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Opening Items:
ÅCall to Order
ÅRoll Call
ÅAnnouncements
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Announcements:

ÅReminder that this meeting is being held in its entirety via teleconference and 
webinar.

ÅReminder to Council and to anyone addressing the Council to please remember 
to state your full name clearly, and no not use the speakerphone feature, as it will 
create feedback.

ÅYou may sign up for email notices by clicking the link on the agenda or the Council 
webpage. 

ÅYou are also welcome to access the online mapping tool and any documents by 
visiting our website.



Announcements continued:

ÅPlease silence your cell phones

ÅtƭŜŀǎŜ ǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ άwŀƛǎŜ ¸ƻǳǊ IŀƴŘέ ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜ ƛƴ ²ŜōŜȄ ǘƻ ǎǇŜŀƪ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ 
hearing, or press *3 to raise your hand if you are participating by telephone.

ÅEnergy Facility Council meetings shall be conducted in a respectful and courteous 
manner where everyone is allowed to state their positions at the appropriate times 
consistent with Council rules and procedures. Willful accusatory, offensive, 
insulting, threatening, insolent,or slanderous comments which disrupt the Council 
meeting are not acceptable. Pursuant to Oregon Administrative Rule 345-011-0080, 
any person who engages in unacceptable conduct which disrupts the meeting may 
be expelled.



Boardman to Hemingway Request for Amendment 2  
Council Decision on Requests for Contested Case

Kellen Tardaewether, Senior Siting Analyst, ODOE

August 22-23 2024

Agenda Item G1
(Action Item)



Agenda Item Overview

ÅThursday, August 22, 2024
ÅFacility and Request for Amendment 2 (RFA2) Overview
ÅBegin Review of Contested Case Requests

ÅFriday August 23, 2024
ÅContinue Review of Contested Case Requests
ÅPossible Final Decision on RFA2



Energy Facility Siting Amendment Process
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Boardman to Hemingway: Approved Facility 
Overview
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Certificate Holder
Idaho Power Company 

Approved Facility
Approximately 273 miles of predominantly 
550 kV transmission line, includes 8 
alternative routes (ASC and RFA1) and related 
or supporting facilities 

Facility Location:
Morrow, Umatilla, Union, Baker and Malheur 
Counties 



Approved Facility Overview
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B2H RFA2: Amendment Request

10

RFA2 seeks approval from 
EFSC for the following 
changes: 

1. Redefine the site 
boundary and 
micrositing areas; and 
expand site boundary;



B2H RFA2: Amendment Request
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RFA2 seeks approval from EFSC for 
the following changes: 

2. Add micrositing areas for 
transmission line route 
alternatives, road and work area 
alternatives



B2H RFA2: Amendment Request
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RFA2 seeks approval from EFSC for the 
following changes (continued): 

3. Construct and operate a Midline Capacitor 
Station in Union County;

4. Increase the width of some temporary 
construction roads;

5. Amend language of site certificate 
conditions.



B2H RFA2: Procedural History
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Milestone Responsible Party Date

Preliminary RFA2 Cert Holder 06/30/2023

Request for Additional Information (RAI) ODOE
08/29/2023 

(ongoing)

Approval of Modified Analysis Area ODOE 12/20/2023

Complete RFA2 Filed Cert Holder 04/11/2024

Draft Proposed Order ODOE 04/16/2024

Draft Proposed Order Public Hearing/Close of Comment 

Period
EFSC 05/31/2024

Deadline for Certificate Holder to Respond to Comments Cert Holder 06/05/2024

EFSC Review of DPO, Public Comments, & Responses
EFSC Review of DPO & 

Public Comments
06/14/2024

Proposed Order ODOE 06/28/2024

Deadline to Submit Requests for Contested Case Public 07/29/2024

EFSC Review of CC and Possible Final Order EFSC
08/22 and 

08/23/2024



A person who intends to raise any issue that may be the basis for a contested case must raise an issue:

Åthat is within the jurisdiction of the Council;

Åin person at the hearing or in a written comment submitted to the Department before the 
deadline of the public hearing;

Åwith sufficient specificity to afford the Council, the Department and the certificate holder an 
adequate opportunity to respond, ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ŦŀŎǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊǎƻƴΩǎ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƛǎǎǳŜ.

üIf Council finds that the person requesting a contested case failed to comment in person or in 
writing on the record of the DPO public hearing or failed to properly raise any issue, as described 
ŀōƻǾŜΣ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ Ƴǳǎǘ ŘŜƴȅ ǘƘŀǘ ǇŜǊǎƻƴΩǎ ŎƻƴǘŜǎǘŜŘ ŎŀǎŜ ǊŜǉǳŜǎǘΦ 

Contested Case Request Thresholds

EFSC Consideration of Issues in a Possible Contested Case



üTo determine that an issue justifies a contested case 
proceeding, the Council must find that the request raises a 
significant issue of fact or law that is reasonably likely to 
ŀŦŦŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘȅΣ ǿƛǘƘ 
the change proposed by the amendment, meets the 
applicable laws and Council standards included in chapter 
345 divisions 22, 23 and 24. If the Council does not have 
jurisdiction over the issue raised in the request, the Council 
must deny the request.

Contested Case Request Thresholds

EFSC Consideration of Issues in a Possible Contested Case



Council Options on Contested Case Requests

¶Hold the Contested Case ς The request meets the requirements on the prior slide and raises 
ŀ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ƛǎǎǳŜ ƻŦ ƭŀǿ ƻǊ ŦŀŎǘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ǊŜŀǎƻƴŀōƭȅ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ ŀŦŦŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ 
on whether the facility, with the changes proposed by the amendment, meets applicable 
standards and laws.

¶Remand Proposed Order to Department ς Same as above but an amendment to the 
Proposed Order would resolve the significant issue of law or fact that is reasonably likely to 
ŀŦŦŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘȅΣ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀƴƎŜǎ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ 
amendment, meets applicable standards and laws.

¶Deny Request for Contested Case ς If the Council finds that the request does not identify a 
properly raised issue that justifies a contested case proceeding, the Council must deny the 
request. 



March Issue 1

Kevin March Issue 1:
Headwater and ephemeral streams are not accurately documented, will be 
impacted and are not mitigated under Fish and Wildlife Habitat and Threatened 
ŀƴŘ 9ƴŘŀƴƎŜǊŜŘ {ǇŜŎƛŜǎ ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘǎ ŀƴŘ h5C²Ωǎ CƛǎƘ tŀǎǎŀƎŜ [ŀǿΦ

Department Recommendation:
ÅProperly Raised ς Yes



March Issue 1

Department Recommendation: 
ÅSignificant Issue of Fact or Law ς No, because:
ÅEphemeral streams are protected under Clean 

Water Act through the 1200-C permit. Existing 
Condition GEN-SP-01 requires that the certificate 
holder obtain/comply with 1200-C permit. 

ÅEphemeral streams are evaluated in wetland 
delineations prepared for DSL. Existing Condition 
PRE-RF-01 requires that, prior to construction, the 
certificate holder conduct updated wetland 
delineation surveys.
ÅThe coordinates provided represent a location 

that was surveyed by the certificate holder in 
2022 as part of a preconstruction requirement 
under PRE-RF-01. 



Council Deliberation & Decision on 
March Issue 1



Gilbert Issue 1

Irene Gilbert Issue 1:
RFA2 Proposed Order fails to require a full review of the area added to the site 
boundary required by OAR 345-027-0375(2).

Department Recommendation:
ÅProperly Raised ς Yes



Gilbert Issue 1

Department Recommendation: 
ÅSignificant Issue of Fact or Law ς No, because:
ÅOAR 345- 027-0375(2)(a), the Proposed Order assesses whether the proposed 
ŜȄǇŀƴŘŜŘ ǎƛǘŜ ōƻǳƴŘŀǊȅ ƳŜŜǘǎ ŜŀŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘǎ ƛƴ h!w опр 5ƛǾƛǎƛƻƴ 
22 and the applicable standards in Divisions 23 and 24. 
ÅThis does not mean that the review done for the ASC must be re-done. The ASC 

and RFA1 approved facility are outside of the scope of RFA2, unless included in 
RFA2. The Council cannot reverse those final decisions. 

ÅCouncil rules do not require the entire 0.5-mile expanded site boundary to be 
field surveyed to demonstrate compliance with applicable Council standards. 

ÅThis is consistent with other EFSC-approved facilities. 
ÅNew General Standard of Review Condition 12 was provided in the proposed order 

to adopt certificate holder representation to include in any future ADRs, a landowner 
letter consenting to the change on their land. 



Council Deliberation & Decision on 
Gilbert Issue 1



Gilbert Issue 2

Irene Gilbert Issue 2:
Certificate Conditions must require a bond amount that complies with the plain 
language and conditions of OAR 345-022-0000, OAR 345-027-0375, OAR 345-025-
0006 and OAR 345-022-0050.

Department Recommendation:
ÅProperly Raised ς Yes



Gilbert Issue 2

Department Recommendation: 
ÅSignificant Issue of Fact or Law ς No, because:
ÅCouncil previously found that the form of the bond, including the operational phased 

bonding approach, and the amount of the bond was adequate to restore the site to a 
useful, nonhazardous condition; RFA2 does not include any change to the form / 
phased bonding approach. 

Å Issue litigated in contested case on ASC. 
ÅTo address concerns about bonding approach, Council added a process by which it 

would periodically review the amount of the bond under Retirement and Financial 
Assurance Condition 5 which requires the certificate holder to provide EFSC and 
ODOE a report every five years, or more often upon request by Council. 

ÅNo balancing determination is proposed for RFA2 and has never been evaluated 
under this standard by Council.



Council Deliberation & Decision on 
Gilbert Issue 2



Gilbert Issue 3

Irene Gilbert Issue 3:
RFA2 adds roads without fully evaluating the impacts they will have on resources 
or requiring timely and complete restoration.

Department Recommendation:
ÅProperly Raised ς Yes



Gilbert Issue 3

Department Recommendation: 
Å Significant Issue of Fact or Law ς No, because:
Å Land Use (OAR 345-022-00030) and Public Service standards (OAR 345-022-0110), do not require 

compliance with the 2007 ODOE Guidance for Oregon Cities and Counties on Siting Energy Developments; 
the Guidance documents makes suggestions to city and county governments and does not include siting 
standards.

Å All roads proposed for the facility will be permanent paths that will be used during construction and for 
operation, inspection, and maintenance of the transmission line after construction is completed. 

Å Bladed access roads are not sufficient to accommodate all-weather use because the roadway surface is not 
capped with gravel or other material or compacted. Certificate holder does not construct all-weather roads 
to support transmission infrastructure because it is unnecessary for public safety and will result in greater 
environmental impacts. 

Å /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘǎ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƭǊŜŀŘȅ ǘŀƪŜ ƛƴǘƻ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘ ƳƛǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴ όƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀōƭŜ ǇƭŀƴǎύΣ 
to mitigate potential impacts from facility roads. 
Å Under Soil Protection Condition 1 [GEN-SP-01], the certificate holder must make any revisions to its 

Erosion and Sediment Control Plan the Department determines are necessary and implement the 
revisions within 14 days. 



Council Deliberation & Decision on 
Gilbert Issue 3



Gilbert Issue 4

Irene Gilbert Issue 4:
The Application and Proposed Order fail to document that all council standards 
have been evaluated for the area added to the site boundary. Issues lacking 
documentation or a timeline for completion include: Habitat, mitigation, T&E, bat 
surveys, species specific surveys for all T&E that may be present at the site.

Department Recommendation:
ÅProperly Raised ς Yes



Gilbert Issue 4

Department Recommendation: 
Å Significant Issue of Fact or Law ς No, because:
ÅUnder OAR 345-027-0375(2)(c), for changes the certificate holder proposes other than the areas added to 

the site boundary, (e.g. midline capacitor station, wider temporary roads, site certificate conditions changes), 
the Council must find that the facility, with the proposed change, complies with the applicable laws or 
Council standards that protect a resource or interest that could be affected by the proposed change. 

ÅUnder OAR 345-027-0375(2)(a), the laws and Council standards that would apply to an ASC would be applied 
to the areas added to the site boundary. 

ÅThe Council does not have the authority to reverse or re-evaluate its prior decision, as it is maintained as a 
final decision through prior Final Orders.

Å {ǘŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ ŦŜŘŜǊŀƭ ƳƛǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴ ǎƛǘŜǎ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘŜŘ ŀǊŜŀǎ ǳƴŘŜǊ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘ ǳƴƭŜǎǎ ǘƘŜȅ 
are designated under the rules. 

Å Surveys of protected areas are not required to support a finding of compliance with the Protected Areas 
standard; surveys are required under other standards, which was conducted for RFA2 micrositing areas and 
required under existing conditions. 

Å Protected areas in Union County, including Ladd Marsh, were analyzed in the DPO/proposed order on RFA2, 
where the potential noise, traffic, and visual impacts to all protected areas are evaluated. 



Council Deliberation & Decision on 
Gilbert Issue 4



Sunstone Solar Project Application for Site Certificate 
Public Hearing on Draft Proposed Order

Proposed Facility Overview

Christopher M. Clark, Senior Siting Analyst, Oregon Department of Energy

August 22-23, 2024 

Agenda Item A
(Information Portion)



Energy Facility Siting Council (EFSC) Review

ÅConsolidated review and oversight of most 
large-scale energy facilities and infrastructure 
in Oregon

Å7 Members of EFSC
ÅGovernor appointed, Senate confirmed ς 

Volunteers from around the State

Åh5h9Ωǎ {ƛǘƛƴƎ 5ƛǾƛǎƛƻƴ ƛǎ ǎǘŀŦŦ ǘƻ 9C{/
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http://solarserdar.files.wordpress.com/2011/01/croatian-pv-power-plants-solar-serdar.jpg?w=640

http://solarserdar.files.wordpress.com/2011/01/croatian-pv-power-plants-solar-serdar.jpg?w=640


Sunstone Solar Project: Project Overview
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Applicant: Sunstone Solar, LLC, a 
subsidiary of Pine Gate Renewables, 
LLC. 

Proposed Facility:
Å1,200 MW of solar PV arrays
Å7,200 MWh of battery storage
Å6 collector substations
Å4 O&M buildings
Å9.5 miles OH 230-kv Transmission
ÅPanel Storage 
ÅLaydown yards 
ÅRoads, fencing, etc.

Location/Site Boundary: The facility 
would occupy up to 9,442 acres within 
a 10,960-acre site in Morrow County. 



Energy Facility Siting Process

Notice of 
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Coordination 

35

Applicant

ODOE

Public 
Information 

Meeting

Application for Site Certificate (ASC)



Sunstone Solar Project: Procedural History
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Milestone Responsible Party Date

Notice of Intent (NOI) Applicant 5/10/2022

Project Order ODOE 9/26/2022

Preliminary Application for Site Certificate (pASC) Applicant 8/8/2023

Application for Site Certificate (ASC) Applicant 5/15/2024

Draft Proposed Order (DPO) ODOE 7/12/2024

Draft Proposed Order Public Hearing ODOE/EFSC 8/22/2024

Close of Public Comment Period Public 8/22/2024

EFSC Review of DPO & Public Comments EFSC 9/20/2024

Proposed Order and Notice of Contested Case ODOE TBD

Potential Final Decision EFSC TBD



Draft Proposed Order (Select Issues)

GENERAL STANDARD OF REVIEW (DPO section IV.A., pg. 23-31)

ÅApplicant proposed to 
construct facility in 6 
phases over 47-month 
construction period. 

ÅApplicant requests 
construction completion 
deadline to be 3 years after 
construction 
commencement deadline, 
or 6 years after approval. 



Draft Proposed Order (Select Issues)

ÅRecommended General Standard Condition 2 requires:

ÅConstruction to begin within 3 years after approval

ÅConstruction of the final phase to begin within four years after approval 

ÅAll construction to be completed within two years after construction of the final phase 
begins

ÅMaximum of 6 years from approval for completion.

GENERAL STANDARD OF REVIEW (DPO section IV.A., pg. 23-31)



Draft Proposed Order (Select Issues)

ÅErosion, soil compaction, and fugitive dust impacts will result from construction activities, 
moderate to severely erodible soils, and semi-arid conditions at site.

ÅThe applicant represents that it will minimize soil impacts by limiting grading to areas where 
foundations will be installed or where the slope and gradient are outside of racking 
tolerances for the installation of solar arrays. 

ÅRecommended Soil Protection Conditions 1 and 2 would require applicant develop a 
Vegetation and Grading Plan that ensures grading activities are consistent with these 
representations.

SOIL PROTECTION (DPO Section IV.D., pg. 47-53)



Draft Proposed Order (Select Issues)

ÅThe proposed facility would 
occupy up to 9,442 acres of 
land zoned for Exclusive 
Farm Use, virtually all of 
which is currently used for 
dryland wheat production. 

ÅThe applicant has requested 
that the Council take an 
exception to Statewide Land 
Use Planning Goal 3. 

LAND USE (DPO Section IV.E., pg. 54-123)



Draft Proposed Order (Select Issues)

1. The facility is locationally dependent 
because of its proximity to existing 
energy infrastructure, the regional grid 
for interconnection, and major 
transportation corridors.

2. The facility is located on water-
challenged land and therefore does not 
impact irrigated crops and imposes 
minimal direct impacts to high value 
agricultural soils due to lack of available 
irrigation water.

LAND USE (DPO Section IV.E., pg. 54-123)

The applicant provided the following reasons to support its exception request:

3. The facility preserves water supply in the 
Butter Creek Critical Ground Water Area for 
the benefit of other irrigators who rely on 
the same limited groundwater resource.

4. The facility creates local economic benefit 
and mitigates economic impacts to local 
agricultural economy.

5. The facility imposes minimal impacts to 
resources protected by Council standards. 

6. The facility responds to important state and 
county goals and priorities.



Draft Proposed Order (Select Issues)

LAND USE (DPO Section IV.E., pg. 54-123)

Å In support of Reason 4 (net local economic benefit), the certificate holder acknowledges 
that the removal of farmland from production will indirectly impact the local 
agricultural economy

ÅCertificate holder proposes to mitigate these impacts by contributing $1,179 per acre of 
farmland occupied by the facility to an agricultural mitigation fund administered by the 
County.  

ÅTotal contribution for the maximum 9,400-acre buildout would be approximately $11.08 
million. 



Draft Proposed Order (Select Issues)

LAND USE (DPO Section IV.E., pg. 54-123)

ÅThe Department recommends that reasons 1 (locational dependance), 2 (water-challenged 
lands) and 5 (minimal impacts to other resources) justify taking an exception to Goal 3.

ÅThe Department recommends that proposed agricultural mitigation under reason 4 (local 
economic benefit) should not be relied upon as a reason for the exception, but supports a 
finding that impacts on the local agricultural economy would be sufficiently mitigated 
under ORS 469.502(2)(c)(B)and OAR 345-022-0030(4)(c)(B).



Draft Proposed Order (Select Issues)

RETIREMENT AND FINANCIAL ASSURANCE (DPO Section IV.G, pg. 134-143)

ÅThe Department recommends the cost that would be required for the State to retire the 
facility and restore the site would be approximately $117.945 million, in Q1 2023 dollars. 

ÅThe applicant has provided a comfort letter from MUFG Bank, Ltd., stating that the bank 
would be comfortable with potentially providing a letter of credit of up to $120 million to 
the applicant. 

ÅThe Department has recommended conditions to require the bond to be provided prior to 
the beginning of construction and maintained for the life of the facility. 



Draft Proposed Order (Select Issues)

PUBLIC SERVICES (DPO Section IV.M., pg. 187-197)

ÅApplicant estimates there would be an average of 682 workers on site each day, with up to 
950 workers during peak construction periods when multiple phases overlap.

ÅThe Department recommends the influx of workers, and other construction related traffic, 
could potentially affect traffic safety and housing supply in the vicinity of the site.

ÅRecommended Public Services Conditions 1 and 2 require development and 
implementation of a Road Use Agreement with the County. 

ÅRecommended Public Services Conditions 3 and 4 require the development and 
implementation of a temporary housing plan that identifies strategies to minimize impacts 
to local housing supply.



Public Participation at DPO Phase

ÅThe issuance of the DPO notice initiates the opportunity 
for public comment on the ASC;

ÅNotice opens comment period and provides details on 
public hearing;

ÅThe public may submit comments by:
ÅMail, email, public comment portal, hand-delivery, 

or fax during the comment period;
ÅProviding oral or written comments at the in-person, 

webinar/call-in DPO public hearing.
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Public Participation at DPO Phase (contõd)

ÅThe Council will not accept comments on the ASC or on the DPO after the close of the 
public hearing unless an extension is granted.

ÅOnly persons who comment on DPO during the comment timeframe are eligible to 
participate in the contested case proceeding.

ÅFor consideration in the contested case, issues must:

ÅBe submitted within the comment timeframe.

ÅBe within the jurisdiction of the Council.

ÅBe raised with sufficient specificity to afford the Council, the Department of Energy 
and the certificate holder an adequate opportunity to respond, including a 
ǎǘŀǘŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ŦŀŎǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊǎƻƴΩǎ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƛǎǎǳŜΦ
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Comments Received To Date

ÅAs of August 15, 2024, the Department had received 11 public 
comments supporting the Sunstone DPO ASC: 

ÅOne additional comment from TC Energy identifies potential 
impacts to the GTN Pipeline which crosses the proposed site.

ÅThe applicant also provided written comments regarding its 
request for an Exception to Statewide Planning Goal 3. 

ÅButter Creek Spraying
ÅTim Winn
ÅBlue Mt. Community College 

Foundation
ÅCarol Dougherty
ÅCity of Heppner

ÅUS Representative Cliff Bentz
ÅHeppner Chamber of Commerce
ÅCity of Boardman
ÅDon Coats
ÅMorrow S&WCD
ÅSOLV Energy  



Sunstone Solar Project Application for Site Certificate 
Public Hearing on Draft Proposed Order

Presiding Officer ς Kent Howe, Chair, EFSC

August 22-23, 2024 

Agenda Item A
(Hearing Portion)



A person who intends to raise any issue that may be the basis for a 
contested case must raise an issue:
Åthat is within the jurisdiction of the Council;

Åin person at the hearing or in a written comment submitted to the 
Department of Energy before the close of the public hearing;

Åwith sufficient specificity to afford the Council, the Department of Energy 
and the certificate holder an adequate opportunity to respond, including 
ŀ ǎǘŀǘŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ŦŀŎǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊǎƻƴΩǎ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƛǎǎǳŜΦ

Sunstone Solar Project: DPO Public Hearing

Consideration of Issues in a Contested Case



1. Applicant (testimony or additions to record)

ÅMembers of Council may ask clarifying questions.

2. Members of the Public (will be called on in the following order):
ÅOral in-person testimony

ÅOral testimony via WebEx

ÅOral testimony via phone

3. Members of Council

пΦ /ŜǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘŜ IƻƭŘŜǊΩǎ wŜǎǇƻƴǎŜǎ ǘƻ /ƻƳƳŜƴǘǎ όƻǇǘƛƻƴŀƭύ

Sunstone Solar Project: DPO Public Hearing

Order of Oral Testimony and Comments for this Public Hearing



Sunstone Solar Project: DPO Public Hearing

Prior to Testifying, state the following:
ÅFull name with spelling
ÅName of organization or group if you are representing one
ÅPhysical mail or email address if you wish to receive notice of the Proposed Order which 

includes a description of how to submit a request for contested case

Please Note: If you do not wish to provide your mailing or email address in this format, you 
may email it to the Department at christopher.clark@energy.oregon.gov or call (503) 871-
7254 and provide the information, including spelling, in a voicemail.

Testimony

mailto:Christopher.clark@energy.oregon.gov


Applicant

The applicant may provide/present on anything in the Draft 
Proposed Order and/or may submit additional 
information/evidence to supplement the record.

Presiding Officer or Council Members may ask clarifying 
questions.

Sunstone Solar Project: DPO Public Hearing



DRAFT  PROPOSED ORDER
PUBL IC  HEARING

L O G A N  S T E P H E N S
VP, Project Development

August 22, 2024



P I N E G A T E  R E N E W A B L E S



Å Founded in 2014, privately held, headquarters in Asheville, NC

Å Utility-scale developer and independent power producer (IPP)

Å Extensive experience developing, financing, constructing, and operating solar facilities

Å 275 full-time employees across the United States

Å Closed more than $6.5 billion of project financing and capital investment

Å 100+ operating facilities and 20+ GW of projects in development across the U.S.

Å 17 operating solar facilities in Oregon



P I N E G A T E  R E N E W A B L E S

ÅSolar generation facility with potential battery storage

ÅMaximum facility output: 1,200 MW

ÅLargest anticipated footprint: 9,442 acres

ÅWill interconnect to existing UEC transmission infrastructure

ÅExpected to be constructed in phases from 2026 to 2029

ÅtƻǿŜǊ ǿƛƭƭ Ŧƭƻǿ ǘƻ .t!Ωǎ ǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ ǘǊŀƴǎƳƛǎǎƛƻƴ ǎȅǎǘŜƳǎ ǘƻ ƘŜƭǇ 
meet rising demand for clean energy in the region

ÅEstimated to generate up to $593 million of tax revenues to 
Morrow County over the 40-year operational life

ÅStrategic engagement with SOLV Energy to construct the facility 
in partnership with local unions



V
IC

IN
IT

Y
 M

A
P



F
A

C
IL

IT
Y

 L
A

Y
O

U
T



LOCATIONAL DEPENDENCY

ÅSunstone will interconnect to an existing UEC 230 kV transmission line 

within the site boundary.  No new transmission infrastructure outside the 

site boundary will be required.

ÅExisting transportation corridors provide access to the site, and nonew or 

substantially modified public roads will be required.

ÅSunstone will be co-located near other energy generation and 

transmission facilities, allowing for efficient use of transmission and other 

infrastructure.

P I N E G A T E  R E N E W A B L E S
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