire will schedule this internal meeting, hopefully within the next week or so (Silverstein. Bekkedahl.
Korsness Pierce. Grow). Within a week or so of that internal meeting we'll meet again with Richard and and
Terry, with the hope that the majority of the BPA team will be available. That timing will be determined as soon as
we have the internal meeting scheduled so that we can inform them of the timing.

Be aware that we expect a letter from Rep. Jaime Herrera Buetler sometime soon. At her meeting with Steve
Wright and staff she expressed her hope that there could be another route alternative farther away from
populated areas.
We also have a meeting scheduled with Cheryl Brantley of A Better Way for BPA on Monday, June 27 from 5:00 -
7:00 at the Salmon Creek hospital.

Luanna

Luanna Grow
Acting Manager, Public Communications

DKE-7

(503) 230-5246

From: Terry Constance [mailto: @gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, June 13, 2011 11:02 AM
To: Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7
Subject: Citizens meeting with BPA last Friday

Hi Luanna,

Please forward with attachments to those at the meeting Friday as I don't have Cathy's email
address.
They include both presentations, documents, google earth kmz and the grey line map
that matches the waypoints in the coordinates Word doc.
Please convey our thanks for allowing us to present the concerns of the people relating to

6/15/2011
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the 1-5 corridor project and impact to communities in Washington.
A special note of acknowledgement for Jim Luce that has played a pivotal role in the
process.

We are certainly open to assessment by BPA and hope to continue with future discussions
in this endeavor in hopes of reducing impact to so many people.

Best,
Terry Constance
No tines in Populated Areas Rural or Urban

6/15/2011
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Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2

From: James Luce [ @comcast.net ]
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2011 11:02 PM
To: 'Erna Sarasohn'
Subject: RE: BPA Meeting

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Red

That's fine, will pass it along.

-----Original Message-----
From: Erna Sarasohn [mailto: @yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2011 9:46 PM
To: Jim Luce
Subject: BPA Meeting

Jim,
I am sorry but I neglected to tell you if the meeting is on June 24, 2011 it
will have to be in the evening as Terry, Richard and I already have a
commitment the day of the 24th. We are available day or evening June 3 or
June 10, 2011.
I am sorry but our commitment during the day of the 24th completely slipped
my mind.
Erna

Tuesday, May 24, 2011 4:17 AM
From: "James Luce" < @comcast.net>View contact detailsTo: "Erna
Sarasohn" < @yahoo.com >

Thx, I will get going on my scheduling duties!

-----Original Message-----
From: Erna Sarasohn [mailto : @yahoo.com ]
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2011 5:31 PM
To: Jim Luce
Subject: BPA Meeting

Jim,
Terry, Richard and I are available June 3, June 10 and June 24, 2011. These
are all Fridays and we are able to meet days or evenings.
Have a wonderful vacation.
Erna



Hag this messageRE: BPA MeetingMonday, May 23, 2011 10:17 PM
From: "James Luce" < @comcast.net >View contact detailsTo: ".Erna
Sarasohn" < @yahoo.com >Cc: "Terry Constance" < @gmail.com>,
"Richard Van Dijk" < @alderspur.com >

Erna -

I am home again and will forward your suggested time and date to the
appropriate people.

I doubt that Peter Goldmark will be able to meet with us but will see what
is possible. Is Eric the local representative? Will see what I can do
here.

Give me a couple of other dates a little further into June, maybe the
following Thursday or Friday. I am on holiday for the next week plus and I
need to see if I can coordinate schedules with others. I am not a great
scheduler but will do my best:)

Regards,

Jim



L

Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2

From: James Luce [ @comcast.net ]
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2011 9:20 PM
To: Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2
Subject: FW: BPA Meeting Dates with Erna Sarshon's Group

Larry -

What do you think about these dates?

Jim

-----Original Message-----
From: James Luce [mailto: @comcast.net]
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2011 9:18 PM
To: 'Erna Sarasohn'
Subject: RE: BPA Meeting

Thx, I will get going on my scheduling duties!

-----Original Message-----
From: Erna Sarasohn [mailto: @yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, May 23, 2011 5:31 PM
To: Jim Luce
Subject: BPA Meeting

Jim,
Terry, Richard and I are available June 3, June 10 and June 24, 2011. These
are all Fridays and we are able to meet days or evenings.
Have a wonderful vacation.
Erna

Flag this messageRE: BPA MeetingMonday, May 23, 2011 10:17 PM
From: "James Luce" < @comcast.net >View contact detailsTo: "Erna
Sarasohn"' < @yahoo.com>Cc: "Terry Constance" < @gmail.com >,
"Richard Van Dijk" < @alderspur.com >

Erna -

I am home again and will forward your suggested time and date to the
appropriate people.

I doubt that Peter Goldmark will be able to meet with us but will see what
is possible. Is Eric the local representative? Will see what I can do
here.

Give me a couple of other dates a little further into June, maybe the
following Thursday or Friday. I am on holiday for the next week plus and I



need to see if I can coordinate schedules with others. I am not a great
scheduler but will do my best:)

Regards,

Jim
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Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2

From: James Luce [ @comcast.net ]
Sent: Monday, June 20, 2011 8:31 AM
To: Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2
Subject: FW: l-5/Brantley : What you're not being told
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Green

From: Cheryl Brantley [mailto: @msn.com]
Sent: Sunday, June 19, 2011 8:34 PM
Subject: What you're not being told

Hi Neighbor,

We've heard a lot of information throughout this project and it's been really
difficult to sort through the muck. Our board has worked many, many hours
to bring you the facts so you can make your own decisions about the
information out there. We've interviewed experts, researched hours upon
hours, traveled hundreds of miles, and taken hundreds of photos to get you
that truth. We've conducted numerous meetings for you, providing experts in
many fields for you get your questions answered. We have met with our
political representatives numerous times and met with BPA CEO Stephen
Wright and other administrative executives from BPA to have your voices
heard.

Attached is some pictures we put together to show another bit of critical
information regarding BPA's existing right of way. In these pictures from
BPA's Interactive Map, you will see (without a doubt) the exact areas where
BPA may need to purchase a few feet in a few places. You will be absolutely
shocked by these pictures, because one area is on agricultural lands and the
other areas are in heavily forested lands. All of these properties BPA may,
need to purchase are along the edges of the existing corridor of routes 9 and
25.

Counter this with 70 miles of a 150-foot clear-cut through our properties!
Once you've seen these satellite pictures from BPA's Interactive Map, you will
be convinced that a new rural route will have the largest impact on the most

8/29/2011
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Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3

From: Silverstein, Brian L - T-DITT2
Sent: Thursday, June 30, 2011 12:30 PM
To: ' @gmail.com '
Subject: Re: Citizen's Meeting last Friday

Thank you Terry. The two meetings were constructive and helpful for me. I appreciate the effort you have put
into this and your information will help us make a better decision.

One thing I've learned is that life is always better when you are looking forward.

Have a fun and safe 4th

Regards
Brian

From: Terry Constance [mailto: @gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 30, 2011 11:55 AM
Subject: Citizen's Meeting last Friday

We really appreciate having the opportunity to meet with you late Friday and hope we have a few issues
behind us.
Thanks for addressing many of the concerns we have.

Since I work a full time job, was only to get a partial field trip together before this meeting on the
southern end
of the grey line path. Yale / Merwin lake area and south.
In the next few weeks, I will be able to go over the Cowlitz county area and complete the redirection of
the path to more accurately portray on a map and Google earth that will be much more clear and precise.
I have also received GIS information from the Silver Falls in Clark Co. just today to add to coordinates.
Will contact Mark with this when completed.

We completely understand the impact to people, communities, homes and property including the human
and natural environment and share a very sincere concern of all parties involved in the 1-5 corridor
project.

It is our mission to see that the least overall impact to all is achieved in our efforts in this matter.
Erna has sent a brief summary of the meeting to Jim Luce who could not attend.
Have a great holiday!

Thanks,
Terry Constance

- -

8/18/2011



Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3

From: Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7
Sent: Tuesday, June 28, 2011 4:02 PM
To: Silverstein, Brian L - T-DITT2; Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2; Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3;

Pierce,Kathy - KEC-4
Cc: Munro,Christy - DK-7; Asgharian,Maryam A - DKE-7; Johnson,G Douglas - DKPM-7;

Klumpp,Elizabeth C - DKR-WSGL; Wittpenn,Nancy A - KEC-4
Subject: Key points for tonight's meeting

Attachments: 1-5 June 2011 mtg response.doc

Here are the key points we want to cover tonight in our meeting with the citizen group leaders at 5:30.
The meeting time will be limited to one hour, due to other commitments. We will be sending a follow-up letter to provide
further_clarification.

I-5 June 2011 mtg
response.doc...

Luanna Grow
Acting Manager, Public Communications
BPA DKE-7
(503) 230-5246
Ijgrow@bpa.gov

mailto:Ijgrow@bpa.gov


Response to citizen group leaders
June 28, 2011

Thank you for taking the time to research and document your views
presented at the recent meeting arranged by Jim Luce, chair of the Washington
Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council.

In our meeting on June 10, you asked for feedback on your presentation.

In that presentation, you state that we are neither following the intent nor the
spirit of the National Environmental Policy Act. This is not true.

NEPA

First, it is important to remember NEPA is a learning process and a process of
inquiry. As we evaluate and consider alternatives, we are continually learning
both pros and cons associated with each alternative. We have followed the NEPA
process to help us evaluate many projects and know from experience that the
process has value.

As you know, we will analyze the impacts of each alternative we have
discovered through field evaluation, as well as the potential impacts brought to
our attention through public meetings and comments. We will use this
information to compare the alternatives and what we could to mitigate impacts
and will document our findings in the draft Environmental Impact Statement. We
expect to issue the draft EIS later this year and will provide you and other
interested parties with another chance to review and comment on our findings.

Principles

At the meeting, you also presented us with principles you would like us to
follow over the next six months, as well as three desired outcomes.

Your principles are in line with the impacts we consider in BPA
environmental reviews. I am pleased to say that I expect that we will address
each of your desired outcomes in the draft EIS.



Requests from citizen groups

While your principles align well with the NEPA process, some of your specific
suggestions and timing requests are not possible at this time.

Grey line

We have reviewed possible locations north and east of current routes being
considered. We will consider additional comments we receive, including the
"grey line concept."

Adding and dropping segments

We do not rule out adding or dropping segments during environmental
review if our NEPA analysis supports either.

Power flow and load growth

We have identified inconsistencies in the power flow and load growth
projections BPA has received from Portland/Vancouver area utilities and
those in your presentation.

Schedule

We understand that you and landowners impacted by the project with whom you
have communicated are frustrated by the length of the process. We want to assure
you that we are evaluating the alternatives we have identified so that we can
release the draft EIS later this year and move the process forward.

Our I-5 Corridor Project Manager, Mark Korsness is preparing a written
response to some of these same points and will include a set of questions and
answers that may further assist you in explaining some of the issues.



Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3

From: Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7
Sent: Friday, June 24, 2011 4:45 PM
To: Silverstein, Brian L - T-DITT2; Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2; Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3;

Pierce,Kathy - KEC-4; Munro,Christy - DK-7; Johnson,G Douglas - DKPM-7
Cc: Brookshire, Sherry S - TE-DITT-2; Asgharian,Maryam A - DKE-7; Klumpp,Elizabeth C - DKR-

WSGL; Wittpenn,Nancy A - KEC-4
Subject: Follow up meeting with citizen groups - Tuesday night

Attachments: 1-5 June 2011 mtg response (5) MA CM LG LK LB.doc

Erna Sarasohn called to find out who will be attending the meeting Tuesday night at Legacy Hospital (5:30 - 7:30) from
BPA.
I assured her there would not be any new people, but they would like to know who they will be meeting with. I will be there.
Brian, Larry, Mark and Kathy - are you able to make it?

We have drafted a scripted response to the main issues they raised that Doug Johnson distributed this week (latest
version I have is attached)
Public affairs has other products we've been working on that may or may not be appropriate. I believe we need a
conference call or meeting Monday or early Tuesday to make sure we have covered the key issues, and to decide what we
will bring along to share either by presentation or handout..

Sherry - can you find a time that works for Brian, Larry and Mark and send out a meeting/conference call invitation for a
meeting Monday or Tuesday a.m. that includes all the people listed above, please?
Luanna

Luanna Grow
Acting Manager, Public Communications
BPA DKE-7
(503) 230-5246
ljgrow@bpa.gov

I-5 June 2011 mtg
response (5)...

mailto:ljgrow@bpa.gov


Proposed Response
June 10 presentation by citizen groups

Thank you for taking the time to research and document your views presented at
the recent meeting arranged b y Jim Luce, chair of the Washington Energy
Facility Site Evaluation Council .

In our meeting last week, you asked for feedback on your presentation. In that
presentation, you state that we are neither following the intent nor the spirit of
the National Environmental Policy Act. This is simply not true.

I would like to clarify some of the issues raised:

First, it is important to remember NEPA is a learning process. As we evaluate
and consider alternatives, we are continually learning both pros and cons
associated with each alternative. We have followed the NEPA process to help us
evaluate many projects and know from experience that the process has value.

As you know, we will analyze the impacts of each alternative we have
discovered through field evaluation, as well as the potential , impacts brought to
our attention through public meetings and comments. We will use this
information to compare the alternatives and what we could to mitigate impacts
and will document our findings in the draft Environmental Impact Statement.
We expect to issue the draft EIS later this year and will provide you and other
interested parties with another chance to review and comment on our findings.

At the meeting, you also presented us with principles you would like us to
follow over the next six months, as well as three desired outcomes. Your
principles are in line with the impacts we consider in BPA environmental
reviews. I am pleased to say that I expect that we will fully address each of your
desired outcomes in the draft EIS.

While your principles align well with the NEPA process, some of your specific
suggestions and timing requests are not possible at this time. At this stage of our
analysis, we are not prepared to add a new alternative such as the "grey line" to
the map of alternatives, nor are we eliminating any of the segments that make up
the current alternatives being considered. We have reviewed possible locations
for alternatives no rth and east of project alternatives currently being considered.
To date, none have been added to the current range of alternatives. We will
consider the additional comments we have received on the grey line concept.
We also will address the grey line concept and any segments added or eliminated
in the draft EIS.

We do not rule out adding or dropping segments during environmental review if
our NEPA analysis supports either. Also, as we have said before we cannot



accommodate a river crossing further east near Bonneville Dam because it is not
environmentally feasible and essentially doubles the length of the proposed line.

We have identified inconsistencies in the power flow and loadrog wth_
projections BPA has received from Portland/Vancouver area utilities and those
in y our presentation. We would like to work with you to reconcile these
differences and avoid confusion about these issues.

We understand that you and landowners impacted by the project with whom you
have communicated are frustrated by the length of the process. We want to
assure you that we are working as fast as we can to evaluate the alternatives we
have identified so that we can release the draft EIS later this year and move the
process forward.



Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3

From: Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3
Sent: Thursday, June 23, 2011 4:07 PM
To: Johnson,G Douglas - DKPM-7; Munro,Christy - DK-7; Asgharian,Maryam A - DKE-7;

Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7; Klumpp,Elizabeth C - DKR-WSGL; Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2;
Wittpenn,Nancy A - KEC-4; Pierce,Kathy - KEC-4

Subject: RE: 1-5 June meeting response

Cheryl Brantley called and we talked. I left a voice mail on Maryam's phone ....................Mark
Tracking: Recipient Read

Johnson,G Douglas - DKPM-7 Read: 6/23/2011 4:10 PM

Munro,Christy - DK-7

Asgharian,Maryam A - DKE-7 Read: 6/23/2011 4:09 PM

Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7 Read: 6/24/2011 7:39 AM

Klumpp,Elizabeth C - DKR-WSGL Read: 6/23/2011 5:19 PM

Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2

Wittpenn,Nancy A - KEC-4

Pierce,Kathy - KEC-4



Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3

From: Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3
Sent: Thursday, June 23, 2011 3:26 PM
To: Wittpenn,Nancy A - KEC-4
Cc: Johnson,G Douglas - DKPM-7
Subject: RE: 1-5 June meeting response

Understood.................

From: Wittpenn,Nancy A - KEC-4
Sent: Thursday, June 23, 2011 3:10 PM
To: Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3
Subject: RE: I-5 June meeting response

I had asked Doug to de-emphasize or remove the scenic gorge crossing since we are doing the exact same thing with the
Big Eddy project which they could easily point out to us. Focusing on the length of the line and bringing it back to Portland
is a better reason.

From: Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3
Sent: Thursday, June 23, 2011 3:00 PM
To: Johnson,G Douglas - DKPM-7; Munro,Christy - DK-7; Asgharian,Maryam A - DKE-7; Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7; Klumpp,Elizabeth C -

DKR-WSGL; Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2; Wittpenn,Nancy A - KEC-4; Pierce,Kathy - KEC-4
Subject: FW: I-5 June meeting response

Looks good.
Please consider changes highlighted in the attached.
Thanks.......................Mark

From: Johnson,G Douglas - DKPM-7
Sent: Wednesday, June 22, 2011 5:12 PM
To: Munro,Christy - DK-7; Asgharian,Maryam A - DKE-7; Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7; Klumpp,Elizabeth C - DKR-WSGL; Bekkedahl,Larry N -

TE-DITT-2; Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3; Wittpenn,Nancy A - KEC-4; Pierce,Kathy - KEC-4
Subject: I-5 June meeting response

As you know, we are having a follow up meeting with representatives of one of the 1-5 Citizens Group. This is an outline
for our next discussion and response to the information they presented at last Friday's meeting. Please take a look and
provide comments and feedback by COB Thursday, June 23. Thanks. If you have questions, please e-mail or call me.

<< File: 1-5 June 2011 mtg response (4) MA CM LG LK.doc >>

Doug Johnson
Bonneville Power Administration
503-230-5840



Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3

From: Wittpenn,Nancy A - KEC-4
Sent: Thursday, June 23, 2011 3:10 PM
To: Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3
Subject: RE: 1-5 June meeting response

I had asked Doug to de-emphasize or remove the scenic gorge crossing since we are doing the exact same thing with the
Big Eddy project which they could easily point out to us. Focusing on the length of the line and bringing it back to Portland
is a better reason.

From: Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3
Sent: Thursday, June 23, 2011 3:00 PM
To: Johnson,G Douglas - DKPM-7; Munro,Christy - DK-7; Asgharian,Maryam A - DKE-7; Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7; Klumpp,Elizabeth C -

DKR-WSGL; Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2; Wittpenn,Nancy A - KEC-4; Pierce,Kathy - KEC-4
Subject: FW: I-5 June meeting response

Looks good.
Please consider changes highlighted in the attached.
Thanks.......................Mark

From: Johnson,G Douglas - DKPM-7
Sent: Wednesday, June 22, 2011 5:12 PM
To: Munro,Christy - DK-7; Asgharian,Maryam A - DKE-7; Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7; Klumpp,Elizabeth C - DKR-WSGL; Bekkedahl,Larry N -

TE-DITT-2; Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3; Wittpenn,Nancy A - KEC-4; Pierce,Kathy - KEC-4
Subject: I-5 June meeting response

As you know, we are having a follow up meeting with representatives of one of the I-5 Citizens Group. This is an outline
for our next discussion and response to the information they presented at last Friday's meeting. Please take a look and
provide comments and feedback by COB Thursday, June 23. Thanks. If you have questions, please e-mail or call me.

<< File: 1-5 June 2011 mtg response (4) MA CM LG LK.doc >>

Doug Johnson
Bonneville Power Administration
503-230-5840



Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3

From: Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3
Sent: Thursday, June 23, 2011 3:00 PM
To: Johnson,G Douglas - DKPM-7; Munro,Christy - DK-7; Asgharian,Maryam A - DKE-7;

Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7; Klumpp,Elizabeth C - DKR-WSGL; Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2;
Wittpenn,Nancy A - KEC-4; Pierce,Kathy - KEC-4

Subject: FW: 1-5 June meeting response

Attachments: 1-5 June 2011 mtg response (4) MA CM LG LK.doc

Looks good.
Please consider changes highlighted in the attached.
Thanks.......................Mark

From: Johnson,G Douglas - DKPM-7
Sent: Wednesday, June 22, 2011 5:12 PM
To: Munro,Christy - DK-7; Asgharian,Maryam A - DKE-7; Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7; Klumpp,Elizabeth C - DKR-WSGL; Bekkedahl,Larry N -

TE-DITT-2; Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3; Wittpenn,Nancy A - KEC-4; Pierce,Kathy - KEC-4
Subject: I-5 June meeting response

As you know, we are having a follow up meeting with representatives of one of the I-5 Citizens Group. This is an outline
for our next discussion and response to the information they presented at last Friday's meeting. Please take a look and
provide comments and feedback by COB Thursday, June 23. Thanks. If you have questions, please e-mail or call me.

E]
I-5 June 2011 mtg

response (4)...

Doug Johnson
Bonneville Power Administration
503-230-5840

Tracking: Recipient Read
Johnson,G Douglas - DKPM-7 Read: 6/23/2011 3:01 PM

Munro,Christy - DK-7

Asgharian,Maryam A - DKE-7

Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7

Klumpp,Elizabeth C - DKR-WSGL

Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2

Wittpenn,Nancy A - KEC-4

Pierce,Kathy - KEC-4



Proposed Response
June 10 presentation by citizen groups

Thank you for taking the time to research and document your views.

In our meeting last week, you asked for feedback on your presentation. In that
presentation, you state that we are neither following the intent nor the spirit of
the National Environmental Policy Act. This is simply not true.

I would like to clarify some of the issues raised:

First, it is important to remember NEPA is a learning process. As we evaluate
and consider alternatives, we are continually learning both pros and cons
associated with each alternative. We have followed the NEPA process to help us
evaluate many projects and know from experience that the process has value.

As you know, we will analyze the impacts of each alternative we have
discovered through field evaluation, as well as the potential impacts brought to
our attention through public meetings and comments. We will use this
information to compare the alternatives and what we could to mitigate impacts
and will document our findings in the draft Environmental Impact Statement.
We expect to issue the draft EIS later this year and will provide you and other
interested parties with another chance to review and comment on our findings.

At the meeting, you also presented us with principles you would like us to
follow over the next six months, as well as three desired outcomes. Your
principles are in line with the impacts we consider in BPA environmental
reviews. I am pleased to say that I expect that we will fully address each of your
desired outcomes in the draft EIS.

While your principles align well with the NEPA process, some of your specific
suggestions and timing requests are not possible at this time. At this stage of our
analysis, we are not prepared to add a n even more northerl y and/or easterly route oute
than we have already developed. This means not adding another new alternative
such as the "grey line" to the map of alternatives, nor are we eliminating any of
the segments that make up the current alternatives being considered. We will
address the concept of an even more northerly and/or easterly route (g rey linel
and any segments added or eliminated in the draft EIS.

We do not rule out adding or dropping segments during environmental review if
our NEPA analysis supports either. Also, as we have said before we cannot
accommodate a river crossing further east near Bonneville Dam because it
requires crossing the protected Columbia River Scenic Gorge nd significantly
increases, the length of the proposed line as we would need to not only cross at

Deleted: is not environmentally
feasible

Deleted: essentially doubles



Bonneville Dam, but continue building the new line back to Troutdale or to
another substation in Oregon even farther away .

We understand that you and landowners impacted by the project with whom you
have communicated are frustrated by the length of the process. We want to
assure you that we are working as fast as we can to evaluate the alternatives we
have identified so that we can release the draft EIS later this year and move the
process forward.



Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3

From: Johnson,G Douglas - DKPM-7
Sent: Wednesday, June 22, 2011 5:12 PM
To: Munro,Christy - DK-7; Asgharian,Maryam A - DKE-7; Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7;

Klumpp,Elizabeth C - DKR-WSGL; Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2; Korsness,Mark A - TEP-
TPP-3; Wittpenn,Nancy A - KEC-4; Pierce,Kathy - KEC-4

Subject: 1-5 June meeting response

Attachments: 1-5 June 2011 mtg response (4) MA CM LG LK.doc

As you know, we are having a follow up meeting with representatives of one of the 1-5 Citizens Group. This is an outline
for our next discussion and response to the information they presented at last Friday's meeting. Please take a look and
provide comments and feedback by COB Thursday, June 23. Thanks. If you have questions, please e-mail or call me.

EJ
I-5 June 2011 mtg

response (4)...

Doug Johnson
Bonneville Power Administration
503-230-5840



Proposed Response
June 10 presentation by citizen groups

Thank you for taking the time to research and document your views.

In our meeting last week, you asked for feedback on your presentation. In that
presentation, you state that we are neither following the intent nor the spirit of
the National Environmental Policy Act. This is simply not true.

I would like to clarify some of the issues raised:

First, it is important to remember NEPA is a learning process. As we evaluate
and consider alternatives, we are continually learning both pros and cons
associated with each alternative. We have followed the NEPA process to help us
evaluate many projects and know from experience that the process has value.

As you know, we will analyze the impacts of each alternative we have
discovered through field evaluation, as well as the potential impacts brought to
our attention through public meetings and comments. We will use this
information to compare the alternatives and what we could to mitigate impacts
and will document our findings in the draft Environmental Impact Statement.
We expect to issue the draft EIS later this year and will provide you and other
interested parties with another chance to review and comment on our findings.

At the meeting, you also presented us with principles you would like us to
follow over the next six months, as well as three desired outcomes. Your
principles are in line with the impacts we consider in BPA environmental
reviews. I am pleased to say that I expect that we will fully address each of your
desired outcomes in the draft EIS.

While your principles align well with the NEPA process, some of your specific
suggestions and timing requests are not possible at this time. At this stage of our
analysis, we are not prepared to add a new alternative such as the "grey line" to
the map of alternatives, nor are we eliminating any of the segments that make up
the current alternatives being considered. We will address the grey line and any
segments added or eliminated in the draft EIS.

We do not rule out adding or dropping segments during environmental review if
our NEPA analysis supports either. Also, as we have said before we cannot
accommodate a river crossing further east near Bonneville Dam because it is not
environmentally feasible and essentially doubles the length of the proposed line.

We understand that you and landowners impacted by the project with whom you
have communicated are frustrated by the length of the process. We want to
assure you that we are working as fast as we can to evaluate the alternatives we



have identified so that we can release the draft EIS later this year and move the
process forward.



Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3

From: Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2
Sent: Sunday, June 19, 2011 5:36 PM
To: Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3; Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7; Pierce,Kathy - KEC-4
Cc: Klumpp,Elizabeth C - DKR-WSGL; Asgharian,Maryam A - DKE-7
Subject: Meeting tomorrow afternoon to discuss 1-5 neighborhood association presentations

Mark, Luanna, and Kathy,

Tomorrow afternoon we have a late afternoon meeting with Brian Silverstien to discuss the presentations we
heard on Friday, June 10th. It is hard to believe that a week has already flown by. After that meeting we have
one additional get together before meeting again with Erna, Richard and Terry on the evening of June 28th.
Brian will be out the rest of the week, so I wanted to get us together to start the discussion and make sure we are
working on the things that are most important to the group.

I am sure that you all have been thinking about what to focus on and how many of the comments that they made
should be rebutted. There were times that I wanted to stop the show and get in to the debate, but I am thinking
that we need to focus on a number of 'specific areas that will help us move forward if possible. One thing I
heard was that they don't want to be doing this forever, and moving toward a solution (which for them is east
county) is really what they desire.

There are three major areas that I thought we need to focus attention:

1) Energy Demand Forecast - Richards numbers don't seem to align with Planning's. (Mark - I would appreciate
it if you would take Richard's information to Planning and see what they think and how can we better display
this information).

2) The Grey Route - I heard from Steve W. this week and after the conversation with Congresswomen Herrera-
Butler (sp?) it was obvious that she wants the line on public lands or business lands, not private home owner
lands. Steve asked what would it take to move the line to the east side of DNR property (the steep slope area).
Also what would it take to move further North all the way to Lewis River dam in lieu of Merwin to cross then
go west to match up with our proposed route on Weihauser land. If you recall DNR wanted us on the eastside
of their property and they also didn't want us up by Yale, but that would avoid the Yale Valley home owners. I
was convinced by Terry's map that we made the right choice not going north of Silver Lake.

3) Kathy, I am not sure how we should address Terry's comments on the NEPA process. He makes lots of
claims, and I am sure that any lawyer can come up with a good reason why we are not following a particular
rule. I am wondering if there is a way to address the issues in a holistic way.

4) I said there were only three, but I think there is a 4th that they could assist us with - the matrix of issues that
will assist us in determining the best route. This is an area that we could get there specific input and it will be
different than the other neighborhood groups, but it does get them to focus on what they believe is the best
solution.

I am sure that there are other issues that you guys caught in the presentations that you would like to see them
change. We can discuss tomorrow, but I wanted you to be thinking about these three items before we get
together.

Thanks
Larry



Page 1 of 1

Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3

From: Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7
Sent: Monday, June 13, 2011 11:39 AM
To: 'Terry Constance'; Silverstein, Brian L - T-DITT2; Bekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2; Korsness,Mark A -

TEP-TPP-3; Pierce,Kathy - KEC-4
Cc: Brookshire, Sherry S - TE-DITT-2
Subject: RE: Citizens meeting with BPA last Friday

Terry,
Thank you for sending us the presentation materials from our meeting on Friday. I'm sending them on to the rest
of the group.
We look forward to meeting with you again very soon to provide you the promised feedback, and will be
scheduling that in the near future.
Luanna

Luanna Grow
Acting Manager, Public Communications

DKE-7

(503) 230-5246

From: Terry Constance [maiIto: @gmaiI.com ]
Sent: Monday, June 13, 2011 11:02 AM
To: Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7
Subject: Citizens meeting with BPA last Friday

Hi Luanna,

Please forward with attachments to those at the meeting Friday as I don't have Cathy's email
address.
They include both presentations, documents, google earth kmz and the grey line map
that matches the waypoints in the coordinates Word doc.
Please convey our thanks for allowing us to present the concerns of the people relating to
the 1-5 corridor project and impact to communities in Washington.
A special note of acknowledgement for Jim Luce that has played a pivotal role in the
process.

We are certainly open to assessment by BPA and hope to continue with future discussions
in this endeavor in hopes of reducing impact to so many people.

8/18/2011

Best,
Terry Constance
No lines in Populated Areas Rural or Urban
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Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3

From: Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7
Sent: Monday, June 13, 2011 11:48 AM
To: Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3
Subject: ****** FW: Citizens meeting with BPA last Friday
Attachments: 2011_0223Grey_Line_to_Share.kmz; Low Impact High Voltage Line Solution final (3).pdf; Desired

Outcomes - joint.pdf; Grey Line Coordinates Corrected May13,2011.doc; Another Way Map grey
li ne area 8.pdf; Final_BPA_PResentation_201 1 0609A.pptx

Mark,
I've blindcopied Maryam and Liz so they have these files.
Let me know what you need from public affairs in way of support.
How do you (transmission) plan to reconvene about this, and do you know who is going to reschedule with them, etc.?
Luanna

Luanna Grow
Acting Manager, Public Communications

DKE-7

(503) 230-5246

From: Terry Constance [mailto: @gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, June 13, 2011 11:02 AM
To: Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7
Subject: Citizens meeting with BPA last Friday

Hi Luanna,

Please forward with attachments to those at the meeting Friday as I don't have Cathy's email
address.
They include both presentations, documents, google earth kmz and the grey line map
that matches the waypoints in the coordinates Word doc.
Please convey our thanks for allowing us to present the concerns of the people relating to the 1-5
corridor project and impact to communities in Washington.
A special note of acknowledgement for Jim Luce that has played a pivotal role in the process.

We are certainly open to assessment by BPA and hope to continue with future discussions
in this endeavor in hopes of reducing impact to so many people.

8/18/2011

Best, .
Terry Constance
No lines in Populated Areas Rural or Urban
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98682
Vancouver, WA 98686 F;Another Way BPA P.O. Box 820152 Vancouver, WA

Citizens Against the Towers 13023 NE Hwy 99 Ste. 7
Yale Valley Coalition PO Box 44 Cougar, WA 98616

Bonneville Power Administration I-5 Corridor Proposal

Citizen's Desired Outcomes and Principals

Principals:

1. Human Impact Assessment

A. Elevate human impacts over marginal increases in the delivered cost of electricity to the final
consumers over the minimal impact it would have on the natural environment.

B. Minimize electrocution risks of lines fallen by wind, ice, landslides, earthquakes or accidents;
consider two thirds of the span between towers as the minimum clearance for new electric
transmission lines from homes and schools.

C. Subject to 1A above, adopt California's prudent avoidance approach regarding possible EMF
health risks for homes and schools.

• See NEPA footnote.

2. Economic Impact Assessment:

Consider the long-term and recurring lost economic opportunity costs of the routes to the
Southwest Washington public and local governments. This analysis should determine the impact of
the lines on local economies within a date range, including the economic impacts on the local
communities who may or may not benefit from the new transmission lines. These regional costs of
degrading economically more valuable lands could be compared to the marginal increases or
decreases in the delivered cost of electricity to final consumers.

I mpact to property owners must be minimized and at the same time the most cost effective
approach should be used. The grey line, although longer, is the least expensive due to being
unpopulated and timberlands being assessed at a much lower valuation. Due to The planned
removal of existing towers and lines within existing easements, will be prohibitive and would subject
property owners to excessive burden and ratepayers to additional expense over other alternatives in
unpopulated areas. The litigation that would be generated should also be part of the cost analysis
for this project.

1 NEPA footnote:
Throughout NEPA, environment is referred to in three ways: natural environment, human environment and environment. When just the
natural or human environment is intended in the text, it is so identified. When "environment" is used alone it must, therefore, be intended to
refer to both the human and natural environment. That is the result of just common sense reading of the statutory language. The general
term means the "whole," the specific term means the "part of the whole." Those of us from the property rights perspective tend to react to
the word "environment" as something only for nature. When reading NEPA, "environment" includes both the human and natural.



Another Way BPA P.O. Box 820152 Vancouver, WA 98682
Citizens Against the Towers 13023 NE Hwy 99 Ste. 7 Vancouver, WA 98686
Yale Valley Coalition PO Box 44 Cougar, WA 98616

3. Full Individual Compensation:

Develop fair compensation for affected property owners for their actual cost of granting easements
or their actual cost of moving to avoid safety risks from new power lines. Include these costs in the
evaluation of different routes. An unbiased board made up of an uneven number of members
should administer the compensation. These members should not be affiliated with government
agencies or be their representatives.

A. Compensation should include expenses and resettlement losses to property owners who are
displaced.

B. Compensate property owners to cover the recurring property taxes property owners must pay
for the land rendered unusable for their intended residential or business purposes.

C. Compensate tree and other agricultural farmers and ranchers based on the actuarial of lost
income, plus the higher operating costs. Compensation to include those that are not only
farmers and ranchers, but are using properties as businesses or for other income.

D. The project must have minimal impact on private individual property owners. Regardless of
which proposed BPA route is chosen, the lines must follow property lines, running along
edges/borders, instead of bisecting properties. Any new easements must also have minimal
i mpact and not disect their land. Private property owners have the same rights as government
land owners.

E. Property owners who lose real estate to this project should be financially compensated for
losses of homes and land. In instances where agricultural and farmland properties are
concerned, landowners should be compensated and made whole for the present and future
losses they'll incur. Loss of scenic, aesthetic value is important as well and should be factored in
to the financial loss a property owner may experience. This loss in value should be assessed by
an independent property consultant, or Realtor.

4. Natural Impact assessment:

A. Protection of wildlife, habitat and wetlands.
B. Protection of water sources, above and below ground.
C. No clear cutting of trees beyond defined line easement boundaries.

• See NEPA footnote

2 NEPA footnote:
Throughout NEPA, environment is referred to in three ways: natural environment, human environment and environment. When just the
natural or human environment is intended in the text, it is so identified. When "environment" is used alone it must, therefore, be intended to
refer to both the human and natural environment. That is the result of just common sense reading of the statutory language. The general
term means the "whole," the specific term means the "part of the whole." Those of us from the property rights perspective tend to react to
the word "environment" as something only for nature. When reading NEPA, "environment" includes both the human and natural.



98682
Vancouver, WA 98686

Another Way BPA P.O. Box 820152 Vancouver, WA
Citizens Against the Towers 13023 NE Hwy 99 Ste. 7
Yale Valley Coalition PO Box 44 Cougar, WA 98616

Desired Outcomes:

1. Add gray line concept preferred by citizens to BPA map

A. This concept minimizes human safety risks and regional economic impacts. Provides for increased
electrical reliability, low security risks and allows the expansion room for future grid
i mprovements.

B. BPA must adequately mitigate fire risks, erosion from off-road vehicle access, and water pollution
from herbicide maintenance practices of power line easements on all routes.

C. Consider public/private partnerships and similar mechanisms of citizen involvement to ensure
proper environmental and wildlife stewardship, fire safety, and line security in all areas.

D. The easterly grey line is unpopulated and mostly timberlands. The assessed valuation is much
lower so although longer in length, costs would be less.

2. Full Evaluation of Connection Options by Using the Existing Crossing at Camas and Bonneville Dam

A. Include cost comparisons and impacts of any needed substations for utilizing existing river
crossing at Camas and comparison to Bonneville Dam.

B. The Bonneville Dam option minimizes the human impact and reliability risks of a Camas area
Columbia River crossing due to population, existing lines and local issues.

C. Engineering ingenuity should be used, and lines could be buried in areas of county or city or
where statute or code requires them underground.

3. Remove the following proposed sectors from consideration, as they are inessential and not in
compliance with NEPA minimum alternative requirements.
10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 18, 23, 26, 28, 30, 35, P, H, G, J, and possibly others.

Another Way BPA Citizens Against the Towers Yale Valley Coalition

3 NEPA footnote:
Throughout NEPA, environment is referred to in three ways: natural environment, human environment and environment. When just the
natural or human environment is intended in the text, it is so identified. When "environment" is used alone it must, therefore, be intended to
refer to both the human and natural environment. That is the result of just common sense reading of the statutory language. The general
term means the "whole," the specific term means the "part of the whole." Those of us from the property rights perspective tend to react to
the word "environment" as something only for nature. When reading NEPA, "environment" includes both the human and natural.
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i-5 Corridor Reinforcement
Project Study Area Map
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Repetitive Activity Report

Meeting Coordinator:

Legacy Salmon Creek Hospital
2211 NE 139th Street
Vancouver WA 98686
(360) 487-1054
(360) 487-1059
rTTII

Event# 121,369
Event: BPA
Contact:
Phone:
FAX:

Event Memo:
Date Start End Activi ty Name

6/28/2011 5:30PM 7:30PM BPA

7/20/2011 6:00PM 8:00PM BPA

Room Sch'd Status # Aft

C Scheduled 11
D
B Scheduled 11

Generated On: 6/15/2011 at 10:36AM Page 1 of 1
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Vancouver WA 98686
(360) 487-1054
(360) 487-1059

Event# 121,369
Event: BPA
Contact:
Phone:
FAX:

Event Memo:
Date Start End Activity Name

BPA
6/27 2 5:00PM 7:00PM BPA

Repetitive Activity Report

Meeting Coordinator:

Sch'd Status # Aft

Scheduled 11
Scheduled 11
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Generated On: 6/8/2011 at 10:36AM Page 1 of 1
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Wilber,Michelle L - TES-CSB-1

From: Brookshire,Sher ry S - TE-DITT-2 on behalf of Bekkedahl,Lar ry N - TE-DITT-2
Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2011 10:43 AM
To: Wilber,Michelle L - TES-CSB-1; MacPherson-Coldwell,Carri A - TEL-TPP-3
Subject: FW: FOIA-BPA-201 1-01701-F June 10 and 28 mtgs Another Way BPA

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Purple

Attachments: BPA-201 1-01701 -FRequest.pdf n ,^,

Here is something Larry might need help with next week.

Sherry U

360-418-2613

From: Korsness,Mark A - TEP-TPP-3
Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2011 10:21 AM
To: Silver$tjn_Rrian i - T-D ekkedahl,Larry N - TE-DITT-2; Pierce,Kathy - KEC-4; Grow,Luanna J - DKE-7
Subjectk FOIA-BPA-2011-01701-9June 10 and 28 mtgs Another Way BPA

I need your help.
You are required to thoroughly search all electronic and paper documents that you have or that you have access to related

JnthA 1 -5 project andprovide 1 hard copy of each of those documents, to myself (Mark Korsness TEP TPP-3) by
Monda ̂ , August 29, 2011.

eaPT se provicdee the following:

-Provide copies of all emails, memos, meeting minutes, presentations delivered by all 1-5 project opposition groups and
hand written notes of Brian Silverstein, Lar ry Bekkedahl, Mark Korsness, Kathy Pierce and Luanna Grow taken before,
during and after the meetings held with representatives of Another Way BPA on June 10 and June 28, 2011. The
requested materials to include internal communications within BPA, BPA and the DOE and BPA and representatives of
EFSEC whether acting in a private or public capacity. Existing documents from May 1, 2011 through August 14, 2011
only.

Please do not forward emails or provide electronic copies of documents. Please do not create or alter documents to
respond to this request. Please staple or clip multi page documents together. Please note your name and the FOIA
number on a piece of paper with any documents you send to me. Please do not assume documents provided will satisfy
more than one FOIA request. Each FOIA request must be responded to separately. Please do not with-hold information
for privacy act reasons or for critical infrastructure reasons, instead, call me to discuss first and note your concerns with
the documents when you provide them.
Call me if you have questions.
Thanks..........Mark Korsness x6326

BPA-201 1-01701-F 
Request.pdf (1...
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STATE OF WASHINGTON

ENERGY FACILITY SITE EVALUATION COUNCIL
PO Box 43172 . Olympia, Washington 98504-3172

February 28, 2011

Ms Cheryl Brantley
A Better Way for BPA
PO Box 704
Amboy, Washington 98601)

ai

li`~ 	C'

1rt'^^

Ms. Erna Sarashon
Another Way BPA
3909 NE 134th Street
Vancouver, Washington 98686

Dear Ms Brantley and Ms Sarashon:

As you are aware, the Washington State Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council (EFSEC) is
coordinating the planning of the Bonneville Power Administration's (BPA's) proposed 1-5
transmission upgrade with state agencies and listening to public comments. Additionally, in my
capacity as EFSEC Chair, I recently met with you and members of your groups to discuss your
views on this project.

The purpose of this letter is to summarize what I heard from you during our meetings, and
reaffirm my suggestions to you as to how to most effectively communicate your views to EFSEC
and, to the extent you feel appropriate, to BPA.

In our meetings you acknowledged that the 1-5 upgrade is necessary for reliability purposes and
will cross Clark County in some configuration. Your groups disagree on where the line should
be built. "Another Way BPA" believes that the line should be built in the eastern pa rt of the
county where the population is less dense, while "A Better Way for BPA" believes that the line
should utilize the existing right of way, which is a more densely populated area.

As I explained, EFSEC takes no position on where the line will be built. That is a decision, as you
agreed, that is for BPA alone to make with input from the State and other interest groups such



„i^

Ms. Che ryl Brantley and Ms. Erna Sarashon
Februa ry 25' 2011
Page 2of2
as your own. The draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) expected later this year may
provide some clarity on this question.

My recommendation to both of your groups during our meetings was, and remains, to work
together to:

• Avoid drawing lines on maps and insisting that the 1-5 upgrade be built in any
specific location since this is BPA's job.

• Work together to develop a list of as many principles as you can agree upon,
such as minimizing environmental impacts, costs, and aesthetics.

• Recognize that your strongly felt opinions on whether an "eastern route” or the
"existing right-of-way" is appropriate may not prevail, and consider carefully
what mitigation you feel would be appropriate in that event.

When and if your groups jointly agree upon this approach, and a ffirm to BPA as you did to me
that the 1-5 upgrade is necessary for reliability and will in some configuration traverse Clark
County, I will encourage senior BPA officials to meet with you and discuss your views prior to
the issuance of the draft Environmental Impact Statement. As mentioned earlier, I cannot
guarantee BPA would agree to such a meeting, but I will encourage it as a helpful step for all
concerned.

Sincerely,

Ji m Luce
Chair, Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council
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Another Way BPA P.O. Box 820152 Vancouver, WA
Citizens Against the Towers 13023 NE Hwy 99 Ste.
Yale Valley Coalition PO Box 44 Cougar, WA 98616

98682
Vancouver, WA 98686 MA

April 10 `h, 2011

Mr. Jim Luce, Chair
State of Washington
ENERGY FACILITY SITE EVALUATION COUNCIL
PO Box 43172
Olympia, Washington 98504-3172

Dear Jim,

Another Way BPA, Citizens Against The Towers and the Yale Valley Coalition have found little common
ground with the position of A Better Way for BPA.

Due to our experience of negativity, resistance and inconsistent positions by A Better for BPA, along with
the lack of concern for the human environment, we have concluded they do not have a true interest in
unity or the best interests of all of the impacted citizens in either rural and urban areas at heart.

We cannot, in good conscience, support A Better Way's efforts only to promote the use of the existing
ROW, which would negatively impact thousands of property owners. For these reasons, we cannot
continue to remain engaged in efforts to find common ground with A Better Way for BPA.
This new position of only promoting the use of the existing ROW, has caused many members of A Better
Way for BPA to feel that they can no longer support to the group and have formed a new group - the Yale
Valley Coalition. We support the Yale Valley Coalition, as their mission is the same as ours.

The BPA 1-5 corridor reinforcement proposal impact assessment summary

After exhaustive review relating to the enormous impact to the residents of Clark and Cowlitz counties in
urban and rural populated areas, the following joint collective position has been reached.
We collectively oppose the 1-5 corridor reinforcement proposal and all BPA routes submitted as they
currently exist. There is simply too much impact on humans, their property and the environment with the
project as currently being proposed.

We have suggested an eastern unpopulated alternative that BPA must fully study to be included in the
DEIS. The general location represents the least overall impact for consideration by the EFSEC and the BPA.
The defined waypoints and map overlay with the general location of the grey line have been submitted to
BPA engineer and Project Manager, Mark Korsness.

Respectfully,

Terry Constance Erna Sarasohn Ardie Stein
Another Way BPA Citizens Against the Towers Yale Valley Coalition

NO LINES IN POPULATED AREAS — RURAL OR URBAN s': !



CITIZENS GROUPS COMMON GROUND OVERVIEW

Another Way BPA - Citizens Against the Towers - Yale Valley Coalition

As per your request we have delineated common grounds in deliberation among Board and Committee
members relating to impact upon citizens of Clark and Cowlitz counties by the Bonneville Power
Administration's 1-5 Corridor reinforcement proposal.

Desired Principles:

1. Human Impact Assessment

A. Elevate human impacts over marginal increases in the delivered cost of electricity to the final
consumers over the minimal impact it would have on the natural environment.

B. Minimize electrocution risks of lines fallen by wind, ice, landslides, earthquakes or accidents;
consider two thirds of the span between towers as the minimum clearance for new electric
transmission lines from homes and schools.

C. Subject to 1A above, adopt California's prudent avoidance approach regarding possible EMF health
risks for homes and schools.
* See NEPA footnote.

2. Economic Impact Assessment:

Consider the long-term and recurring lost economic opportunity costs of the routes to the Southwest
Washington public and local governments. This analysis should determine the impact of the lines on local
economies within a date range, including the economic impacts on the local communities who may or may
not benefit from the new transmission lines. These regional costs of degrading economically more valuable
lands could be compared to the marginal increases or decreases in the delivered cost of electricity to final
consumers.

I mpact to property owners must be minimized and at the same time the most cost effective approach
should be used. The grey line, although longer, is the least expensive due to being unpopulated and
timberlands being assessed at a much lower valuation. The planned removal of existing towers and lines
within existing easements, will not only be cost prohibitive and would subject property owners to
excessive burden and ratepayers to additional expense over other alternatives in unpopulated areas. The
litigation that would be generated should also be part of the cost analysis for this project.

3. Full Individual Compensation:

Develop fair compensation for affected property owners for their actual cost of granting easements or their
actual cost of moving to avoid safety risks from new power lines. Include these costs in the evaluation of
different routes. An unbiased board made up of an uneven number of members should administer the
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compensation. These members should not be affiliated with government agencies or be their
representatives.

A. Compensation should include expenses and resettlement losses to property owners who are
displaced.

B. Compensate property owners to cover the recurring property taxes property owners must pay for
the land rendered unusable for their intended residential or business purposes.

G Compensate tree and other agricultural farmers and ranchers based on the actuarial of lost income,
plus the higher operating costs. Compensation to include those that are not only farmers and
ranchers, but are using properties as a business or for other income.

D. The project must have minimal impact on private individual property owners. Regardless of which
proposed BPA route is chosen, the lines must follow property lines, running along edges/borders,
instead of bisecting properties. Any new easements must also have minimal impact and not
bifurcate their land. Private property owners have the same rights as government land owners.

E. Property owners who lose real estate to this project should be financially compensated for losses of
homes and land. In instances where agricultural and farmland properties are concerned,
landowners should be compensated and made whole for the present and future losses they'll incur.
Loss of scenic, aesthetic value is important as well and should be factored in to the financial loss a
property owner may experience. This loss in value should be assessed by an independent property
consultant, or Realtor.

4. Natural Impact assessment:

A. Protection of wildlife, habitat and wetlands.
B. Protection of water sources, above and below ground.
C. No clear cutting of trees beyond defined line easement boundaries.

• See NEPA footnote

Desired Outcomes:

1. Add gray line concept preferred by citizens to the BPA map

A. This concept minimizes human safety risks and regional economic impacts. Provides for increased
electrical reliability, low security risks and allows the expansion room for future grid improvements.

B. BPA must adequately mitigate fire risks, erosion from off-road vehicle access, and water pollution
from herbicide maintenance practices of power line easements on all routes.

C. Consider public/private partnerships and similar mechanisms of citizen involvement to ensure
proper environmental and wildlife stewardship, fire safety, and line security in all areas.

D. The easterly grey line is unpopulated and mostly timberlands. The assessed valuation is much lower
so although longer in length, costs would be less.

E.

2. Full Evaluation of Connection Options by Using the Existing Crossing at Camas and Bonneville Dam

A. Include cost comparisons and impacts of any needed substations for utilizing existing river
crossing at Camas and comparison to Bonneville Dam.

B. The Bonneville Dam option minimizes the human impact and reliability risks of a Camas area
Columbia River crossing due to population, existing lines and local issues.



C. Engineering ingenuity should be used, and lines could be buried in areas of county or city or where
statute or code requires them underground.

Remove the following proposed sectors from consideration, as they are inessential and not in
compliance with NEPA minimum alternative requirements.
10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 18, 23, 26, 28, 30, 35, P, H, G, J, and possibly others.

NEPA footnote:
Throughout NEPA, environment is referred to in three ways: natural environment, human environment and environment. When just the natural
or human environment is intended in the text, it is so identified. When "environment" is used alone it must, therefore, be intended to refer to
both the human and natural environment. That is the result of just common sense reading of the statutory language. The general term means
the "whole," the specific term means the "part of the whole." Those of us from the property rights perspective tend to react to the word
"environment" as something only for nature. When reading NEPA, "environment" includes both the human and natural.
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people.

We hope this helps you understand just exactly what is at stake when it comes
to property rights and loss of those rights if BPA cuts our land into pieces.

Attached
1)1-5 ROW-Nov2010 Spreadsheet from BPA that's been highlighted showing
the areas along routes 9 and 25 where BPA needs a few feet
2) Routes 9 and 25 BPA Existing Right of Way Taken from BPA's online
Interactive Map. You can click here to search this info for yourself:
http://gis. bpa.gov/gis/i5/gmviewer . html

Take care,
Cheryl
Cheryl Brantley
A Better Way for BPA
http ://abetterway4bpa.org

"Every accomplishment starts with the decision to try."

8/29/2011

http://gis.bpa.gov/gis/i5/gmviewer



